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 1                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Let's
  


 2   call this meeting of the Water Planning Council
  


 3   for Wednesday, October 5th, to order.
  


 4                  The first order will be the
  


 5   approval of the transcript of the September 6th
  


 6   Joint Planning Council Steering Committee meeting.
  


 7                  Do I have a motion to approve?
  


 8                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.
  


 9                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  Second.
  


10                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Regular move
  


11   and second to be approved.
  


12                  Any questions?
  


13                  (No response.)
  


14                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all
  


15   those in favor signify by saying, aye.
  


16                  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


17                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The transcript
  


18   is approved.
  


19                  Next would be the approval of the
  


20   August 30, 2016, special meeting of the Water
  


21   Planning Council.
  


22                  Do I have a motion?
  


23                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.
  


24                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  Second.
  


25                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made and
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 1   seconded that the minutes of the August 30, 2016,
  


 2   special meeting be approved.  Any questions on the
  


 3   motion.
  


 4                  (No response.)
  


 5                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all
  


 6   those in favor signify by saying aye.
  


 7                  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


 8                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The motion is
  


 9   carried.  And we have an update now from our
  


10   friends at CDM Smith on the statewide water plan.
  


11   And a little synopsis of the workshop, which I
  


12   thought was wonderful last week.
  


13                  And good afternoon.  Why don't you
  


14   say who you are for the record so we can get it on
  


15   the transcript?
  


16                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Elaine Sistare
  


17   with CDM Smith.
  


18                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Kirk Westphal with
  


19   CDM Smith.
  


20                  ELAINE SISTARE:  I'll run through
  


21   the first couple of slides.  We have just less
  


22   than a dozen or so slides for you today.
  


23                  So including, like Jack noted, we
  


24   did complete our fist workshop last week.  This
  


25   slide, topics we'll go through today are some
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 1   thoughts on logos for the plan, debrief of the
  


 2   September 29th workshop, and an update on the
  


 3   technical tasks and including our white papers;
  


 4   proposed workshops and public meeting dates that
  


 5   we have through phase one and phase two, and also
  


 6   some thoughts on a communication plan and how we
  


 7   can get information out to stakeholders.
  


 8                  So as our project lead Sue Morea
  


 9   had put together, we do have two logos.  We
  


10   thought, you know, we were going to be preparing a
  


11   number of documents as part of the plan and we
  


12   wanted to at least get something to think about as
  


13   far as, is there a logo that's appropriate so that
  


14   if anybody picks up a fact sheet, or a report, or
  


15   a memo, that it kind of, you know, cohesively has
  


16   a logo to go with it.  So we did want to --
  


17                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Elaine, excuse
  


18   me.  I just want to see who's joined us on the
  


19   phone?
  


20                  JOHN HUDAK:  John Hudak.
  


21                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Anyone else--
  


22   with us on the phone?
  


23                  MICHAEL JENNINGS:  Mike Jennings
  


24   from the New England Interstate Water Pollution
  


25   Control Commission.
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 1                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


 2   Anyone else?
  


 3                  Thank you.  Welcome.
  


 4                  Sorry, Elaine.
  


 5                  ELAINE SISTARE:  No worries.
  


 6                  So these two logos, you know, we
  


 7   can move things around.  Obviously, it just shows
  


 8   an outline of the state, whether the two options
  


 9   we're showing today include a phrase or something
  


10   a little simpler.  So something open for
  


11   discussion or input.
  


12                  All right, Kirk.  I'll turn it over
  


13   for you.
  


14                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Thanks everybody.
  


15   It's a pleasure to be here again.
  


16                  I want to spend maybe ten minutes
  


17   reviewing the outcomes in the decisions that were
  


18   made at the workshop last week.  It was the first
  


19   of six workshops.  And the second workshop is
  


20   aimed almost exclusively at making sure we got
  


21   things right in the first place.
  


22                  So we have a chance as a Council,
  


23   and a group of stakeholders to come back, circle
  


24   back and refine all of those decisions.  We'll get
  


25   this summary out to people in the meantime so we
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 1   can review it.  But it's an opportunity to look
  


 2   back at what we did to make sure we got it right,
  


 3   to make sure the foundation of the plan is
  


 4   correct.
  


 5                  And then look ahead at some of the
  


 6   others in the decisions that we made, and probably
  


 7   at the second workshop talk a little bit about
  


 8   some of the decision-making processes, which we'll
  


 9   be talking to you through these meetings as well.
  


10                  Following the workshop we developed
  


11   our interpretation of what we heard.  We heard a
  


12   lot of consensus, I think, from the stakeholders
  


13   and the Planning Council.  It's not always going
  


14   to be that easy.  These were issues that people
  


15   have been thinking about for a long time, and the
  


16   decisions were whether to include them in the plan
  


17   or not, or how to voice and verbalize the goals of
  


18   the plan.
  


19                  So what we've done is taken a shot
  


20   at an overall synopsis of the plan's objective,
  


21   which we heard, I thought, quite clearly.  We put
  


22   together a list of soundbites which we feel
  


23   encompass the goals and objectives that were
  


24   stated by the groups.  These are lists, elevator
  


25   talk, small talk when you're talking with
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 1   legislators.
  


 2                  These are small snippets that can
  


 3   be used to explain what we're trying to do, but
  


 4   behind that is the list of full objectives as we
  


 5   enumerated during the workshop.  I'll go over all
  


 6   of that, and also the list of the water management
  


 7   options that can be used to achieve those
  


 8   objectives.
  


 9                  There are many of those options
  


10   that are specifically identified in the statute
  


11   for the plan and others that have arisen out of
  


12   need and necessity, or through conversations with
  


13   the working groups.  Those are included as well.
  


14   So we'll go over all that briefly.
  


15                  And again, we'll get this document
  


16   out to folks to review to submit to the workshop.
  


17   But again, the second workshop is to review all
  


18   this in detain and make sure we're comfortable
  


19   with it, refine it in any way and then look ahead.
  


20                  So in terms of the objectives,
  


21   again we're sort of casting it in three ways.  One
  


22   is with an overall synopsis.  If we had to say,
  


23   what is this plan intending to do in one sentence
  


24   or less, what we heard at the workshop was to
  


25   provide balanced water use for all needs.  That
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 1   seems to be -- seems to encompass all of what any
  


 2   of the sub objectives are dealing with.
  


 3                  And then in terms of providing some
  


 4   soundbites, and there's a much longer list behind
  


 5   us that's our next slide, we thought this would be
  


 6   useful for things like fact sheets, things like
  


 7   public meetings, things like this.  I'll just read
  


 8   them off.  These are the objectives that we've
  


 9   paraphrased a little bit and we'll get into more
  


10   detail behind them.
  


11                  Provide reliable and resilient
  


12   supply for all uses, promote public health and
  


13   quality of life with high-quality water, protect
  


14   the environment, manage water cost effectively,
  


15   develop an implementable plan, prepare for
  


16   uncertain future climate, use science and data to
  


17   recommend action, and involve Connecticut citizens
  


18   in water management.
  


19                  I spent a lot of time in the
  


20   workshop honing in on those concepts, and they're
  


21   all derived from this larger list which all of the
  


22   participants of the workshop have seen.
  


23                  Again we had taken, as a refresher,
  


24   we had taken the 17 issues and opportunities in
  


25   the statute and divided them during the workshop
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 1   into what we call the hows and the whys.  The whys
  


 2   being the reasons for creating a plan, the issues
  


 3   that needed to be addressed, the opportunities
  


 4   that are out; and the hows, the actual options for
  


 5   water management that the plan needs to address in
  


 6   some way.
  


 7                  So the objectives are now mapped to
  


 8   the relevant items in that list of 17.  And this
  


 9   is what they came out to be, as best we could,
  


10   sort of condensed the wording from all of the
  


11   comments we received during the workshop.
  


12                  I'll read them off quickly without
  


13   talking too much about where they're mapped to,
  


14   but I think for the record it's important to read
  


15   them off.  Again, we'll circulate this so that
  


16   everybody can participate and can review it and
  


17   then offer some refinements, but we did our best
  


18   to capture all the comments we received during the
  


19   workshop.
  


20                  So in terms of the objectives,
  


21   these are again not prioritized in any order.
  


22   These are just sort of following the sequence in
  


23   the statute.
  


24                  Promote resilient supply for all
  


25   current and future water needs using available
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 1   surface and groundwater, and that includes
  


 2   recreational uses; ecological drinking water
  


 3   supply, public and private; agricultural;
  


 4   industrial and energy; commercial and wastewater
  


 5   discharge.
  


 6                  Another objective is to define and
  


 7   address impacts to ecology, environment, public
  


 8   health and safety, economic health, and community
  


 9   health, and overall quality of life.  Another is
  


10   to ensure recommended water management strategies
  


11   are resilient to uncertain future climate and
  


12   regulatory conditions hydrologically,
  


13   ecologically, et cetera.
  


14                  And then some objectives that
  


15   didn't necessarily stem directly from the statute,
  


16   the list of 17, but that the group felt was
  


17   important, development of an implementable plan
  


18   with an effective management structure and
  


19   reliable funding mechanisms, make progress on each
  


20   identified water management option, produce a plan
  


21   that is scientifically based and data driven while
  


22   understanding the information gaps, manage water
  


23   system cost and security, and educate citizens on
  


24   water management decisions.
  


25                  So those are three ways of
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 1   encapsulating the objectives that the group of
  


 2   stakeholders defined during this workshop as one
  


 3   soundbite synopsis, sort of one phrase that seems
  


 4   to capture it all.  There is a list of soundbites
  


 5   that's paraphrased in this list and then a
  


 6   detailed list of objectives mapped to the list of
  


 7   17.
  


 8                  We did the same thing with the
  


 9   options.  Some of the 17 issues in the list are
  


10   actual water management options.  These are things
  


11   that can be done, while others sort of outline
  


12   where there are problems or opportunities to be
  


13   addressed.
  


14                  This is how those problems can be
  


15   addressed, and part of the workshop was
  


16   understanding that difference and listing out and
  


17   enumerating all of the different alternative
  


18   management options that we have that the plan will
  


19   address in some way.
  


20                  And so this list, there are two
  


21   lists up here left and right, green and sort of
  


22   orange-ish.  The green map directly to the list of
  


23   17, the orange are additional options that the
  


24   group felt were worth considering.  These are
  


25   going to be addressed by the plan in some way,
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 1   either by specific language recommending policy
  


 2   from the Legislature, or by outlining a decision
  


 3   framework for dealing with these as the years move
  


 4   forward, either through further study or
  


 5   additional data or additional collaboration.
  


 6                  Or a third option is to acknowledge
  


 7   that the option is being identified in a study in
  


 8   another venue, and that would be sufficient.  So
  


 9   it's sort of three outcomes from any of these, but
  


10   the plan will address and categorize all of these
  


11   options.  I'll just quickly read through them.
  


12                  First, the green list directly maps
  


13   onto the statute list of 17 technology and
  


14   facility improvements and replacement, land-use
  


15   practices and protection, public education both in
  


16   the short and long term, conservation and
  


17   incentives, water reuse and gray water use,
  


18   incorporation of existing plans, regionalization
  


19   in appropriate interconnections, changes to laws
  


20   and regulations, wastewater management, identify
  


21   funding mechanisms for plan implementation and
  


22   develop a monitoring plan for plan implementation.
  


23                  And all of those in the group felt
  


24   were directly specified in the statute.  They need
  


25   to be addressed in some way, but in addition to
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 1   that are the items that we've listed in the -- I'm
  


 2   not sure what color that is, the orange/beige
  


 3   group down on the lower left.  These are issues
  


 4   that have come up in committee discussions or are
  


 5   perhaps inferred by the statute, but not this
  


 6   specifically.  But this group of stakeholders felt
  


 7   strongly should be included and had broad
  


 8   consensus on that.
  


 9                  So the plan in some way will
  


10   address the registered versions, which is future
  


11   class B water use for non-potable uses, implement
  


12   in-stream flow regulations, talk about statewide
  


13   drought planning, water use accounting, storm
  


14   water management, groundwater and private well
  


15   monitoring and protection, desalination and flood
  


16   management.
  


17                  And part of this is an effort to be
  


18   comprehensive.  In Connecticut you may look at
  


19   these and say they're not potentially relevant or
  


20   not particularly relevant based on the climate and
  


21   geography and water use here, but to have a
  


22   defensible plan you need to show that you've
  


23   considered everything.
  


24                  And I gave the example during the
  


25   workshop of towing water from icebergs in the
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 1   artic, which is not on this list, thank goodness.
  


 2   But you do need to show that you've looked at
  


 3   everything and either ruled it out or in.  So it's
  


 4   a good list.  We felt it was comprehensive and
  


 5   there was some broad consensus on this list.
  


 6             We talked a little bit about the white
  


 7   papers of the workshop.  I'll digress just a
  


 8   little bit here and give you some updates on where
  


 9   we are on some of our other tasks and then we'll
  


10   get back into the workshop schedule itself.
  


11             The white papers have been circulated to
  


12   the committees.  They have been reviewed.  We
  


13   received comments.  I want to remind people that
  


14   these early white papers are not intended to be
  


15   position papers.  Later in the process they will
  


16   be.
  


17             Later there will be recommendations that
  


18   go to the plan as recommendations, but in this
  


19   case they're really intended to be factual and
  


20   sort of state of the state.  Where are we with our
  


21   water management issues?  Where are we with our
  


22   management practices and structure?
  


23             And so I think we have a little work to
  


24   change the tone here and there to make sure that
  


25   is accomplished fairly.  We have received most of
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 1   the comments.  I think we've got all the comments
  


 2   in now.  We requested them by September 22nd.  We
  


 3   appreciate everybody taking time to read those and
  


 4   provide comments.
  


 5             We have compiled all the comments into a
  


 6   single spreadsheet which will be available to
  


 7   anybody who would like to see that as part of the
  


 8   process.
  


 9             We are responding to them in two ways.
  


10   We are adding our comments to the spreadsheet, so
  


11   each comment that we received will have two
  


12   columns, and you can see them here on the screen,
  


13   what our response is and any notes that go along
  


14   with that.
  


15             So we may respond with, we agree and
  


16   we'll incorporate this comment, or, it's noted and
  


17   no action required, or, we have some follow-up
  


18   questions and we'll note those.  So in addition to
  


19   actually revising the documents, you'll have a
  


20   single spreadsheet with all of the comments
  


21   received and the project team's response to those
  


22   and how they will address those.
  


23             Okay.  We are targeting next week to get
  


24   those white papers and all the revisions and that
  


25   spreadsheet back to the Water Planning Council.
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 1   At that point it will be up to you what to do with
  


 2   them.  And I think our recommendation, in the
  


 3   interest of balancing comfort levels, is to take a
  


 4   read through them, make sure four of you are
  


 5   comfortable with them and post them.  Let's get
  


 6   them out there for public comment.
  


 7             There are many ways to do this.  We
  


 8   could have issued them for public comment at the
  


 9   beginning.  We wanted to make sure that there were
  


10   no inaccuracies in the paper.  And so we did ask
  


11   the committees to review, and they did the
  


12   two-week time period.  That worked very well.
  


13             Now I think we're facing several public
  


14   meetings coming up and I think it's probably in
  


15   the best interest to get those papers out there
  


16   for review.  They will remain a draft until our
  


17   final deliverable to you is handed over.  They
  


18   will be draft.  There will be draft chapters in
  


19   the water plan, and so they'll be under constant
  


20   revision as we move forward.
  


21             But I think it will probably be
  


22   important to start to get some public feedback
  


23   fairly quickly on those, or at least get them out
  


24   there for information so people can read them and
  


25   better understand what we're doing.
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 1             A real quick update on the technical
  


 2   tasks.  We had a good meeting with the science and
  


 3   technical committee on Monday.  It's become clear
  


 4   to me that there's a perception that some of the
  


 5   technical tasks are perhaps a bit disjointed.
  


 6   We're doing a little bit of this and a little bit
  


 7   of that, and that's true, but that's the way
  


 8   things are in the early stages of a plan.
  


 9             We're collecting demand data.  We're
  


10   collecting flow data.  We're collecting use data.
  


11   We're collecting geographic data.  All these
  


12   things, and at times it seems like that's being
  


13   done in a silo, but the committee has been very
  


14   helpful on providing some peer review on all of
  


15   these tasks, and we spent a little bit of time on
  


16   Monday explaining that they'll come together.
  


17             And what they'll come together with in
  


18   phase one is an understanding of the difference
  


19   between supply and demand in all the basins.  And
  


20   when we say demand, it's not just water supply
  


21   demand.  It's in-stream flow.  It's potential
  


22   registrations.  It's how climate change might
  


23   affect availability of water.
  


24             So it's all of these different layers of
  


25   supply and demand which will ultimately be a
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 1   technical output of phase one that we can use in
  


 2   phase two to understand how management options may
  


 3   be used to deal with whatever gaps we may see
  


 4   between future supply and future demand.
  


 5             The two goals really in phase one, I
  


 6   talked about one of them, is really to understand
  


 7   that, that relative difference from basin to
  


 8   basin, how much water is currently available
  


 9   versus how much is currently used, and how much
  


10   water is going to be available in the future and
  


11   how much might be demanded in the future.
  


12             And that's when we start to look at
  


13   layering in in-stream flow requirements,
  


14   registered diversions, climate change.  How does
  


15   that change the picture for this State that has
  


16   typically been very rich in water, and the change?
  


17             And we'll have maps that show this,
  


18   that, that show the impact of those different
  


19   things on available water.  They'll be very
  


20   factual and they'll be used to help inform
  


21   decisions on what water management options can be
  


22   most effective.
  


23             Right now the things that the science
  


24   and technical committee are reviewing for us --
  


25   and Virginia, I thank you for your leadership on
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 1   that -- we've conducted, or are beginning to
  


 2   conduct what we call a water inventory.  This is
  


 3   basically cataloging all the flows within each of
  


 4   the regional basins in the state.  By flows, I
  


 5   mean, natural flows, human induced flows, anything
  


 6   that happens with water.
  


 7             So we're looking at precipitation.
  


 8   We're looking at Infiltration.  We're looking at
  


 9   streamflow.  We're looking at discharges.  We're
  


10   looking at withdrawals.  It's not necessarily a
  


11   water budget.  We were calling it a water budget.
  


12   It wasn't quite the right terminology.
  


13             It's an inventory of everything that
  


14   happens to water within a basin, so that as we
  


15   move into phase two we can start changing those
  


16   things and seeing how the water balance is
  


17   affected in each basin.
  


18             We've also started looking at climate
  


19   change, and we had the privilege of working with
  


20   David Bjerklie of the USGS during this meeting on
  


21   Monday.  We did a lot of climate change evaluation
  


22   in the northeast, in Connecticut, and comparing
  


23   some of our results to what he's been doing.
  


24             What we've done is try very hard -- and
  


25   we've found this to be very effective -- not to
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 1   predict what the climate is going to do in 20
  


 2   years, because nobody can do that, but there is a
  


 3   range.  There's a wide range of potential trends
  


 4   that could emerge and could evolve, and we've
  


 5   tried to bound those.
  


 6             We've tried to bound how the temperature
  


 7   and precipitation patterns could change in the
  


 8   next 50 years, and we'll be able to use that
  


 9   information to test how vulnerable or sensitive
  


10   the water availability and even the water demands
  


11   could be to those trends.
  


12             And what we typically find is that
  


13   sometimes it's an issue and sometimes it's not.
  


14   And I think with some basins we'll find that it's
  


15   a significant concern.  In other basins we
  


16   probably won't, but that will be extremely
  


17   important to understand.
  


18             We're also working on demand
  


19   projections.  We're coordinating with the WUCC
  


20   process and the state population projections for
  


21   public supply.  We're developing agricultural
  


22   projections.  We're looking at industrial energy
  


23   and commercial demands.
  


24             Sometimes there's data, good data on
  


25   this, sometimes not.  For now we can assume some
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 1   fairly flat patterns, but then test the
  


 2   sensitivity of our results to those assumptions.
  


 3   What if we assume a 10 percent growth over a
  


 4   certain period?  A lot of what-if capability as we
  


 5   move forward.
  


 6             And all of that together goes into what
  


 7   I was talking about, the supply demand gap
  


 8   analysis.  Do we know how much water is available?
  


 9   Do we know how much water is being demanded?  And
  


10   that demand is not just reflective of current use
  


11   patterns.  It will reflect ecological demands, how
  


12   much water needs to stay in the streams.  That's a
  


13   use.  That's a demand.
  


14             How much water could be consumed by
  


15   registered diversions?  That's an important
  


16   question.  We need to have our minds wrapped
  


17   around that.  How much water availability could
  


18   change as a function of climate change?  We need
  


19   to understand that.  Okay?
  


20             So the key technical output from phase
  


21   one will be this supply demand gap analysis.  Will
  


22   we be able answer those questions in a very good
  


23   understanding of where the pressures are in the
  


24   State where there are opportunities to
  


25   regionalize, opportunities to supply some surplus
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 1   water, where the different options start to fit
  


 2   best?
  


 3                  LORI MATHIEU:  Kirk, can I ask you
  


 4   a question?
  


 5                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Of course.
  


 6                  LORI MATHIEU:  So the recently
  


 7   published draft WUCC assessments that are out for
  


 8   all three WUCC areas, are they helpful to you at
  


 9   all?
  


10                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  They are.  There's
  


11   some good data in there that hadn't been available
  


12   previously.  They're helpful.  They are helpful to
  


13   us in understanding some of the physical nature of
  


14   the supply systems and the regulatory environment
  


15   that they work in.
  


16                  As you know, there is still some
  


17   information that we're trying to collect from that
  


18   process, and we'll work with you to try to make
  


19   that happen.
  


20                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.
  


21                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  But they are
  


22   helpful and I hope that with that last bit of
  


23   information they can be really extremely helpful,
  


24   yes.
  


25                  ELAINE SISTARE:  So as Kirk just
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 1   outlined a number of components that we've
  


 2   completed and sort of agreed upon as part of
  


 3   workshop number one, we do have five additional
  


 4   workshops between phase one and two of the state
  


 5   water plan.  So to try to get some dates out there
  


 6   early so that folks can plan their schedules and
  


 7   hopefully, you know, allot time, we are looking at
  


 8   workshops numbers two through six.
  


 9                  And the topics associated with them
  


10   per our original scope really is number two,
  


11   refinement of the water management options;
  


12   number three, policies and pathways; number four,
  


13   paths forward and decision framework.
  


14                  Number three and four both are
  


15   taken from pieces of workshop number two, where we
  


16   in workshop number two will be splitting, sort of,
  


17   can we find pathways forward, or do we need a
  


18   framework for how we can move?  And then workshop
  


19   five we've got draft policy recommendations, and
  


20   finally workshop six, finalize the plan
  


21   recommendations.
  


22                  Our proposed dates we are proposing
  


23   all to be complete by the end of April with the
  


24   next one coming up.  We're proposing November 3rd.
  


25   We are, you know, looking for feedback and
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 1   flexibility.  The following week works well for us
  


 2   also.
  


 3                  And then skipping over the holidays
  


 4   and having the workshop number three in January,
  


 5   and then workshops number four and five both in
  


 6   February, workshop six late April after we do have
  


 7   a draft plan under review.
  


 8                  We've split the times.  We've kept
  


 9   a four-hour length, which I think worked well with
  


10   workshop number one.  We have proposed, sort of,
  


11   flopping back and forth between afternoon sessions
  


12   and morning sessions.
  


13                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I can tell you
  


14   the third is definitely out for two of us, so we
  


15   might have to work around that.
  


16                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  We'll refine that.
  


17                  The two goals we were trying to
  


18   keep as simple, and we start with the first
  


19   Thursday of each month because that worked here in
  


20   October.  It didn't quite fit with the expected
  


21   progress of the work needed to support them, and
  


22   so we skipped one in December, put two in
  


23   February, partly because the two in February are
  


24   very related.
  


25                  That's when we take all of those
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 1   options that we talked about, put them in the
  


 2   bins.  These are the options that we think we can
  


 3   drive through to the regulatory recommendation or
  


 4   legislative recommendations.  And these are the
  


 5   ones that need a decision framework, and we deal
  


 6   with those separately in two different workshops.
  


 7   If those workshops are fairly close together it
  


 8   probably makes a lot of sense.
  


 9                  Okay.  So it sounds like
  


10   November 3rd is not good.  May I ask, does
  


11   November 10th work, because that actually works
  


12   perhaps even a little bit better for us?
  


13                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think it does
  


14   for me.
  


15                  LORI MATHIEU:  Is that a Thursday?
  


16                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  It is.
  


17                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think that
  


18   will work.  We have the next day off.
  


19                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Would you rather
  


20   have it in the morning on the 10th?
  


21                  LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.
  


22                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Just for kicks,
  


23   does the 11th work?
  


24                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  No, that's the
  


25   holiday.







28


 1                  LORI MATHIEU:  That's Veterans Day.
  


 2                  MARGARET MINER:  So it is?
  


 3                  ELAINE SISTARE:  It looks like
  


 4   workshop number two is tentatively set and we will
  


 5   announce that through the Water Planning Council,
  


 6   and announce the date.  But Thursday,
  


 7   November 10th, and we would have being in the
  


 8   morning.
  


 9                  Location?  We hope that CCSU can
  


10   accommodate us again.  I think the location worked
  


11   well for workshop number one, but again, we will
  


12   finalize that also.
  


13                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Well, make sure
  


14   you reach out to them quickly on that November
  


15   workshop, because that's coming up soon.
  


16                  January, I don't think that will be
  


17   a problem, I suspect.  The students will still be
  


18   out.
  


19                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  Well, I'm
  


20   glad to.  You know, I think we saw September 29th,
  


21   while ultimately it worked, there was a lot of
  


22   back and forth.  So we'd rather get these on the
  


23   calendar and have them sent.
  


24                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, that's a
  


25   great idea.
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 1                  ELAINE SISTARE:  A little less
  


 2   structured as far as, you know, attendees and all
  


 3   participants and decision making, but still I
  


 4   think we wanted to prioritize trying to getting
  


 5   those dates set, too.
  


 6                  At the workshop we included October
  


 7   25th, 26th, 27th as potential dates for the
  


 8   phase-one public meetings.  These are meant to
  


 9   have the same information shared in each of those
  


10   meetings.  They would just be located in the
  


11   western, central and eastern portions of the
  


12   state.
  


13                  There was some discussion about
  


14   whether we could do some kind of webinar or live
  


15   steam of those meetings, and we're hoping to try
  


16   to coordinate with NEIWPCC or others to try to
  


17   accommodate that if possible.
  


18                  And then we do not have dates yet
  


19   scheduled for the phase-two public meetings.  They
  


20   will be coordinated slightly differently in that
  


21   we would base them following certain deliverables
  


22   as part of phase two.
  


23                  So as you can see, we're thinking
  


24   of having the first one late January after we've
  


25   already done workshops number two and three, the
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 1   second public meeting of phase two at the end of
  


 2   February after workshops four and five have
  


 3   already been completed.  And then a final public
  


 4   meeting in early April prior to any plan
  


 5   recommendations.  And for those phase-two/three
  


 6   public meetings we're thinking that locations may
  


 7   in fact be, you know, in a central portion of the
  


 8   state.
  


 9                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And as Elaine said,
  


10   those will be different themes in each one.  We
  


11   tried to coordinate those with the workshops.  We
  


12   need to set the workshop dates first before we can
  


13   establish some dates of those.
  


14                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And Kirk, if you
  


15   can give me some ideas about where you want each
  


16   one to be, we can probably find state facilities
  


17   that would be available with no rental fees.
  


18   Whether we use community colleges or other state
  


19   facilities, if we plan this out far enough in
  


20   advance we can line those up.
  


21                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  So speaking about
  


22   far enough in advance, how about the three that
  


23   we're proposing for later this month?  Is that the
  


24   type of thing that you can provide some assistance
  


25   with in terms of venues?
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 1                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Yeah.
  


 2                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That would be
  


 3   great.
  


 4                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I mean, my short
  


 5   answer for your one for the middle of the state is
  


 6   you might want to touch base with CCSU again.
  


 7                  ELAINE SISTARE:  And I guess I
  


 8   maybe didn't note that, you know, we also talked
  


 9   about times, but as you can see at least for phase
  


10   one we've got evening for the 25th and 27th.  And
  


11   then early afternoon for the 26th trying to
  


12   accommodate, hopefully, the majority of schedules
  


13   and availabilities.
  


14                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  We're trying to
  


15   minimize travel times for people, but
  


16   understanding that, you know, if they simply can't
  


17   make an evening then the one probably in the
  


18   central would probably be the one to schedule in
  


19   the afternoon, and vice versa.  We'll try to make
  


20   it as accessible as possible to everybody.
  


21                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And if you can do
  


22   the live streaming that would be great.
  


23                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Right.  So we will
  


24   work with Mike on seeing what options are be
  


25   available.
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 1                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  One more
  


 2   slide I wanted to go over before handing it back
  


 3   to Kirk for final reflection, is communications.
  


 4   We talked a lot about getting the word out about
  


 5   this effort and about the state water plan.
  


 6                  We're going to be -- we have been
  


 7   accumulating a list of different components that
  


 8   fall under each of these categories or bullets
  


 9   that I've shown on this slide.  Water utilities,
  


10   customers, key elected officials, CEOs, state
  


11   agencies, and then municipal/regional agencies,
  


12   environmental groups, and then community
  


13   organizations and other stakeholders.
  


14                  But we will be looking for
  


15   assistance in perhaps, you know, persons
  


16   identified that can take each of these categories
  


17   perhaps through the Steering Committee in other
  


18   components.  So we will distribute and hopefully
  


19   get some feedback and full responsibilities
  


20   assigned.
  


21                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Or we could even
  


22   ask if there are some volunteers today who would
  


23   be willing to sign up to be liaisons between these
  


24   groups to help advertise meetings that are now
  


25   coming up in three weeks.  It's a very short
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 1   turnaround time.
  


 2                  We talked about some different ways
  


 3   that we could broadcast this, get the word out
  


 4   during the workshop.  I think it starts with
  


 5   reaching out to these groups.
  


 6                  And if we can get some people to
  


 7   volunteer -- it doesn't have to be during this
  


 8   meeting, but maybe working some e-mails through
  


 9   Dave or Jack to let us know if you'd be willing to
  


10   be the one to help get the word out to these
  


11   different groups either through e-mail lists,
  


12   distribution lists, mailing lists, whatever the
  


13   case may be, that would be tremendously helpful.
  


14                  LORI MATHIEU:  How do you plan to
  


15   advertise this?
  


16                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  We will provide
  


17   probably a package for people to send out that
  


18   will include a fact sheet, that will include an
  


19   agenda for the public meetings, what we hope to
  


20   get out of it, what opportunities there will be
  


21   for people to speak.  So --
  


22                  JANE CERASO:  Excuse me, Kirk, this
  


23   is Jane and Mike at NEIWPCC.  We're having a hard
  


24   time hearing you.  Can you guys talk closer to the
  


25   microphone?
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 1                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Is that a little
  


 2   better?
  


 3                  JANE CERASO:  Much better.  Thank
  


 4   you.
  


 5                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yeah, you've
  


 6   got to speak right into these microphones.
  


 7                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Okay.  Sorry, guys.
  


 8                  But we will provide a package of
  


 9   information about what the plan is and what the
  


10   public meeting would you, and then ask the people
  


11   through e-mail lists and contacts and help get
  


12   that out, or take it to public libraries and post
  


13   it and things like that.
  


14                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And I had said
  


15   at the retreat we had that I could hopefully get
  


16   somebody, that the governor himself, the
  


17   lieutenant governor, somebody to really kick it
  


18   off.  And that's where it would be important that
  


19   we get that packet.
  


20                  There's all the news media that
  


21   comes to that.  You know, Nick and I will work on
  


22   that to get something set up ASAP, given the
  


23   Governor's schedule.
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  And should there be
  


25   an announcement made from the Water Planning
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 1   Council that could be used to help promote this?
  


 2   It would kind of be the cover letter for the
  


 3   package of information, for something that would
  


 4   come from, you know, you would sign off on.
  


 5                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  On behalf of
  


 6   the Council?  Sure.
  


 7                  LORI MATHIEU:  I think a letter
  


 8   that could be used to transmit to all of these
  


 9   parties, this is a cover letter of the agenda and
  


10   all the package of information.
  


11                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That would be good.
  


12   I would also ask, too, if one or all of you would
  


13   be willing to speak at these public meetings?
  


14   Maybe it could be a different person at each one,
  


15   but I think it would be much more effective
  


16   hearing some of the goals and objectives from you
  


17   than from us.
  


18                  And we'll certainly organize and
  


19   coordinate and take a lead role in facilitating
  


20   these meetings and speak and present progress, and
  


21   that sort of thing, discuss the process, but I
  


22   think if they could hear, the public could hear
  


23   directly from you on your perceived value of this
  


24   plan and the process itself, that would be great.
  


25   That would be great.  So that may be sort of an
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 1   assumption on your part, but --
  


 2                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, I think we
  


 3   all will definitely try to be there.  That's for
  


 4   sure.
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  Do you have an idea
  


 6   of what the agenda would be?
  


 7                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  My sense -- I'm
  


 8   kind of going off the top of my head here, but I
  


 9   have been thinking about it.  I think what we will
  


10   probably do is -- we talked a little bit about
  


11   this with Sue last week -- is probably spend half
  


12   an hour up front providing some overview of the
  


13   process and the plan objectives and offer some
  


14   speaking time to you as a planning council.
  


15                  We could explain the process
  


16   itself, how it's relevant to other state plans,
  


17   how it fits into other Connecticut initiatives and
  


18   that sort of thing.  And then probably provide an
  


19   hour for questions and answers and talk a little
  


20   bit about, sort of like what we did with the
  


21   public comments at the workshop.  But provide
  


22   answers as well and have time to do that during
  


23   the workshop, but this would be give-and-take.
  


24                  We can provide answers to those
  


25   questions, certainly collect the input, questions,







37


 1   comments they have.  And then spend probably the
  


 2   last half hour looking forward on what will be the
  


 3   next workshops.  What will be the next steps in
  


 4   the process?  When will the next public meetings
  


 5   be?  What can you do in the meantime, just in
  


 6   educating?
  


 7                  So a little bit upfront about what
  


 8   the whole thing is all about, a good chunk of time
  


 9   for some give-and-take and then a way to look
  


10   forward at the end.
  


11                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Sounds good,
  


12   very good.
  


13                  Yes, Virginia?
  


14                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Kirk, I have a
  


15   question about the public meetings in phase two.
  


16   They are different times focusing on different
  


17   aspects of the plan.  Are there three at each of
  


18   those three times, in different regional areas?
  


19   Or is it just one?
  


20                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  It would be just
  


21   one.  And we'd have to talk about, you know,
  


22   whether we tried to centralize those and make them
  


23   accessible to people, or if we wanted to blend
  


24   geographic distribution with thematic
  


25   distribution.  So we haven't worked that out yet.
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 1   We welcome and hope for some input, if you had
  


 2   ideas on that.
  


 3                  But the scope allows us to do three
  


 4   public meetings in the second phase and we felt it
  


 5   was better to distribute those over themes than to
  


 6   just do three of the same thing.  I think in the
  


 7   first phase it's appropriate because we took, you
  


 8   know, three months almost to get some momentum,
  


 9   get started and have the information to share.
  


10                  But in the second phase it will be
  


11   important, I think.  There's so many important
  


12   decisions along the way to have the public
  


13   involved in those decision, each one, rather than
  


14   just at the beginning or just at the end or just
  


15   in the middle.  So the question is how to
  


16   distribute those geographically, we'll have to
  


17   talk about it to figure that out.
  


18                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  Kirk, can you
  


19   take us back to slide five, which is the soundbite
  


20   slide?
  


21                  ELAINE SISTARE:  We've got one more
  


22   slide.  I don't know whether we should go through
  


23   that.
  


24                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  No, the last one is
  


25   just my kind of reflecting.  So we'll go back
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 1   here.
  


 2                  This one?
  


 3                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  So how do you
  


 4   plan on using those?  I think before they get used
  


 5   they probably need a little bit more vetting.  I
  


 6   don't see all of them as directly on target for
  


 7   the discussion.  So what's your thought process on
  


 8   further vetting?
  


 9                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  So the thought
  


10   process is, we would deliver this to you.  It
  


11   would be our deliverable from the workshop to the
  


12   Planning Council and the Steering Committee and
  


13   the stakeholders.  You would have an opportunity
  


14   to comment on it.
  


15                  You know as I said, this was our
  


16   attempt to assimilate all of the feedback we got
  


17   during the workshop, but we decided not to spend
  


18   time during the workshop wordsmithing because we
  


19   wanted to be effective.  But you will have an
  


20   opportunity absolutely to go through and vet this,
  


21   provide some clarifications and comments of
  


22   anything that we may have missed or misstated.
  


23                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  Thank you.
  


24                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Okay.  Sue has
  


25   taken some time and drafted up a communications
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 1   plan, which we'll circulate through NEIWPCC this
  


 2   week.  And again, we'll be looking for your help
  


 3   in looking for some volunteers to take on the lead
  


 4   of coordinating with organizations.
  


 5                  I think CWWA will probably be
  


 6   active in this.  We've been in some contact with
  


 7   them, but you know, Margaret, that may be the kind
  


 8   of thing you could help with a lot.
  


 9                  MARGARET MINER:  I think everyone
  


10   on the advisory group has agreed we'll help you as
  


11   much as we can with all of our lists.
  


12                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Good.  Thank you.
  


13                  I say every once in a while, this
  


14   has been an intense few months.  We've done a lot
  


15   of work.  Got to meet a lot of people.  I've
  


16   gotten a good understanding, I think, of how the
  


17   different committees work and what the roles and
  


18   responsibilities are.  I think hopefully you've
  


19   gotten to know us a little bit, and what we bring
  


20   to the process and what our quirks are.
  


21                  It's been a good few months, and so
  


22   every once in a while I like to pause and sit back
  


23   and ask, are we moving down the right track?
  


24   Okay.  So I was up the other night thinking about
  


25   that and I just wanted to share some of my
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 1   thoughts with you, because I think amidst
  


 2   everything that's going on I'm seeing some very
  


 3   positive things, and I wanted to share that.
  


 4                  I was really impressed at the
  


 5   ability of such a broad group of stakeholders to
  


 6   reach consensus on objectives.  I've seen that
  


 7   stretch out over months, and it's why we didn't
  


 8   spend time wordsmithing.  We wanted to really get
  


 9   the themes right.  But I was impressed at the
  


10   group's ability to do that, and at the group's
  


11   ability to agree on what water management options
  


12   should be addressed by the plan.
  


13                  And I know here we have a little
  


14   background.  We've been studying these things for
  


15   months, years.  So a lot of the decisions were
  


16   somewhat perfunctory, but not all of them.  And I
  


17   was impressed with the group's ability to come to
  


18   consensus.
  


19                  It's not always going to be that
  


20   easy.  And as we move ahead, as we look into the
  


21   next few workshops which we'll be making some more
  


22   difficult decisions, they get progressively more
  


23   difficult and a bit little more substantive and
  


24   final as we move forward.  I want to offer some
  


25   thoughts from my experience in statewide plans and
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 1   in large regional plans that may be helpful.
  


 2                  I believe that this group can see
  


 3   the value of progress in leu of perfection, that a
  


 4   large plan like this is not going to be perfect.
  


 5   It's not going to satisfy every need of every
  


 6   person of every constituency.
  


 7                  But we hope that as we saw
  


 8   demonstrated in the workshop that the ability of
  


 9   the group to compromise in the interests of moving
  


10   forward and making progress in advancing every
  


11   issue further than it is right now will continue
  


12   to be evident, because I've seen that happen.
  


13                  The word "compromise," it has such
  


14   a negative connotation that it's used to mean
  


15   failure in some cases.  You compromised on that
  


16   decision.  That to me is a good thing, and I think
  


17   it's a necessary component in statewide planning.
  


18                  And I think that the discussion
  


19   that we had last Thursday gives me some comfort
  


20   that we can achieve that and basically take each
  


21   option, and moving forward, show progress on each
  


22   one even if it may be perfect for everybody.  Each
  


23   one will be further along than it is today.
  


24                  The other thing that struck me is
  


25   that just as the soundbite that we tried to
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 1   capture, the overall goal of the plan is to
  


 2   balance the water and its use and need for all.  I
  


 3   think part of an effective plan process is
  


 4   balancing everybody's comfort level with the
  


 5   process.  And I know that there are various levels
  


 6   of comfort and discomfort with how information is
  


 7   shared and when information is shared.  And
  


 8   there's no perfect answer for that either, and I
  


 9   think that will involve some compromise.
  


10                  And what, you know, what I posed as
  


11   a challenge to the Council is to arrange among
  


12   yourselves a process for making those decisions.
  


13   When does information become public?  When are you
  


14   comfortable enough with information that it's been
  


15   reviewed, that it's imperfect, but not wrong?  And
  


16   there's a big difference there.  And when is it
  


17   appropriate to share with the public and really
  


18   include the citizens of Connecticut in this
  


19   planning process?
  


20                  What we've proposed is a process
  


21   that all deliverables through NEIWPCC would be
  


22   distributed for review.  There would be a two-week
  


23   review period with the committees.  We incorporate
  


24   those comments, log all of those comments, keep
  


25   them for the record and deliver it back to you as
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 1   a Council for your decision on when those could go
  


 2   out for broader consumption.  Okay?  It's a
  


 3   question of balancing comfort level and it's not
  


 4   always easy.
  


 5                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Kirk, I have a
  


 6   question.  A couple of us have been discussing the
  


 7   schedule for the white papers going out.
  


 8                  And in view of the fact that
  


 9   obviously you want to send out the most accurate
  


10   information, I think it would be helpful if before
  


11   you did the broad distribution to the Steering
  


12   Committee, that you might want to reserve a day or
  


13   two and try to get it past the four agencies.
  


14   That way we can correct any inaccuracies or clear
  


15   up any ambiguities or highlight any issues before
  


16   you send it out to everybody else.
  


17                  Because otherwise we're placed in a
  


18   position where we're commenting along with
  


19   everyone else, and we may be making more technical
  


20   comments than the people who are reporting on it,
  


21   not to mention the fact that if we could
  


22   straighten it out in consistency beforehand,
  


23   that solves you a lot of comment reading.
  


24                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  People will still
  


25   find things to comment on it.  I can guarantee
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 1   that.
  


 2                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But at least you
  


 3   won't see redundancy.
  


 4                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  I appreciate that.
  


 5   I think that's a great idea.  And Elaine has
  


 6   actually taken it upon herself to draft up this
  


 7   review process.
  


 8                  We'd like to codify it, get it in
  


 9   writing so that everybody is comfortable with it.
  


10   There will be a lot of deliverable in phase two
  


11   coming a lot more rapidly than you see right now.
  


12   And this has been the practice, this first round.
  


13   But that's a good refinement, I think, and we'll
  


14   definitely incorporate that, that thought.
  


15                  And then the last thought I had
  


16   is --
  


17                  LORI MATHIEU:  So just a question.
  


18   So I like your point.  How does that interact with
  


19   the schedule with the public meetings for the end
  


20   of October and your schedule now?  I'm trying to
  


21   make sure I have a few days to review them before,
  


22   because your idea was to release these in draft
  


23   form to the public before the 25th.
  


24                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Only at your
  


25   discretion.  So our objective right now is to get
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 1   them back in your hands by the end of next week,
  


 2   and hopefully a little earlier than that.  We're
  


 3   trying to get them done internally before that.
  


 4                  And once we're satisfied with them
  


 5   we'll get them back into your hands before the end
  


 6   of next week, which is the 14th.  And so there
  


 7   will be approximately ten days before the public
  


 8   meetings for you to review and decide if you're
  


 9   comfortable posting them publicly.
  


10                  LORI MATHIEU:  Is it fair to say
  


11   that not everyone in the white papers is created
  


12   equal?
  


13                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Created or graded?
  


14                  LORI MATHIEU:  Created.
  


15                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think it's fair
  


16   to say that the subject matter of each of the
  


17   white papers has a different impact.
  


18                  And in terms of being created
  


19   equal, the goal as a consultant that we had was to
  


20   provide as much factual information as we could in
  


21   the white papers without bias.  And I think some
  


22   of the comments we've gotten back are that there
  


23   are different ways to interpret some of the things
  


24   that have been said, and we can work on correcting
  


25   that.
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 1                  But in the end I think they should
  


 2   all read equally.  In that sense they should read
  


 3   as if they are factual reports and not editorials
  


 4   or opinion or position papers.  But I think that
  


 5   the subject matter within them varies in its level
  


 6   of, you know, controversy really.
  


 7                  LORI MATHIEU:  And I talked about
  


 8   this last time, the task 1B-4, the white paper
  


 9   conflicts and challenges.  That could be written
  


10   by my department in a very different tone
  


11   versus -- so again, you could write it very
  


12   differently.  It depends on your point of view.
  


13                  It depends upon your biases and
  


14   your agenda and your mission and what your agency
  


15   goals are.  So to me, this one -- out of the other
  


16   ones, the other ones are pretty much okay.  It is
  


17   what it is.  Right?  It's factual.
  


18                  This one is not -- I don't think
  


19   it's meant to be factual at all.  It probably
  


20   doesn't, in my opinion -- is that something that
  


21   should be published to the public until we have a
  


22   lot more time to vet?
  


23                  And I talked to Bob Moore.  I don't
  


24   know if Bob is here, but I talked to Bob Moore
  


25   after the retreat, which was just last week.
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 1                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  It was
  


 2   Thursday.
  


 3                  LORI MATHIEU:  It was just last
  


 4   week.  So I talked to him and he thought at the
  


 5   next policy meeting, which is the 14th, I think,
  


 6   that it would be great to just start working on
  


 7   this.
  


 8                  So in my opinion, my opinion is I
  


 9   think this is too early to release to the public
  


10   for those meetings on the 25th, 26th, 27th,
  


11   because there's so much more discussion.  And Bob,
  


12   you know, I wish he was here, but Bob agreed that
  


13   it should be taken up there and hashed out.  And
  


14   let's make sure it's fully vetted and it really
  


15   is -- it gets everybody's opinions in there, and
  


16   that's just my thought on that.
  


17                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  So just to verify
  


18   for the policy subcommittee meeting, which is a
  


19   week from Thursday, I think Bob's intent was to
  


20   talk about conflicts and challenges.  I don't
  


21   think it was to specifically start with the white
  


22   paper.
  


23                  I think it was to start with a list
  


24   and have a policy discussion, and the policy group
  


25   have a discussion about those things.  So I don't







49


 1   think we're going to be editing the white paper.
  


 2   I don't think that was the intent based on the
  


 3   agenda I had seen.
  


 4                  LORI MATHIEU:  Because I was
  


 5   talking to Bob, so my interpretation of what the
  


 6   discussion was is that in my intent of what I said
  


 7   to him was that I wanted to talk about this paper,
  


 8   and that's why I even brought it up.  That's why I
  


 9   brought it up the last time.
  


10                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think that if
  


11   we have issues with -- if a member has issues with
  


12   a particular paper, we pull the paper.
  


13                  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I'm not
  


14   comfortable at this point letting this go to the
  


15   public in the way it's written.
  


16                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, we won't
  


17   let it go to the public until you're comfortable
  


18   with it, or we won't put it out to the public.
  


19                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that's fine.
  


20   We wouldn't advocate --
  


21                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I mean, the
  


22   public, I can't imagine before people come to
  


23   these hearings -- or I call them hearings, because
  


24   that's what I do -- they're going to read all
  


25   these white papers.  I just can't imagine.
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 1   They're going to come and they're going to listen
  


 2   to what we have to say.
  


 3                  That being said, I don't want
  


 4   members of this Council feeling uncomfortable with
  


 5   anything that's going out that they don't feel
  


 6   comfortable with.
  


 7                  LORI MATHIEU:  The other three, to
  


 8   be clear, the other three, I have my comments.
  


 9   I'm sure everybody else has, but those were more
  


10   factual.
  


11                  This, this is meant to be -- what
  


12   are the conflicts?  You know, you go right after
  


13   home rule.  You go right at class B.  You go right
  


14   at it.
  


15                  I mean, I could write this a whole
  


16   different way.  I could write a paper about class
  


17   A water and how wonderful it's been.  I could
  


18   write the fact that we have home rule and it's a
  


19   good thing for Connecticut.  I mean, you could
  


20   spin it many different ways and I think it would
  


21   be just good that we get all the people in the
  


22   room that want to hash it out an opportunity to
  


23   talk it through.
  


24                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And I'm fascinated
  


25   by those comments, because as we wrote it we
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 1   didn't really try to put any spin on it at all and
  


 2   really didn't try to offer opinions.  And maybe --
  


 3   one of the problems I had when we were working on
  


 4   it was the title itself, conflicts and challenges.
  


 5                  We tried to write it not so much in
  


 6   the sense of conflicts, but in the sense of
  


 7   challenges.  That each one of these things, well,
  


 8   yes, it has provided Connecticut with clean water
  


 9   for years and years on end.  It will produce some
  


10   challenges moving forward.
  


11                  You know, the restrictions on class
  


12   B, just to use an example, restrictions on class B
  


13   water has been a wonderful thing for the State for
  


14   many reasons, but it's going to pose some
  


15   challenges moving forward.  And that's the kind of
  


16   thing that we were trying to draw out, not
  


17   necessarily pose it as a conflict because that's
  


18   where opinions and biases do work their way in,
  


19   but we cast it as a challenge, just as anything
  


20   else.
  


21                  The home rule, again it's the way
  


22   things work in New England.  There are many
  


23   benefits to that, but moving forward it will pose
  


24   some challenges.  And so maybe even reframing the
  


25   paper to even remove the word "conflict" and cast







52


 1   it as, these are challenges.  These are all
  


 2   challenges moving forward.  I think it may be a
  


 3   more agreeable platform to post things as facts
  


 4   and not as opinions, because maybe we can talk
  


 5   about that as an option.
  


 6                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And just so you
  


 7   know, Kirk, Connecticut is the only State in the
  


 8   nation that has a constitutional provision
  


 9   guaranteeing home rule.
  


10                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Betsy, do you
  


11   have any comments?
  


12                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  So we'll take that
  


13   off the list of options.
  


14                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  I think that the
  


15   thing is what you've identified as the list of
  


16   things that are intentional with one another, and
  


17   they're intentional with one another for good
  


18   reason.  I think the question is how we want to
  


19   weigh those and balance those.
  


20                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.
  


21                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that's the
  


22   challenge.  And I think even the word "conflict"
  


23   itself as the title casts a negative tone.
  


24                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Immediately red
  


25   flags go up.
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 1                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Right, so that's
  


 2   something that we can maybe do.
  


 3                  One more quick thought on the whole
  


 4   thing.  I've heard some feedback from folks that
  


 5   there is angst within the State that you're doing
  


 6   this in 2016, and a lot of states did their plans
  


 7   in 1990 and 1995, and so forth.  And there's some
  


 8   concern that Connecticut is behind in the game.
  


 9                  But I look at it very differently.
  


10   A lot of western states, yes, have been working on
  


11   state water plans for 20 years, but they've been
  


12   water scarce or 80 years.  And you, I think, as a
  


13   State are doing this preemptively.
  


14                  A lot of the challenges that we're
  


15   projecting in this paper are not challenges that
  


16   exist today, but they are challenges that will
  


17   exist 20, or 30, or 40 years from now.  And so I
  


18   see this plan being done by Connecticut at the
  


19   right time, not too early and not too late.
  


20                  And in that sense you're ahead of
  


21   most states who wait too long to do it.  So I
  


22   wanted to complement you on that and just offer
  


23   that as a wrapup of my reflections on where we
  


24   are.
  


25                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, we'll
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 1   take a complement to wrap it up.  Okay.  Thank
  


 2   you.
  


 3                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  Just building on
  


 4   the policy subcommittee meeting a week from
  


 5   Thursday, because this is going to be one of the
  


 6   primary topics, Bob thought we might need a bigger
  


 7   room.  So MDC has very generously offered that we
  


 8   can do it at their training session on Maxim Road
  


 9   in Hartford.  So for those of you attending I will
  


10   send out a notice, but it's one o'clock a week
  


11   from Thursday at MDC's training facility Hartford.
  


12                  MARGARET MINER:  Where?
  


13                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  MDC's training
  


14   facility, Hartford.  What is the address?
  


15                  DAVID RADKA:  125 Maxim Road.
  


16                  MARGARET MINER:  So that's the
  


17   policy meeting next Thursday?
  


18                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  Correct.
  


19                  MARGARET MINER:  It's going to be
  


20   at the MDC training center?
  


21                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  Correct.
  


22                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  I unfortunately
  


23   cannot be at that meeting.  I'll be out of state.
  


24   It had gotten on my calendar as Friday the 14th,
  


25   unfortunately.  But Elaine will be there.  Dave,
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 1   I'm not sure if you're able to be there as well.
  


 2   I don't mean to put you on the spot, but I'm
  


 3   putting you on the spot.  You'll work on it?
  


 4   Okay.  But Elaine will certainly be there, and so
  


 5   we'll have representatives at the meeting.
  


 6                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Thank
  


 7   you so much.
  


 8                  CHRIS CLARK:  A question?
  


 9                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes?
  


10                  CHRIS CLARK:  Just out of
  


11   curiosity, when will the papers start to discuss
  


12   the economic impacts of the implementation of some
  


13   of these concepts?  I think they're going to be
  


14   significant in many cases.
  


15                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a specific
  


16   scope item for us in phase two of the work, where
  


17   we start to look at how some of the options for
  


18   water management get implemented.  What are the
  


19   impacts of those?  That is, we'll be producing
  


20   white papers on that in the next phase of work.
  


21                  But it's difficult to do that
  


22   without understanding the potential scope and
  


23   magnitude of problems, which is what all the
  


24   analytical work in phase one is leading to.  So
  


25   once we understand where the future problems are,
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 1   where they're likely to be, and how significant
  


 2   they're likely to be, then can we really address
  


 3   the potential economic impacts on how different
  


 4   management alternatives would affect them.
  


 5                  CHRIS CLARK:  I'm just concerned
  


 6   that later in the process, you know, people will
  


 7   be formulating opinions, not understanding what
  


 8   the impact is going to be.
  


 9                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  We will take that
  


10   into account.
  


11                  MARTHA SMITH:  Martha Smith.  Just
  


12   logistically for some of the meetings that you're
  


13   looking forward to in January and February, you
  


14   might want to have an alternative date kind of in
  


15   your back pocket because of weather.
  


16                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  This is New
  


17   England.  That's right.
  


18                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  You're thinking the
  


19   drought might be over by then?
  


20                  MARTHA SMITH:  Well, I think so.
  


21                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Any
  


22   other questions?
  


23                  (No response.)
  


24                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


25   much.  We appreciate your presentation.







57


 1                  Next we're going to have a status
  


 2   report.  Gil Bligh and Jim Ericson are here, and
  


 3   also we're going to hear from Kirk Wagner from
  


 4   CEQ -- Karl Wagner, sorry.
  


 5                  KARL WAGNER:  Good afternoon.  Karl
  


 6   Wagner.  I'm the Executive Director of the Council
  


 7   on Environmental Quality, and I really came today
  


 8   to answer questions, if you had any, but I did
  


 9   send you a short note on Friday to bring you up to
  


10   date.
  


11                  And I'll summarize that by saying,
  


12   in August our council had some misgivings about
  


13   the scope of study.  Councilmembers perceived some
  


14   inadequacies in it.  They decided that CEQ staff
  


15   should meet with consultants and they would
  


16   then -- there would probably be revisions and then
  


17   that would be discussed in some detail at the
  


18   council's October meeting.
  


19                  And we did meet with Lenard
  


20   Engineering, one of the sub consultants earlier in
  


21   September.  And by our account and their account
  


22   it was a productive meeting.  We exchanged a lot
  


23   of information.  Lenard Engineering revised the
  


24   scope of study.  I think that the date is
  


25   September 7th, and I distributed that to our
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 1   council.
  


 2                  Our Council discussed it briefly at
  


 3   its September 21st meeting, but didn't make any
  


 4   decisions.  Individual councilmembers expressed,
  


 5   you know, different points, but no decisions were
  


 6   made and no votes were taken.  And so coming up in
  


 7   the October meeting, the date of which is
  


 8   October 19th, the council will discuss it in more
  


 9   detail.
  


10                  And if it concludes there are some
  


11   short, you know, changes needed or perceived
  


12   shortfalls, whatever, that will be communicated to
  


13   Lenard Engineering.  Jim Ericson of Lenard was at
  


14   our September meeting and he heard what the
  


15   councilmembers had to say.  Some members of the
  


16   public also spoke at that meeting.
  


17                  And our council chair gave our
  


18   councilmembers until Monday to submit any
  


19   additional comments to me.  And the members of the
  


20   public also submitted some comments, and we got
  


21   quite a few detailed comments.  And I'll be
  


22   summarizing those, sending them all to our members
  


23   in advance of the October 19th meeting, and that's
  


24   where we stand.
  


25                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you,
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 1   Karl.  Any questions for Karl?  Appreciate you
  


 2   coming today.
  


 3                  LORI MATHIEU:  Karl, are there
  


 4   still substantial concerns?
  


 5                  KARL WAGNER:  I would say it's fair
  


 6   to say some individual members have some
  


 7   substantial concerns.  And I don't know if
  


 8   Mr. Ericson is planning to go into the changes
  


 9   that were made -- in my mind, without the vote of
  


10   the council behind me here -- in my mind
  


11   significant change is the length of time for the
  


12   proposed study, instead of a very short study.
  


13                  It's now an almost year-long
  


14   multi-season study for the ecological impacts.
  


15   It's now proposed to go through next spring and
  


16   not be completed until June, which is a big, big
  


17   change.  And for the people who are concerned
  


18   about, you know, the analysis of ecological
  


19   impacts, that's a big improvement.
  


20                  But there are a couple of things
  


21   that people thought should still be in there that
  


22   have potential effects on historical or other
  


23   cultural resources.  I have a list, but they
  


24   basically fall into things that I think are
  


25   intended to be studied in the scope, water
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 1   quantity, water quality and some things that
  


 2   aren't directly related to that, such as the
  


 3   effects of blasting and turbidity and so forth.
  


 4                  In fact, since you asked I'll just
  


 5   make sure that covers it.  We received some
  


 6   detailed comments from highly qualified members of
  


 7   the public on some of the ecological
  


 8   considerations, such as invertebrates and rare
  


 9   species and ecological communities.  And I'll be
  


10   forwarding all those to the CEQ members.
  


11                  And there were some comments
  


12   about -- oh, yeah.  Not that it's not intended to
  


13   be in there, but people did wonder if the study is
  


14   going to review the current system, and whether or
  


15   not the New Britain system is efficient, and
  


16   whether the same amount of water could be obtained
  


17   through efficiency improvements.
  


18                  And also, discussion of
  


19   alternatives was on the minds of several people
  


20   who submitted comments.
  


21                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions
  


22   for Karl?
  


23                  (No response.)
  


24                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


25   Appreciate you being here.
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 1                  KARL WAGNER:  I'll be in the back
  


 2   if you have any more questions.
  


 3                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Gil and Jim?
  


 4                  GIL BLIGH:  Okay.  And the City
  


 5   thanks all the parties involved for constructive
  


 6   conversations that have occurred over the last few
  


 7   weeks.  So we were pleased that the work on the
  


 8   environmental study is continuing.  Jim Ericson is
  


 9   here to present the City of New Britain's periodic
  


10   update on the environmental study that's being
  


11   conducted as part of Public Act 16-61.
  


12                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.
  


13                  JAMES ERICKSON:  Thank you, Gil.
  


14   And good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.
  


15                  Once again, my name is Jim Ericson.
  


16   I'm Vice President of Lenard Engineering.  One of
  


17   my partners, Mark Temple was here at the previous
  


18   meeting filling in for me while I was at a lake in
  


19   New Hampshire.  And I'm glad to see the study is
  


20   moving forward.
  


21                  And I'm the project manager leading
  


22   our firm, plus our three forms of experts in their
  


23   various studies.  We've summarized our work in a
  


24   letter dated October 4th.  I apologize for that
  


25   late date of the letter, but we wanted to get the
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 1   most recent information on there, what we've done
  


 2   and where we're headed.  I'm not sure if you want
  


 3   me to read it word for word, but --
  


 4                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If you could
  


 5   summarize it?
  


 6                  JAMES ERICSON:  I could summarize
  


 7   it.  That might be best.
  


 8                  Pretty much, as Mr. Wagner said,
  


 9   we've had a very, very nice relationship with CEQ
  


10   in the last month, month and a half.  Our ears are
  


11   wide open.  We're listening to both staff and
  


12   their members, and the members of the public,
  


13   their concerns about the scope.
  


14                  We've made significant changes to
  


15   the scope, especially in ecological studies.  As
  


16   Karl mentioned, we've gone from a, say, two-season
  


17   study to a four-season study from many of the
  


18   aspects of wetlands, wildlife, forestry aspects.
  


19   So we have a very nice picture of what is out
  


20   there today, and what we should be concerned with.
  


21                  In addition, we are working on a
  


22   few other odds and ends that were brought up at
  


23   the last meeting, the mention of air quality
  


24   impacts and noise.  We're checking with members of
  


25   our project team who we believe have expertise in
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 1   that to address those items.
  


 2                  Other items to strengthen the
  


 3   archaeological review of the site, we're going to
  


 4   be expanding that and presenting that at the CEQ
  


 5   meeting.  So we're very much -- we would be
  


 6   foolish not to listen to the agencies that have to
  


 7   review this and comment on it, because they'll
  


 8   say, we didn't do our due diligence.
  


 9                  So we're taking good notes.  We've
  


10   expanded our scope and we look forward at the 21st
  


11   to receiving more comments from them, and
  


12   hopefully revising our scope one final time and
  


13   proceeding to the next step.
  


14                  While we were negotiating and
  


15   adding to our scope we've been proceeding with
  


16   parts of the study that really were not of any
  


17   contention, and we have a sort of summary.  As far
  


18   as mapping, Lenard Engineering has completed both
  


19   the property boundary maps and topographic maps
  


20   for both the New Britain property as well as the
  


21   surrounding parcels.  So mapping is well underway.
  


22                  For waste bridge pond and raw water
  


23   transmission mains, once again the project
  


24   proposes taking excess flows from Copper Mine
  


25   Brook and flood skimming, using those flows to
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 1   flood -- to flow to a future storage reservoir on
  


 2   this parcel.  And to use that reservoir during a
  


 3   drought to supplement supplies for New Britain and
  


 4   surrounding communities.
  


 5                  So we're looking at the source of
  


 6   the water, the waste bridge pond station, Copper
  


 7   Mine Brook in detail, studying, and that's well on
  


 8   its way.
  


 9                  Safe yield analysis, we're pretty
  


10   far along with that one.  Once again, using flood
  


11   skimming and looking at different sized
  


12   reservoirs.  Right now the city of New Britain,
  


13   all of their reservoirs have about 2.7 billion
  


14   gallons of water.  The proposed storage reservoir
  


15   on this site, we're looking at anywhere between 2
  


16   to 4 billion gallons.  So we have essentially
  


17   doubled the size of storage in the New Britain
  


18   system for that.
  


19                  So we're looking at different
  


20   withdrawal rates, pipeline capacity, storage
  


21   capacity to try to come up with feasible options
  


22   and quantify how much safe yield we can get out of
  


23   this scenario, and balancing that safe yield with
  


24   environmental effects.
  


25                  As far as private well inventory,







65


 1   Leggette, Brashears & Graham are a hydrogeologic
  


 2   consultant -- has completed their private well
  


 3   inventory for the area plus 1500 feet around the
  


 4   properties.  And they're beginning their other
  


 5   research as well.
  


 6                  Their work slowed down a little bit
  


 7   while we were negotiating the scope, but now that
  


 8   the scope seems to be coming into focus they're
  


 9   continuing their work.
  


10                  As far as wetland ecological
  


11   studies, environmental planning services, I've
  


12   been working pretty much nonstop on the project.
  


13   Both office and field studies, they pretty much
  


14   finished delineation of wetlands across the site.
  


15   They're getting its GPS location so we can map
  


16   them.  They're doing those evaluations now.  So
  


17   they finished their summer.  They're getting to
  


18   their fall seasonal review.
  


19                  And as the executive director
  


20   mentioned, we're doing more things on forestry and
  


21   other aspects across the site.  So their scope,
  


22   not only was wetlands and endangered species, but
  


23   now has broadened out quite a bit.
  


24                  And lastly, drinking water
  


25   evaluations, Tighe & Bond is on board.  They've
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 1   compiled all the raw water quality.  They're
  


 2   beginning to evaluate that.  We need to really
  


 3   come up with a final reservoir size and shape
  


 4   before they can tell us the treatability impacts,
  


 5   but they've started their work.
  


 6                  So we are moving along fairly well
  


 7   with open ears.  We're looking to take all good
  


 8   suggestions, incorporate them into the scope of
  


 9   study.  And we're on board to deliver a report
  


10   probably in the summer of 2017, which will be the
  


11   comprehensive environmental report I think
  


12   everyone is looking for, and give all the decision
  


13   makers a chance to decide, is this a good project,
  


14   or is it a project too costly to the environment?
  


15                  So we thank you very much and would
  


16   be glad to answer any questions.
  


17                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions
  


18   for Jim?
  


19                  LORI MATHIEU:  I guess I've got to
  


20   ask, if I could.  The Copper Mine Brook is
  


21   mentioned twice.  There was a concern, there's
  


22   been concerns here quite a bit of the Copper Mine
  


23   Brook, and it was dry.  There were pictures shown
  


24   of it being dry.
  


25                  When I went out there with Gil and
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 1   Rob Longo there was water in it at that time.  I
  


 2   forget when that was.  You know, maybe May or
  


 3   June.
  


 4                  GIL BLIGH:  No.  No, we were up
  


 5   there in December.
  


 6                  LORI MATHIEU:  I remember it was
  


 7   horrible.
  


 8                  GIL BLIGH:  Time flies.
  


 9                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  It does.  So
  


10   when I was there I saw water.  But then I've seen
  


11   subsequent pictures that show it dry again.  So is
  


12   there water in that stream right now?  I'm just
  


13   wondering.
  


14                  JAMES ERICSON:  As of now, probably
  


15   very little, but if you look at the record, and
  


16   we're talking the City of Bristol, there's
  


17   historic flooding.  There's a very flashy stream,
  


18   flash droughts and flash floods.
  


19                  And there's an historic flooding
  


20   problem on Copper Mine from there down to Route 6.
  


21   And the City has actually proposed to do
  


22   floodwater storage area to mitigate flooding for
  


23   that area.  So there are large flooders.
  


24                  GIL BLIGH:  May I interrupt?  On
  


25   class-one land, that's where they want to propose
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 1   to do it, on our class-one watershed land to do
  


 2   flood mitigation so that should be considered,
  


 3   because this is a FEMA study and Dave Murphy has
  


 4   just agreed to send me the report without me
  


 5   having to FOI it.
  


 6                  JAMES ERICSON:  So there is -- the
  


 7   water rate, that changes drastically, but there
  


 8   are times of flood and there's times of low flow.
  


 9   And we're looking to capture those, the flood
  


10   times to fill the storage reservoir.
  


11                  LORI MATHIEU:  Are there any other
  


12   alternatives that you're looking at versus these
  


13   things to fill that reservoir?  Are there other
  


14   things you're looking at?
  


15                  Or should there be other things you
  


16   should be looking at, such as other sources, other
  


17   systems, other options, other ways to use this as
  


18   a drinking water supply source?
  


19                  Just throwing it out there, because
  


20   you and I have talked about this, Gill, that you
  


21   know, putting in other water from other utilities,
  


22   working together.  Making it, you know, something
  


23   that is a reservoir that could be used regionally.
  


24                  GIL BLIGH:  Right.  The Burlington
  


25   line right now that services the Whitebridge
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 1   Copper Mine Well field and pond station also has
  


 2   the Whigville reservoir that we own and we have, I
  


 3   don't know, two, two and half -- a thousand acres
  


 4   up there.  And so they're not differentiating
  


 5   between that source.
  


 6                  In their safe yield model, which
  


 7   they've developed historically and what's been
  


 8   approved in the water supply plan, we're not
  


 9   changing the flows out of Wolcott during a
  


10   drought -- I mean, not Wolcott, Whigville out of
  


11   drought.
  


12                  So this is -- basically what he's
  


13   saying is he's adding to the capacity of Copper
  


14   Mine what we can do during flood skimming periods,
  


15   but what we've been drawing historically and
  


16   what's in our models stays the same.  They haven't
  


17   changed any of that, if that helps.
  


18                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  So what you're
  


19   also saying is then there is no consideration
  


20   within the study for addressing the streamflow
  


21   impacts associated with the groundwater
  


22   withdrawals within Copper Mine?  You're not
  


23   looking at that from an ecological perspective?
  


24                  JAMES ERICSON:  Yeah, we're looking
  


25   at the combined withdrawal from that basin, both
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 1   Bristol's withdrawal as well as New Britain's
  


 2   withdrawal, both groundwater and surface water.
  


 3                  And there are level A models that
  


 4   we've completed which show, here's the withdrawal
  


 5   rate during average conditions.  Here's the
  


 6   withdrawal rate during 180-day drought, no
  


 7   rainfall.
  


 8                  So we have those flow rates, and
  


 9   those with lower withdrawal rates from the wells
  


10   which are plugged into this model so that in a
  


11   period of drought you're pumping a lower amount of
  


12   water from the wells as predicted in this approved
  


13   level-A model.  So we are taking into account all
  


14   the withdrawals in that basin.
  


15                  GIL BLIGH:  Right.  And that, that
  


16   was based on an actual pumping test she did in
  


17   2002 of the well field.  So we, you know, we're
  


18   basing it on real data that was done recently when
  


19   we had our 2002 water supply plan.
  


20                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia?
  


21                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  This may be a
  


22   discussion better put in a different context, but
  


23   would the level-A models for the Bristol system or
  


24   the New Britain system ever run as the two systems
  


25   pumping simultaneously?  In other words, modeling
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 1   both systems together?
  


 2                  JAMES ERICSON:  Yes, they were.
  


 3                  GIL BLIGH:  That's the only way
  


 4   that we know.
  


 5                  And I might add, what we decided to
  


 6   do is do that because the purpose of level A is to
  


 7   protect the aquifer.  So you want the cone of
  


 8   influence to go the furthest so you can protect
  


 9   the aquifer under the most stressed condition.
  


10                  So that's why we modeled them
  


11   simultaneously, not separately.
  


12                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir?
  


13   Please state your name.
  


14                  MARTIN DINEP:  Martin Dinep.  Did
  


15   you also calculate the amount, what the effect
  


16   would be if Tilcon stopped pumping out of their
  


17   two wells which pump out of the aquifer now?
  


18                  JAMES ERICSON:  That hasn't been
  


19   taken into account yet.
  


20                  MARTHA SMITH:  Are you planning to?
  


21                  JAMES ERICSON:  We were looking at
  


22   their registered withdrawals and their public
  


23   records to see what impact that has on the
  


24   environment.
  


25                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  My name is Susan
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 1   Brudny, 292 Linwood Street.  Is there any
  


 2   consideration being given to global climate
  


 3   change?  This drought has been drastic this year
  


 4   and we've had droughts for the past few years.
  


 5                  Given that Copper Mine is dried up
  


 6   this year and then we had a chemical spill, do you
  


 7   really think these are viable backups?  I mean,
  


 8   personally I went up and took pictures of the
  


 9   reservoir and I have them on my phone.  It's
  


10   48 percent at level, 50 percent down.  At shuttle
  


11   Meadow it's shocking.
  


12                  I don't think that we need another
  


13   reservoir.  You know, I think a lot of people
  


14   don't think we need another reservoir.  It's
  


15   pretty much a corporate profit thing.  And to tear
  


16   apart that amount of forest land is so
  


17   irresponsible.  If you turn that area into a
  


18   desert area, as the presentation we had a couple
  


19   weeks ago at the library done by Paul Zagorsky and
  


20   from Lynette, the Connecticut watershed and
  


21   Robert -- I mean, John Sokolowski, it's pretty
  


22   obvious that this is not good for our environment.
  


23   And that's what concerns me, that you guys aren't
  


24   looking at that.
  


25                  JAMES ERICSON:  Well, all I can say
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 1   is we're taking into account all comments received
  


 2   including CEQ and the public.  What we're asking
  


 3   the commissions to do is to allow us to complete
  


 4   the study.  And then once the study is done, judge
  


 5   it on its merits.
  


 6                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, in 40 years
  


 7   from now, I mean, you know, we're already having a
  


 8   water shortage on this planet.  It's pretty
  


 9   obvious.  How are we going to fill another
  


10   reservoir, which I think it was Mr. Sawyer who
  


11   brought it up at the last meeting, the engineer,
  


12   that there was not going to be any rock left
  


13   there.
  


14                  That the plan you put out was a
  


15   quarry plan, and it wasn't really showing the plan
  


16   of what was going to hold a reservoir.  There's
  


17   going to be no rock there left to hold a
  


18   reservoir.  If in five years from now we are in
  


19   this 40-year plan, and we're only a thousand-foot
  


20   buffer zone from Crescent Lake, that's not very
  


21   long.  That's like from here, like, not even,
  


22   like, across the street and just a little farther
  


23   down.
  


24                  People are already having cracks in
  


25   their foundation, as we found out at our meeting
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 1   at the library.  You're not counting the
  


 2   respiratory problems, the settling of their
  


 3   foundations.  You know, already there's animals
  


 4   coming out of the forests.  It could only get
  


 5   worse.  You know, I just think it's just common
  


 6   sense.
  


 7                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir.
  


 8                  RICHARD L. JUDD:  Yes, my name is
  


 9   Dr. Richard L. Judd.  I was originally trained as
  


10   a biologist, and with due regard, and I'm also
  


11   considered a national expert in emergency medical
  


12   services and I recently retired as president of
  


13   CCSU.
  


14                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Nice to see
  


15   you, Doctor.
  


16                  RICHARD L. JUDD:  Thank you.
  


17                  My comments for Lenard are asking
  


18   that the study provide us, provide you and the
  


19   rest of us with some, what I would call,
  


20   evidence-based scientifically documented research
  


21   on what you're suggesting to be done.
  


22                  And the first thing I want to look
  


23   for is, the potable water needs of the world is a
  


24   major problem, as you're all very aware.  I want
  


25   you to be able to show with some evidence base







75


 1   what will be those potable needs in 50 years with
  


 2   the hole you're going to dig in the ground for
  


 3   2.4 billion gallons of water?  And I would also
  


 4   like to know what you're projecting with evidence
  


 5   on the quality and the potability of that water.
  


 6                  Secondly, I think your study needs
  


 7   to be much more emphatic on the demography of the
  


 8   region which these reservoirs are serving.  What's
  


 9   happening to all the towns that use the water?
  


10   Where is the population going?  Where the industry
  


11   is going, what's the growth going to be?
  


12                  I think the report is deficient on
  


13   the species that you're studying, number one.  For
  


14   example, you're studying -- right now you tell me
  


15   which species you're going to weigh, but if you've
  


16   been up in that watershed area there are a lot of
  


17   species like deer and turkey and other things that
  


18   live there.
  


19                  The third thing I want to see is
  


20   what you will tell me scientifically is going to
  


21   be based on the degradation of the watershed,
  


22   which will be irreplaceable down the road.  And
  


23   there's a lot of current research, ladies and
  


24   gentlemen, in most of the scientific journals, for
  


25   example, what conifer trees do with climate change
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 1   and how they adjust to those changes.  But I would
  


 2   like to see that information defined a little bit
  


 3   more greatly in your study.
  


 4                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


 5                  Yes?
  


 6                  PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I'll reserve my
  


 7   comments for the public comment section, but I
  


 8   think, Gil, will you confirm that New Britain is
  


 9   in a drought because -- and this hasn't been
  


10   publicized in August -- no, September meeting of
  


11   the water commission.
  


12                  Historically, we're at 72 percent.
  


13   Last year we were at 67 percent.  This year we're
  


14   at 52 percent.  And I think under our water alert
  


15   system if it's a 50 percent drop, it's supposed to
  


16   be notified, and the public has not been notified
  


17   at all to do any conservation efforts.  That was a
  


18   month ago.  My guess is we're below 50 percent at
  


19   this point in time.
  


20                  I know Bristol was at 58 percent
  


21   and they do have a water alert.  And the brook
  


22   that you're referring to, that is dry.  So I
  


23   think, you know, when people are making
  


24   presentations my concern is the public needs to be
  


25   made aware of a lot more than what the public is
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 1   being made aware of with respect to this
  


 2   situation.  But can you confirm that we are in
  


 3   fact in a water alert, Mr. Bligh?
  


 4                  GIL BLIGH:  Yes.
  


 5                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  That was
  


 6   easy.  Anything else for these gentlemen, because
  


 7   we're going to go right into a discussion of a
  


 8   drought plan, which is very timely.  So anything
  


 9   else for these gentlemen?  And then we'll have a
  


10   public comment.
  


11                  Yes, sir.
  


12                  TONY MITCHELL:  I'm Tony Mitchell.
  


13   I'm with Rivers Alliance of Connecticut.  Will
  


14   your study address replacing the water that won't
  


15   be available from the watershed while the water
  


16   construction is going on, assuming that weather,
  


17   blasting and all that, it digging the rock out,
  


18   that acreage won't be draining into the reservoirs
  


19   anymore like it is now?  Will it address where the
  


20   water to replace that will come from in New
  


21   Britain?
  


22                  The second part is in terms of
  


23   filling the reservoir eventually.  The central
  


24   WUCC preliminary assessment of the New Britain
  


25   water company mentions a future possible source of
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 1   water, a new reservoir in Burlington.  Is that
  


 2   also in the consideration in order to fill that
  


 3   reservoir perhaps during flood times?  Or is that
  


 4   already in?
  


 5                  Would that already be in the Copper
  


 6   Mine Brook watershed?  Or does it go into a
  


 7   watershed which eventually ends up in the
  


 8   Naugatuck River instead?  Would it be another
  


 9   major basin?  Basically it's, where is the water
  


10   going to come while building a reservoir?  And
  


11   then is New Britain still considering an
  


12   additional reservoir to be built individually?
  


13                  GIL BLIGH:  We're not taking any
  


14   water out of the Naugatuck.  I can guarantee it.
  


15                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I hope not.
  


16   That's mine.  That's the valley.
  


17                  Anything else?
  


18                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, just following
  


19   up on Mr. Zagorsky's question, will you be putting
  


20   a drought constraint on New Britain -- I was just
  


21   wondering about following up on what Mr. Zagorsky
  


22   said with our concerns of how low our reservoir is
  


23   now, and the other towns are being -- having water
  


24   restrictions.
  


25                  Is the mayor required to put in, or
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 1   shouldn't she put in as the mayor, that we should
  


 2   alert people that we should be watching our water
  


 3   usage?  I mean, isn't that part of the Town?  Or
  


 4   is that part of your Council.  I'm new to this.
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  That's a good
  


 6   question.  So Gil, have you reported to us that
  


 7   you're in a drought trigger?
  


 8                  GIL BLIGH:  I sent a letter to you.
  


 9                  LORI MATHIEU:  How long ago?
  


10                  GIL BLIGH:  In December of 2015.
  


11                  LORI MATHIEU:  So it's posted up on
  


12   our webpage?
  


13                  GIL BLIGH:  I don't know what you
  


14   did with it, but we're in the first stage.
  


15   There's five stages.
  


16                  LORI MATHIEU:  If I could get the
  


17   Internet I could show it.
  


18                  GIL BLIGH:  Right.  But anyways,
  


19   there's five stages.  We've been in stage one.  We
  


20   began in December.  We actually went out of stage
  


21   one and out of the drought alert some time in the
  


22   spring.  I don't know if it was March.
  


23                  I didn't send you a letter saying,
  


24   we're all done, everything is safe, because, you
  


25   know, it rains and then it gets dry back and
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 1   forth.  For example, believe it or not in August
  


 2   we measured, based on our 74-year historic average
  


 3   rainfall, we measured that August at Shuttle
  


 4   Meadow Station was average rainfall.  September
  


 5   was 71 percent below normal, so it fluctuates back
  


 6   and forth, at least our rainfall records that
  


 7   we're measuring at the reservoir.
  


 8                  The stage we're in right now is
  


 9   still a water supply alert.  The next stage of is,
  


10   I guess, it's a water supply advisory.  And other
  


11   than putting out what this lady is asking for,
  


12   that's when we put the notices in the paper and we
  


13   ask people to conserve.
  


14                  But during the water supply alert
  


15   we're complying with everything in our drought
  


16   plan and actually we were doing, prior to
  


17   declaring the water supply alert, we were doing
  


18   all the activities that are required under that
  


19   drought plan, which is taking water that's in our
  


20   auxiliary reservoirs and pumping it up into the
  


21   distribution reservoirs.
  


22                  LORI MATHIEU:  So I don't think
  


23   you're on our webpage.  So you know, and I've been
  


24   asking utilities, any utilities in the audience,
  


25   please pay attention to our circular letters and







81


 1   let us know what is going on.  And actually,
  


 2   you'll be hearing more from us because it is, to
  


 3   your point, it is very dry and our reservoirs are
  


 4   dropping quickly.
  


 5                  And so we need to see more -- we'll
  


 6   talk more about that later, but we need to see
  


 7   more information quicker and we need to make sure
  


 8   we know so that we can publicize that on our
  


 9   webpage what's going on with all the systems so
  


10   that people know.
  


11                  Because, you know, I think some of
  


12   the things that are going on right now is drought
  


13   trigger levels for every surface water supply are
  


14   set too low, because they were set 30 years ago.
  


15   And they may need to be reviewed, because you're
  


16   kind of waiting too long to hit that first
  


17   trigger.  If it doesn't rain it's a concern.
  


18   So --
  


19                  GIL BLIGH:  Well, you do realize
  


20   that New Britain is unique because 5 million
  


21   gallons a day of supply, our safe yield is from
  


22   the MDC.
  


23                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  Everybody
  


24   has a different situation.  Not everyone is
  


25   comparable.
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 1                  GIL BLIGH:  We don't solely depend
  


 2   on all these reservoirs.  Five million gallons of
  


 3   the 17.64 comes from the Metropolitan District,
  


 4   and because that has a wholesale raw water rate,
  


 5   that's obviously the one that we hold in reserve.
  


 6   We don't go out and buy water when we have water
  


 7   in our reservoirs.
  


 8                  LORI MATHIEU:  You're making my
  


 9   next point for me, so it's perfect, actually.
  


10                  GIL BLIGH:  You're welcome.
  


11                  LORI MATHIEU:  Reservoir capacity
  


12   needs to be modified so that we can find a
  


13   different metric to track, such as days of supply
  


14   remaining.  Because to your point, you have
  


15   reserves that can make up the difference versus
  


16   others that don't.
  


17                  GIL BLIGH:  Right.
  


18                  LORI MATHIEU:  So to your point, I
  


19   think it's well taken.  Everybody needs to know
  


20   what is my utility -- what's the status?  I think
  


21   a lot of people are asking those questions these
  


22   days, and I think it needs to be publicized.
  


23   Where are they?  What should we be doing?
  


24                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  On the news, not in
  


25   the newspaper.  The Herald kind of picks and
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 1   chooses what it puts in.  I really think it should
  


 2   be on the news, because a lot of people don't read
  


 3   the Herald if they're working or whatever, because
  


 4   it's kind of a biased paper.  But the news, like,
  


 5   you know, you do, every other town does.
  


 6                  Thank you.
  


 7                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Anything else,
  


 8   because we're going to talk about drought more in
  


 9   a second here?
  


10                  (No response.)
  


11                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you,
  


12   gentlemen.  I'm sure we'll hear more from you in
  


13   the future.
  


14                  Okay.  I'm going to move the
  


15   drought report and the drought protocol up under
  


16   our business here.  And Lori, would you give a
  


17   report on the protocol?
  


18                  LORI MATHIEU:  On the plan?
  


19                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Either the plan
  


20   or Greenwich.  Whatever you want to do first.
  


21                  LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  Is anyone
  


22   here from Aquarion?
  


23                  (No response.)
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  No?  Okay.  Good.
  


25   Then I can speak freely.  So the last --
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 1                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You'll be
  


 2   interested in hearing this is in Southwest
  


 3   Connecticut where there actually is an emergency
  


 4   situation down there, and Lori is going to talk
  


 5   about that.
  


 6                  LORI MATHIEU:  So on September 28th
  


 7   Aquarion wrote my, Commissioner Dr. Pino, and ask
  


 8   for the Commissioner of DPH to declare a public
  


 9   water supply emergency.  We have done that.  We
  


10   have met as three agencies, met with Aquarion on
  


11   the 27th of September, as a matter of fact here,
  


12   and PURA along with DEEP and ourselves.
  


13                  We met with their staff and tried
  


14   to get a handle on exactly what Aquarion would be
  


15   looking for and what measures they have taken so
  


16   far, and what they were doing to alleviate the
  


17   concern and exactly what the concern was.
  


18                  So the concern for Aquarion, and
  


19   Aquarion serves many, many towns in the 50 or 60
  


20   towns in the state of Connecticut, but concern
  


21   specifically is for demands in Greenwich, Stamford
  


22   Darien and New Canaan, and for that part of the
  


23   system of which I call the southwest tail of
  


24   Connecticut.
  


25                  So the next day, on the 29th the
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 1   Commissioner of the Department of Public Health
  


 2   issued an order along with a declaration of
  


 3   emergency.  That information, if anyone is
  


 4   interested in seeing the details, it's a five-page
  


 5   order.  It is up online on the Department of
  


 6   Public Health's main webpage as well as under the
  


 7   drinking water sections page so you can read
  


 8   through the details.
  


 9                  It's an order that allows for --
  


10   essentially allows for Aquarion to move more water
  


11   beyond permitted registrations and permits by
  


12   DEEP, but allows them only for a temporary manner.
  


13   And in a 30-day period they can ask for extensions
  


14   up to 150 days in this emergency that they're
  


15   under.
  


16                  The details of those withdrawals
  


17   and increased withdrawals are itemized within the
  


18   order itself.  And it's not -- there's an awful
  


19   lot of reporting requirements within the order.
  


20   They are, Aquarion is required to report to the
  


21   State, the agencies, the local health directors of
  


22   the four towns, and the chief elected officials of
  


23   the four towns on a weekly basis what exactly is
  


24   going on.
  


25                  There is a number of reporting
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 1   requirements in the order itself on the last page.
  


 2   Anybody who's very interested in this, certainly
  


 3   there's a lot of detail involved.  Aquarion does
  


 4   sell water to three municipalities in New York,
  


 5   Rye, Rye Brook and Port Chester.
  


 6                  We've worked with -- I've worked
  


 7   with my colleague in New York State, of health,
  


 8   Roger Sokol.  We were on the phone with him a
  


 9   number of times and they are working with those
  


10   three towns in New York to work on similar
  


11   mandatory outdoor water bans.
  


12                  I will pass this around, just to
  


13   your point about public information about what's
  


14   going on.  Aquarion also was mandated to do an
  


15   extensive communication plan and they worked
  


16   really hard on that, and are getting the word out.
  


17   What I'm passing around there I think is a
  


18   postcard that they'll be sending out.  They're
  


19   also doing mass media on this, and there's quite a
  


20   bit of communication going out.
  


21                  Yesterday I was involved in a
  


22   meeting in Stamford, a meeting with the mayor of
  


23   Stamford, the first selectmen from Greenwich, New
  


24   Canaan and Darien, as well as the health
  


25   directors, and Aquarion to put our thoughts
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 1   together, walk through the order and fully
  


 2   understand what is going to take place and how
  


 3   it's going to take place.  And then we toured the
  


 4   reservoir itself, the Putnam Reservoir itself.
  


 5                  The Putnam Reservoir itself is down
  


 6   to 22 percent of capacity.  There are temporary
  


 7   pumps installed there to move water to the
  


 8   treatment plant, because it's so low.  We had an
  


 9   opportunity.  The press followed us, so there was
  


10   a lot of press by Channel 12, which I think is out
  


11   of New York or out of that area -- or out of
  


12   Norwalk, as well as the Stamford Advocate and the
  


13   Greenwich paper.
  


14                  So there's a lot of press going on
  


15   out there.  There is a lot of work that Aquarion
  


16   has to do.  This is to alleviate the storage, the
  


17   depletion of storage capacity within the
  


18   reservoirs in Greenwich as well as Stamford, and
  


19   to move more water down, eventually down the
  


20   southwest pipeline from the Greater Bridgeport
  


21   system, which could be a phase-two project.
  


22                  So this is a first -- if it doesn't
  


23   rain, there will be another water group that comes
  


24   along and allows additional authorities to
  


25   Aquarion, but it would impact more of your system.
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 1                  So with that?
  


 2                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions
  


 3   for Lori?
  


 4                  PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I will say that I
  


 5   am well aware of what's going on with Aquarion,
  


 6   because that has been publicized heavily in a
  


 7   number of papers.  And I would say everybody in
  


 8   the room knows that, and I would like to see all
  


 9   water assets treated the same way with
  


10   transparency so the public does know exactly
  


11   what's going on.  So I appreciate your efforts.
  


12                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  Is Aquarion a
  


13   private company?
  


14                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, private,
  


15   investor owned.  And I have to say that I was a
  


16   small part of this whole process.  And Lori and
  


17   her staff and Denise Ruzicka who works with Betsy
  


18   Wingfield did a fantastic job turning this around
  


19   and turning it around very, very quickly and
  


20   efficiently, and everybody worked very
  


21   hand-in-hand together.  It was really great.
  


22                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  I think that's
  


23   true.  I think -- and this goes back to something
  


24   that Lori said earlier.  I think we were surprised
  


25   when all the sudden we were at this point, rather
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 1   than sort backing up and preparing to get to this
  


 2   point in a different way to maybe not need to be
  


 3   able to respond in the timeframe that we needed
  


 4   respond to, and with the level of severity.  So I
  


 5   think we need to go back and look at triggers and
  


 6   responses and planning.
  


 7                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I agree.  Okay.
  


 8   Moving on, are we going to talk about the
  


 9   statewide?
  


10                  LORI MATHIEU:  So the state drought
  


11   plan has been revised.  And Virginia De Lima has
  


12   done an excellent job in working on that over the
  


13   years.  And a number of staff from the four
  


14   agencies have been involved, and actually the six
  


15   exigencies that are responsible for the state
  


16   drought plan.
  


17                  Right now the state drought plan,
  


18   that is up for sale.  Right Bruce, on Amazon?
  


19   Right?  If you had $16 you could buy a state
  


20   drought plan, but I guess anything -- you could
  


21   publish anything and ask for money.  Right?
  


22                  But anyway, it's up online on the
  


23   water status webpage.  You can get that for free,
  


24   but it's from 2002, I think, Bruce, the original
  


25   plan, 2002.  So we took an effort to update that
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 1   recently with Virginia.
  


 2                  So I think what Virginia has
  


 3   written is very well done.  I think what needs to
  


 4   happen now is some public comment.  And at the
  


 5   last meeting we spoke about opening up a docket, I
  


 6   believe, so that we could get public comment and
  


 7   get stakeholder input.
  


 8                  I think to our point in talking
  


 9   about the trigger levels I would like to see
  


10   things change.  And I'd like to have the utilities
  


11   be better connected with the state plan.  Because
  


12   often we sit in the meetings and Dave is the chair
  


13   of the group.  And we sit in the meetings and we
  


14   try to figure out how these seven metrics that we
  


15   track actually work together, and how it impacts
  


16   regions in different regions of the state and what
  


17   we should do.
  


18                  And I think big parts of what we do
  


19   today need to be revised, and I would agree with
  


20   that, but I think there needs to be an opportunity
  


21   for more public input and comment on the revisions
  


22   that Virginia has been working on.  Because I'd
  


23   like to see that input from the water industry,
  


24   because I didn't want to see a closer tie in.
  


25                  And I think the metric -- and I
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 1   would agree with the number of comments, and
  


 2   Virginia and I have talked about this, about
  


 3   reservoir capacity being a metric that is good to
  


 4   have.  We have about 30, 40, 50 years of record in
  


 5   most cases, but it doesn't tell the whole story of
  


 6   how much water is left.
  


 7                  And I think when you think about
  


 8   what we did the other day with this order, when we
  


 9   asked Aquarion how much water in Greenwich do you
  


10   have left, and they said 60 days, I think we were
  


11   all kind of shocked at that.  That's not that long
  


12   and if it doesn't rain, you know, they've got a
  


13   lot of work to do to keep moving water from east
  


14   to west.
  


15                  So I think things need to change
  


16   and I think the stakeholders need to have an
  


17   opportunity to comment on that, on that most
  


18   recent revision.
  


19                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any comments
  


20   from my colleagues here?
  


21                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I concur.
  


22                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Do you agree?
  


23                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  I agree.
  


24                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You agree.  We
  


25   will set up a docket, and basically we'll set it
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 1   up very similar to our dockets.
  


 2                  Yes, Nick?
  


 3                  NICK NEELEY:  What Virginia
  


 4   submitted has been posted in the water plan
  


 5   docket, so people can simply submit comments under
  


 6   the plan itself.  I mean, administratively it's
  


 7   six on one, half a dozen the other.  We can
  


 8   collect comments either way.  It's really an
  


 9   administrative vehicle.  Correct?
  


10                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I think that
  


11   there's some confusion.  I think people were
  


12   expecting after the vote we took at our last
  


13   meeting to have a separate docket for it.  And
  


14   because of that I believe people have not realized
  


15   that they could make comments under the state
  


16   water plan docket.
  


17                  And the other point is, quite
  


18   frankly, we established a docket for the New
  


19   Britain matter, and certainly this affects the
  


20   whole state.  I think it merits it's own docket.
  


21                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  And I also think
  


22   it's distinct from the state water plan.  I mean,
  


23   it was an effort that was underway much before the
  


24   state water plan was even --
  


25                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And actually,
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 1   Nick, we had discussed what you were talking
  


 2   about.  But I think we need to come up with a
  


 3   schedule just like we would with a docket.  So
  


 4   people have -- we have to have a cutoff time,
  


 5   because I'd like to get this voted on by the
  


 6   Council.
  


 7                  So people have so long to submit
  


 8   their comments.  Then we'll have maybe a public
  


 9   session here and then we'll vote on it.  That's
  


10   when I'd like to do that.
  


11                  NICK NEELEY:  And two other
  


12   questions.  How much time would you like us to
  


13   give people to comment?  A week?  Two weeks?  A
  


14   month?  You tell me.
  


15                  LORI MATHIEU:  I would say 30 days.
  


16                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thirty days?
  


17                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I'm a little bit
  


18   concerned that -- and I'm thinking actually a
  


19   little bit longer.  I was thinking 60 days simply
  


20   because we lost the month of September because we
  


21   didn't establish it.
  


22                  And I think there's a lot of
  


23   confusion out there.  People are familiar with the
  


24   docket system.  It's easy to track.  When the
  


25   docket is established for this they'll be able to







94


 1   find it, comment on it, and I would rather bend
  


 2   over backwards and give the public a little more
  


 3   time to comment.
  


 4                  LORI MATHIEU:  I would agree with
  


 5   that.
  


 6                  NICK NEELEY:  So 60 days.  And then
  


 7   my second question is, what are your suggestions
  


 8   on who this should go out to for comment?  I mean,
  


 9   where is the list of people we want to comment on
  


10   this?  Where do we find that?
  


11                  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, certainly
  


12   towns, council of governments.
  


13                  NICK NEELEY:  169 towns?
  


14                  LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Given the
  


15   discussion that we had yesterday with the four
  


16   CEOs, they were very, very interested in what
  


17   we're doing here with the state water plan, and
  


18   very interested in this drought plan.  And what is
  


19   the State doing?  So you know, I was on the hot
  


20   seat explaining what we do and how we do it.
  


21                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would say,
  


22   Nick, a lot of those parties, that during our
  


23   presentation, like Kirk, a lot of those parties we
  


24   saw up there would be the same ones we would want
  


25   to get this out to.
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 1                  LORI MATHIEU:  Exactly.  Utilities,
  


 2   the local health directors, towns, all the
  


 3   environmental groups.
  


 4                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Regional groups,
  


 5   like the COGs.
  


 6                  LORI MATHIEU:  Regional groups,
  


 7   COGs, CEQ, CCM, COST, even CIWC, Council of Inland
  


 8   Wetland Commissioners.
  


 9                  NICK NEELEY:  What about fire
  


10   departments?
  


11                  LORI MATHIEU:  What's that?
  


12                  NICK NEELEY:  Fire departments.
  


13                  LORI MATHIEU:  Oh, yes.  Emergency.
  


14                  NICK NEELEY:  Okay.  I'll work on
  


15   this.
  


16                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Save Our Water
  


17   Connecticut, somebody just whispered in my ear
  


18   over here.
  


19                  NICK NEELEY:  Does it go out to the
  


20   people that were on the committee that worked on
  


21   the report?  Or that's sort of their report, so
  


22   there's nothing to comment on.
  


23                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia is
  


24   going to, I'm sure, have something.
  


25                  DAVID RADKA:  We're done with it.
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 1   We don't want to see it again.  We just want it to
  


 2   be adaptable.
  


 3                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Anything
  


 4   else?
  


 5                  ALICIA CHARAMUT:  I have something.
  


 6   Hi.  Alicia Charamut from the Connecticut River
  


 7   Watershed Council.  I was driving to Massachusetts
  


 8   on Monday and on the highway I saw these signs
  


 9   that said, we're in a drought, conserve water.
  


10                  Now I have been reading the
  


11   interagency work group's minutes.  I understand
  


12   that we want to be conservative and we don't want
  


13   to raise alarm bells prematurely, but if Matthew
  


14   doesn't pay us a visit we really need to start
  


15   letting everyone in the State know that we're in a
  


16   drought.  Everyone should be conserving water.
  


17                  I listened to the discussion about
  


18   New Britain's capacity in their reservoirs.  On
  


19   New Britain City's website there is nothing about
  


20   water conservation.  There are no press releases
  


21   on that website that the people of New Britain
  


22   should be conserving water.
  


23                  And on the monthly status reports
  


24   for the past year, because I look at them every
  


25   month, it said that New Britain doesn't have
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 1   restrictions.  And I understand they're supposed
  


 2   to report that to you, but these are in -- and I'm
  


 3   sure the new drought plan is going to address a
  


 4   lot of these things, but we have a problem right
  


 5   now and we really need to act.
  


 6                  Thank you.
  


 7                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  To your point,
  


 8   the interagency drought workgroups meet again a
  


 9   week from tomorrow -- a week from Friday, and
  


10   we'll be revisiting and reviewing the data.
  


11                  And to be quite honest with you, up
  


12   to this point while things have continued to
  


13   deteriorate none of the measures have -- there
  


14   hasn't been a point where all seven of the
  


15   measures have triggered into that next phase of
  


16   the drought watch, so we're still in a drought
  


17   advisory.
  


18                  And we have issued a request for a
  


19   10 percent voluntary conservation in the last
  


20   press release that went out from two weeks ago.
  


21   And if we get to the next phase it will be raised
  


22   to 15 percent.
  


23                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  Is that statewide,
  


24   sir?
  


25                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Yes.
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 1                  ALICIA CHARAMUT:  I appreciate
  


 2   that, but I think if you asked, you know, people
  


 3   on the street randomly I think probably only about
  


 4   30 percent would know that there is even a drought
  


 5   advisory.
  


 6                  And I think the methods need to be
  


 7   stepped up a little bit as to informing the public
  


 8   that they really should be conserving water and
  


 9   that we are -- we have issues coming down the
  


10   road.  Until everybody -- until their top is dry
  


11   people are not going to realize that we have a
  


12   problem.
  


13                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But we've been
  


14   advising that there is a drought advisory since
  


15   the end of June.  This is not new news.  I mean,
  


16   that's when it was declared.
  


17                  ALICIA CHARAMUT:  I understand
  


18   that.  I've seen the advisories.
  


19                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But we also can't
  


20   step it out without the data to justify that.
  


21                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  To follow up on what
  


22   this woman has said, and she brought up it has not
  


23   been on New Britain's website.  Why does New
  


24   Britain not, the mayor not follow the rules?
  


25   Don't you have any repercussions?  If I was the
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 1   mayor I'm sure you'd be all over me.
  


 2                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I'm going to
  


 3   say what I said in another meeting.  This is not
  


 4   the New Britain Town Council.
  


 5                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  No, I understand.
  


 6                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You need to go
  


 7   to the town council meeting and voice --
  


 8                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  Right.  But
  


 9   shouldn't we follow -- no, because we get nowhere
  


10   with her, because she sits in the other room and
  


11   doesn't say anything.
  


12                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I'm not going
  


13   to comment.
  


14                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  All right.  Well,
  


15   she should put it on.  It should be on the news.
  


16                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir?
  


17                  DAVID RADKA:  David Radka again.
  


18   This will be a serious comment on the drought
  


19   plan.  As one who worked with Virginia and many
  


20   others on the town plan, which as Lori noted
  


21   correctly did include many, many agencies and it
  


22   was a long process.
  


23                  I guess, I would make my appeal.  I
  


24   would welcome the opportunity for public comment.
  


25   That's always important.  We had many
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 1   opportunities for lots of comment, but not
  


 2   publicly.  So it is a good addition.
  


 3                  We were very deliberative about
  


 4   making the recommended changes which would
  


 5   facilitate the kind of thing you're talking about,
  


 6   David, in that we're recommending don't be so hard
  


 7   and fast and stuck to exact metrics, because you
  


 8   need the flexibility to say, these are the
  


 9   conditions on the ground.
  


10                  Let's use our best professional
  


11   judgment of the group which has professionals in
  


12   it, and say, you know what?  It's time to go to
  


13   another level, and let's communicate that out.
  


14   That we think was a very important change, if I
  


15   may speak on behalf of the group.
  


16                  And the other thing, because of
  


17   where we are let's seize the opportunity to engage
  


18   the municipalities, because we've also never
  


19   gotten over that hurdle of getting municipal
  


20   ordinances in place.  We have very few throughout
  


21   the state.  We've never done a good job
  


22   communicating why that's necessary and important.
  


23   And I think now we have the chance to do that, so
  


24   that should be a big part of our outreach.
  


25                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I concur.







101


 1                  LORI MATHIEU:  And I would say what
  


 2   I heard yesterday, Greenwich has a wonderful --
  


 3   because of Denise Savageau, they have a wonderful
  


 4   municipal ordinance and they are enforcing it and
  


 5   they are issuing fines.  It's $91, but it's a
  


 6   fine, all right?  For not abiding by the ban.
  


 7                  Stamford was considering it, and
  


 8   actually the mayor who was there said that he was
  


 9   going to work to adopt one right away for
  


10   Stamford.
  


11                  Darien and the New Canaan said, we
  


12   can't do that that quick, and we don't really
  


13   believe in it, and they've had some concerns about
  


14   it.  So it's really very interesting how different
  


15   towns, different people will think this through,
  


16   and then they all turned to Aquarion and said, why
  


17   don't you enforce this?  Why doesn't the water
  


18   company do this?
  


19                  So I think there needs to be that
  


20   discussion.  I think that now -- I agree with you.
  


21   Now is the best time to engage towns in this
  


22   discussion.  I think finally, David, we maybe
  


23   could get a few more towns adopting.  We tried for
  


24   what?  Fifteen years.
  


25                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  How many times
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 1   have we gone out and identified potential towns
  


 2   where we thought there was enough awareness and
  


 3   the effort has fallen short with the exception of
  


 4   Greenwich every time?
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.
  


 6                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia?
  


 7                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  May I?
  


 8                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Of course.
  


 9   Would you like to come up here and sit?
  


10                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Sure.  Well,
  


11   thank you for the opportunity to further along the
  


12   review of this, and also thanks to Lori and Dave
  


13   and David for doing half of my presentation for
  


14   me.
  


15                  As you know, this group got the
  


16   water plan at the meeting a month ago.  And at
  


17   that time, as somebody has mentioned already,
  


18   there was a request that there be opportunity for
  


19   comment, which has been ongoing and will continue
  


20   to be ongoing.
  


21                  Personally, I've just gotten one
  


22   question and that was whether the new version of
  


23   the plan would allow for a very small focus on
  


24   individual geographic areas, which it does,
  


25   because any sized geographic area can be
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 1   considered in a drought situation.
  


 2                  The rewrite group, as has been
  


 3   mentioned here, has actually has been meeting
  


 4   since early 2010.  And over the years it has had
  


 5   representatives from all the state agencies who
  


 6   are involved, as well as the water industry,
  


 7   particularly David Radka as well as others.
  


 8                  Also other folks, like from the
  


 9   irrigation industry, from agriculture and from
  


10   academia.  So we've had a fairly -- a very wide
  


11   group that has been discussing this, on the new
  


12   version of the plan has been endorsed by the Water
  


13   Planning Council advisory group, which also has a
  


14   wide range of stakeholders.
  


15                  What my understanding is, is that
  


16   there are two major concerns.  One of them is that
  


17   there are potentially differing messages from
  


18   water utilities and from what might come out of
  


19   the state drought plan.  This is true.  It's true
  


20   now.  It's true under the current version that's
  


21   in place of the plan.
  


22                  And the new plan explicitly
  


23   addresses this saying that there could be
  


24   different messages coming from water utilities as
  


25   from a state declaration.  And that's something
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 1   we'll just have to deal with, and that all
  


 2   information should be considered in determining
  


 3   what actions are taken at a particular time.  A
  


 4   good example, clearly, is the MDC system which has
  


 5   a large reservoir and a lot of capacity.  And it
  


 6   could be very, very dry, but they still could have
  


 7   plenty of water.
  


 8                  The reverse could also be true.  It
  


 9   could be that a public utility that had a very
  


10   small reservoir might be running dry when it
  


11   really wasn't all that dry in the surrounding
  


12   areas.  So it could work either way, and there's
  


13   no way we can get around it.  But as I said, the
  


14   new version of the plan explicitly mentions that
  


15   and says that all input has to be considered.
  


16                  The other concern that I have heard
  


17   is the one that David Radka just addressed, and
  


18   that is the, not only -- well, the encouragement
  


19   from professional judgment and flexibility.  And I
  


20   think our current drought is a very good example
  


21   of why I feel that's very -- and the group felt
  


22   that that was very important.
  


23                  As you know, all of us know it's
  


24   pretty dry out there.  My neighbors know it's
  


25   pretty dry out there, so it's not just those of us
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 1   who are in the business.  And if you look at the
  


 2   U.S. Drought Monitor which is updated every week
  


 3   on Thursday, last Thursday's U.S. Drought Monitor
  


 4   had two thirds of the state in a severe drought.
  


 5                  Here under the use of the existing
  


 6   drought plan the state has been in a drought
  


 7   advisory, which is the very first level.  So
  


 8   there's a bit of a mismatch there.
  


 9                  There's a bit of an inconsistency,
  


10   and the reason why is, that if you look at some of
  


11   those parameters that the interagency drought
  


12   group monitors and precipitation is one of the
  


13   significant ones.  To move to a drought watch
  


14   precipitation has to be below 65 percent of normal
  


15   for three consecutive ones.
  


16                  Well, Gil mentioned when he spoke
  


17   earlier that August was fairly, fairly wet.  I
  


18   know I got one inch and three quarters of rain in
  


19   one 24-hour period at my house.  So we do not have
  


20   3 consecutive months below 65 percent of normal.
  


21                  However, in a large portion of the
  


22   state we've had six months below 70 percent of
  


23   normal.  So 65 versus 70, and in some areas of the
  


24   state it's been a full year below 70 percent of
  


25   normal.  And then conversely, the month of
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 1   September the entire state was below 50 percent of
  


 2   normal, and in some areas below 25 percent of
  


 3   normal.
  


 4                  So one of the things that is stated
  


 5   in the rewritten plan is that professional
  


 6   judgment would allow you to have a longer period
  


 7   of time, slightly less severe; or a shorter period
  


 8   of time, much more severe.  Now, clearly things
  


 9   vary a lot and you can't really focus on one
  


10   month.  I understand that.
  


11                  So looking at just the month of
  


12   September is not perhaps a legitimate focus, but
  


13   still that kind of flexibility may very well have
  


14   had the State declaring a drought watch using the
  


15   current language earlier if it hadn't been so
  


16   prescribed that it had it be three consecutive
  


17   months below 65 percent of normal.  So as I say,
  


18   that need for the flexibility is demonstrated in
  


19   what we've been going through right now.
  


20                  Comment, public comment is always
  


21   welcome and I certainly would be interested in
  


22   seeing what comes of that.  I do think that also
  


23   is mentioned, the lack of the local ordinances for
  


24   enforcing whatever drought restrictions are in
  


25   place are a very significant issue.  And again,
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 1   that's something that is in the new version of the
  


 2   drought plan.
  


 3                  The communication between towns and
  


 4   citizens, between towns and water utilities,
  


 5   between water utilities and the public is also
  


 6   something that is focused on in the new version of
  


 7   the plan with a starting point of having each
  


 8   local community designate a water coordinator who
  


 9   would be a point of contact for that kind of
  


10   communication.
  


11                  The communication with the
  


12   Department of Health is supposedly in place now,
  


13   but we need it to be going in more directions than
  


14   just between utilities, towns and the Department
  


15   of Health.  So many of the concerns that were
  


16   brought up today by several people are in the new
  


17   plan, and those are the reasons why I think it's
  


18   important that it be adopted as soon as possible.
  


19                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
  


20                  Any questions?  Yes?
  


21                  NICK NEELEY:  Virginia, would you
  


22   e-mail to me what you consider to be the new, the
  


23   most recent version of the plan?
  


24                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Certainly.
  


25   Would you like it?
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 1                  NICK NEELEY:  No, I mean an
  


 2   electronic copy.
  


 3                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Okay.
  


 4   Certainly.
  


 5                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Anything
  


 6   else?  Anything else for Virginia?
  


 7                  (No response.)
  


 8                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you and
  


 9   your committee for all your work.  And it will get
  


10   acted upon as soon as we get those comments in.
  


11                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  And, Mr. Chairman
  


12   my apologies.  I need to leave.
  


13                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, but before
  


14   you leave -- I just want to do a vote before you
  


15   leave.  David, I want to do that business so you
  


16   can vote on it real quick.
  


17                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I wanted to
  


18   update everyone that the state bond commission met
  


19   last Friday and authorized the allocation of
  


20   $500,000 for phase two of the statewide water
  


21   plan.
  


22                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You can
  


23   applaud.  That's pretty good.  In this climate,
  


24   $500,000 is pretty darn good.  Thank you.
  


25                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And so in order
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 1   for us to move forward I need a motion from the
  


 2   Water Planning Council to authorize us to enter
  


 3   into the next phase of the MOU with NEIWPCC.
  


 4                  BETSY WINGFIELD:  So moved.
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  Second.
  


 6                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Moved and
  


 7   seconded that we move to the next phase with
  


 8   NEIWPCC, the MOU between the Water Planning
  


 9   Council and NEIWPCC.  Any questions?
  


10                  (No response.)
  


11                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all
  


12   those in favor signify by saying, aye.
  


13                  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


14                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The motion is
  


15   passed.  Thank you.  Thanks.  Take care.
  


16                  Okay.  Now we'll go back to you.
  


17   Your cohort is not here today.
  


18                  MARGARET MINER:  Margaret Miner.
  


19   No, she's not.
  


20                  I was going to say for the town
  


21   ordinance, Len and his predecessor in Southbury
  


22   have been working for quite a while.  I think it
  


23   would be helpful if the Water Planning Council
  


24   would in some way support at the local level our
  


25   turnout, or we could have a more formal stressing
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 1   the importance of the ordinance and what it will
  


 2   do.
  


 3                  Because without a little more
  


 4   support it's very hard to get these plans through.
  


 5   People just say they just need to talk about it,
  


 6   think about it, and they've been thinking about it
  


 7   for quite a few years.  And you know that Len
  


 8   makes incredibly good presentations, and Superman
  


 9   couldn't get that done without a little more help.
  


10                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret, I
  


11   just want to say we had talked about this many,
  


12   many years ago about the Water Planning Council
  


13   sending out a letter to all 169 towns asking them
  


14   to enact some type of ordinance.  And I think once
  


15   this plan is adopted, then I think we should do
  


16   that.
  


17                  And I like the idea of water
  


18   coordinated towns, too.
  


19                  MARGARET MINER:  Yes, there's some
  


20   excellent, excellent ideas in the plan.
  


21                  Are we up to the other committees?
  


22                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, you're up.
  


23                  MARGARET MINER:  Oh, okay.  We had
  


24   a presentation on the plan.  And Maureen was very
  


25   good at collecting everybody's comments.  We had a
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 1   presentation on Tilcon, and Gil Bligh was back,
  


 2   and that was fine.
  


 3                  I think the exciting news is that
  


 4   among the workgroups, the watershed lands
  


 5   workgroup -- Karen Burnaska and I are cochairs --
  


 6   we have an appointment with Lori Mathieu and it
  


 7   has a set date and time.  Only a slight overlap
  


 8   with others.
  


 9                  And we're going to talk about what
  


10   criteria DPH uses when it permits a clean energy
  


11   product on class-one or class-two land projects.
  


12   Sometimes product -- project.  I think we're all
  


13   pleased -- well, I don't know if we're all
  


14   pleased.  I think we are, but I can't speak for
  


15   everybody.
  


16                  There's considerable involvement in
  


17   carrying about the state water plan.  People
  


18   really worked hard to get comments in, as did I.
  


19   There was confusion.  I did it through the policy
  


20   group.  I can say personally, a personal comment
  


21   is, there's an enormous amount of talent going
  


22   into these plans.  The WUCC plans and the state
  


23   plan, and a lot of hard work.
  


24                  I'm concerned that under the
  


25   schedule that these consultants have to work under
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 1   and the groups they work with, it may not be a
  


 2   case of the perfect being the enemy of the good.
  


 3   I understand that.  We want to be sure it's good.
  


 4                  I don't know if anything -- if at
  


 5   any point people would want to think about the
  


 6   schedule.  Another approach might be to focus more
  


 7   on what topics can be covered, good plus, not
  


 8   perfect, but good plus, and which ones are sort of
  


 9   a morass.
  


10                  And this is just something I'm
  


11   thinking of and saying personally going forward
  


12   there's too much, too much talent and too much
  


13   hard work to have it wait, to have important parts
  


14   of it not meet the standard that would really be
  


15   useful or we'd be proud of.
  


16                  So I'm extremely impressed by the
  


17   progress, but I'm worried that sometimes we may be
  


18   sloughing over things -- is that a word?  Without
  


19   sufficient care.  So that's my comment there.
  


20                  I think that covers the advisory
  


21   group.  It was really mostly on the water plan and
  


22   Tilcon.
  


23                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And one of the
  


24   things you indicated is that you will be --
  


25   hopefully utilize the advisory group to
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 1   communicate what you want to do with your
  


 2   stakeholder.
  


 3                  MARGARET MINER:  We will.  We
  


 4   discussed that and I think we've affirmed and
  


 5   reaffirmed it.  And we will do that.
  


 6                  We're intrigued by the idea that
  


 7   we'll have some responsibility for discussing and
  


 8   making recommendations on how the plan will be
  


 9   implemented at the local level.  That was, to me,
  


10   something new and I really kind of like it.  I
  


11   don't know if we know yet what we're supposed to
  


12   be doing, but I look forward to it.
  


13                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions
  


14   for Margaret?
  


15                  (No response.)
  


16                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


17   much.
  


18                  MARGARET MINER:  It's more fun than
  


19   doing e-mail blasts.
  


20                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  A little
  


21   WUCC update?
  


22                  LORI MATHIEU:  Sure.  Recently in
  


23   the last week or so the draft preliminary
  


24   assessments are out for public comment.  All three
  


25   WUCCs have completed their drafts of their
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 1   preliminary assessments and they're up on the
  


 2   Department of Public Health's webpage under the
  


 3   drinking water section's page, under WUCC.  So
  


 4   that's a significant effort.  There's a lot of
  


 5   really good information out there.
  


 6                  David is here and -- both Davids,
  


 7   Dave Radka and David Murphy.  Is there anything
  


 8   else to add at this point on the assessment?
  


 9                  (No response.)
  


10                  LORI MATHIEU:  You're shy.  You're
  


11   not going to say anything?
  


12                  But it's a significant amount of
  


13   work by Milone and MacBroom to put that
  


14   information together and a significant amount of
  


15   effort.  There's quite a bit of pages.  It's a
  


16   very good read, and I think as we heard before
  


17   from CDM Smith, that there it's a great piece of
  


18   information that will help inform the state water
  


19   plan as well.  So it's good timing, I think.
  


20                  The next step in the WUCC process
  


21   is the exclusive service area boundaries process,
  


22   which is moving forward in the next set of WUCC
  


23   meetings, which are coming up in October.  We'll
  


24   kind of lay out how that's going to move forward.
  


25   So that's where we are.
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 1                  David, anything to add.
  


 2                  DAVID RADKA:  And I will add
  


 3   relative to the ESA designation for anyone who's
  


 4   involved in the process we did have a little bit
  


 5   of miscommunication recently.  And some material
  


 6   that went out as draft and was going to be
  


 7   discussed in future meeting, people were seeing
  


 8   that and thinking they had to fill out these
  


 9   forms, et cetera, especially the municipalities.
  


10                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.
  


11                  DAVID RADKA:  So we're trying to
  


12   figure out how to re-communicate and inform
  


13   people, but for now ESA declarations are not being
  


14   asked of anyone.  And for those who already have
  


15   an exclusive service areas, we're just saying just
  


16   indicate informally even if you just want to make
  


17   sure that you're maintaining that.
  


18                  And the process for previously
  


19   un-contained areas will come, but to worry about
  


20   meeting some deadline that isn't even here yet?
  


21   So especially the municipalities, I would say,
  


22   we're getting a lot of confusion.
  


23                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  The draft
  


24   form was sent out for review and they took it as,
  


25   we need to fill this out.  And it was pretty clear
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 1   it said, draft.  It's pretty clear the e-mail
  


 2   said, review, but I think people misunderstood
  


 3   that, which is understandable.  And so I believe
  


 4   we're sending out another communication, if not
  


 5   today already.
  


 6                  GIL BLIGH:  And it was just David's
  


 7   region that had that problem.
  


 8                  LORI MATHIEU:  Yeah, that was the
  


 9   problem there.  Everyone else got it.
  


10                  So that's it.
  


11                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


12                  Any public comment?
  


13                  MARGARET MINER:  On the WUCCs, can
  


14   I comment?
  


15                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Oh, yes.
  


16   Please.
  


17                  MARGARET MINER:  There is a
  


18   tremendous amount of information in the documents
  


19   much of it very helpful.
  


20                  Two points.  As you know, most of
  


21   our meta-groups in the State would like to see
  


22   more attention to the environmental implications
  


23   of ESA before ESAs are finalized.  And we did get
  


24   a letter from Milone and MacBroom yesterday
  


25   addressing that point.  So I'll look at it.
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 1                  In the meantime I was looking at,
  


 2   not just the statute, but at the regulations which
  


 3   I think actually do call for some consideration
  


 4   of, you know, I'm talking about physical
  


 5   resources.  I'm assuming that might mean water in
  


 6   some cases.  And so that I'm sure will continue to
  


 7   be debated, but I thank Milone and MacBroom for
  


 8   sending an answer.
  


 9                  My quick comment on the preliminary
  


10   assessments, one thing that struck me -- well,
  


11   it's the importance of interconnections.  And so
  


12   we look closely at who says they're, you know,
  


13   they're interconnecting.  Is A interconnecting
  


14   with B, and does B know that?  You know, those
  


15   kind of maybe small corrections.
  


16                  But what really struck me was that
  


17   over something like 94 percent of the companies
  


18   that responded said they might need more water
  


19   outward of their five-year plan.  And I looked at
  


20   that and thought, oh my goodness.  That's a lot of
  


21   companies saying they might need more water just
  


22   five years from now.
  


23                  Now that is something I'm assuming
  


24   could be refined, but it sent up a red flag to me.
  


25   Where is all this water that these companies all
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 1   say they might need five years from now?  So that
  


 2   was an overarching question that really emerged as
  


 3   I was looking at the plan.
  


 4                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
  


 5                  MARGARET MINER:  And preliminary
  


 6   assessment.
  


 7                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Public comment?
  


 8                  LORI MATHIEU:  Just, it's a good
  


 9   point.  That's why we're doing the plan.
  


10                  That's why we do the plan.  That's
  


11   the reason to do the plan, because in the State
  


12   there are utilities.  There are 90 that serve over
  


13   a thousand people.  There are 400 that serve
  


14   smaller populations, and it needs to be a
  


15   coordinated effort.
  


16                  It's where is the water going to
  


17   come from to meet the demand?  Where is the
  


18   coordination going to come from?  So that in an
  


19   overarching way you just summarized what the plan
  


20   is all about.  So the assessment is to tee up the
  


21   issues that are out there.  So that's good that
  


22   you caught that, because that's exactly what the
  


23   assessment is to do.
  


24                  DAVID MURPHY:  And I wanted to
  


25   thank Margaret for the comments, because we
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 1   haven't received very many comments on the
  


 2   preliminary assessments, which has surprised us.
  


 3   But so it's good to get some comments and you've
  


 4   underscored some of the issues, which is just what
  


 5   we needed to happen.
  


 6                  LORI MATHIEU:  Exactly.  And the
  


 7   last point, if I might, Jack?
  


 8                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You know, I
  


 9   usually give him a break after an hour and 50
  


10   minutes.  You okay, Rob?
  


11                  Okay.
  


12                  LORI MATHIEU:  So I'll be brief.
  


13   The comment period for each one of the
  


14   assessments, each one is a little bit different
  


15   for each one of the WUCCs.  It's all published up
  


16   on our webpage, but I want to make sure that's
  


17   clear to everybody.  So?
  


18                  DAVID MURPHY:  For the western and
  


19   central regions it's 30 days since the last
  


20   meeting.  So I don't know the dates, but 30 days
  


21   since the meeting in September.  And I think the
  


22   eastern is doing a 45-day comment period since
  


23   they're meeting.
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.
  


25                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I saw I hand
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 1   back here?
  


 2                  TONY MITCHELL:  My question was
  


 3   about when the comment periods were ending.  And
  


 4   if the information I have is correct on the
  


 5   western WUCC, comments are due on October 14, the
  


 6   central on October 24, the eastern on October 27.
  


 7   They will be discussing comments they got so far
  


 8   at the meetings just before those.
  


 9                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Now Paul?
  


10                  PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Thank you, Jack.
  


11   You know my name.
  


12                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We've seen you
  


13   a few times before.
  


14                  PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Yes, you have.
  


15   Probably too many.  Paul Zagorsky, New Britain,
  


16   Connecticut.
  


17                  A couple comments.  I did actually
  


18   go to the beginning of the Water Planning Council
  


19   meeting you guys had at Central, which I thought
  


20   was very informative.
  


21                  But one of the commentators said
  


22   something to the fact that, you know, there should
  


23   be some of you from CDM who's just doing outreach.
  


24   And you talked about a website, social media and
  


25   things of that nature.  Because one thing that did
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 1   kind of alarm me, it was at Central.  I don't
  


 2   think I saw anybody, any students there
  


 3   whatsoever.
  


 4                  And I think, you know, they talked
  


 5   about the stakeholders, which are all the people
  


 6   who own water companies or environmental groups,
  


 7   but I think the citizens are.  So I thought that
  


 8   was a really good comment, that CDM Smith should
  


 9   have somebody who just works on outreach.  They're
  


10   paid enough money.  They can do that.  It's not a
  


11   big expense to set up a Facebook page, Twitter
  


12   account, whatever.  So that's on that.
  


13                  With respect to the New Britain
  


14   Tilcon proposal, I was at the last CEQ meeting.
  


15   And Lori, you had asked the question, did people
  


16   feel there was significant deficiencies in the
  


17   study?  They did.  I'm just looking at the minutes
  


18   and I don't think that covers everything.  And I'm
  


19   summarizing their last names, because that's what
  


20   it said.
  


21                  Hall said the potential air quality
  


22   impacts should not be postponed to post completion
  


23   tasks.  Reiser said it is best to make the scope
  


24   of work as comprehensive as possible to achieve a
  


25   good study.  Hilding said that she did not see
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 1   among the list of consultants anyone in air
  


 2   pollution.  Kolesinskas said he would like to know
  


 3   about the efficiency of the New Britain water
  


 4   supply, the amount of conservation in place.
  


 5                  And in order to know if the need is
  


 6   real he stated that the need for ecological
  


 7   impacts is great.  You need to look at the impact
  


 8   beyond the site, which they just were focused on
  


 9   the site.  To include the site's role in the
  


10   larger landscape he cited migration impacts as an
  


11   example.
  


12                  Hilding asked for analysis of the
  


13   surface water and groundwater tradeoff consequence
  


14   to creating a reservoir.  Paul said the study
  


15   needs to include the data upon which the report's
  


16   conclusions are based.
  


17                  Other comments is -- and this is
  


18   one of mine, because there's a presumption in the
  


19   language of the scope of study that the reservoir
  


20   will be built.  Because the original proposal was
  


21   all about Tilcon and it actually said that they
  


22   had a 15-week period.  It was supposed to be done
  


23   by October 1.  They planned on getting to the
  


24   Legislature, the Public Health Committee in March
  


25   of 2017.  That's of the communications between the
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 1   parties, and long-term impacts, the effect of
  


 2   climate change, and they talked about they should
  


 3   study how long it will take the water quality in
  


 4   the new reservoir to stabilize.
  


 5                  Some periods said that could take a
  


 6   period of ten years.  That's not being addressed,
  


 7   whether the land will hold water effectively and
  


 8   the effect of the operation on water supply to the
  


 9   existing Shuttle Meadow Reservoir, specifically
  


10   the degradation of the existing water supply.
  


11                  And when I went through this --
  


12   I've done some FOIA requests on this and there's a
  


13   lot of information on this.  And I guess my first
  


14   question I asked myself -- because Lori, you had
  


15   talked about you look at the biases and agendas
  


16   that people have that.
  


17                  And you know, this whole thing came
  


18   about in 2007.  This is just a resurrection of
  


19   that.  And the Attorney General issued an opinion
  


20   in December of 2007 saying that neither Tilcon nor
  


21   the City of New Britain can have anything to do
  


22   with it, Tilcon especially because they have a
  


23   financial interest in this.
  


24                  And then I see this is a May 16,
  


25   2016, e-mail from Gil Bligh to Gary Wall.  Gary
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 1   Wall is the president of Tilcon.  And it's CCed to
  


 2   Joe Laliberte who's from CDM Smith.  And they
  


 3   already -- it says, Gary, CDM Smith is working on
  


 4   the proposal that I need to submit to the Water
  


 5   Planning Council.
  


 6                  We referenced the Leggette,
  


 7   Brashears & Graham proposal from 2007, because the
  


 8   DEEP made four pages of comments on it.  We need
  


 9   information, and you to comment on that.  And that
  


10   Graham Brashears proposal, which I have, is a
  


11   Tilcon quarry expansion and reservoir creation
  


12   proposal.
  


13                  And my question is, why should
  


14   Tilcon have any input into the scope of study that
  


15   they are supposed to have nothing to do with?  And
  


16   the fact of the matter is they clearly have input,
  


17   so that answered one of my questions specifically.
  


18   How can this scope of study be so unbelievably
  


19   biased toward Tilcon?
  


20                  Because all the e-mails refer to
  


21   it, the Tilcon quarry reservoir proposal.  The
  


22   word "environment" is it's almost like it's a
  


23   four-letter word, because it's just not in there.
  


24   So that's a concern.
  


25                  I also had another question.  I
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 1   said, well is it the fact that the City just
  


 2   doesn't know or conveniently forgot about the
  


 3   2007 -- 2009 opinion letter from the Attorney
  


 4   General, and this actual proposal goes back
  


 5   because the City clearly is aware of it.
  


 6                  This is an e-mail April 17, 2014,
  


 7   from Gil Bligh to Jay Malcynsky.  Jay Malcynsky is
  


 8   Tilcon's chief lobbyist.  At the time New Britain
  


 9   had not hired Gaffney Bennett to work with them.
  


10   They did when this proposal came about.
  


11                  He specifically mentions in here,
  


12   this is quote, unquote, are we trying to pick up
  


13   where Attorney General Blumenthal's December 19th,
  


14   2007, letter left off.  To me, that's horrific.  I
  


15   mean, they know Tilcon is not to have anything to
  


16   do with it.  And he's communicating directly with
  


17   Tilcon from the New Britain water department.
  


18                  So if you're looking at a bias or
  


19   an agenda here, it's clear.  We know what the bias
  


20   is.  The bias is to build a quarry reservoir.
  


21                  It gets where, actually, because on
  


22   June 27th after your Council and the CEQ approved
  


23   the four consultants -- this is an e-mail from Jim
  


24   Ericson to Gary Wall, Tilcon's president.
  


25                  My name is Jim Ericson.  I'm the
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 1   Vice President of Lenard.  I'll be project manager
  


 2   for the, quote, unquote, quarry reservoir study.
  


 3   Gil asked me, that's Gil Bligh, to try and set up
  


 4   a kickoff meeting with you.  And they did have a
  


 5   kickoff meeting with you.
  


 6                  I actually have, hard to believe,
  


 7   but they had a kickoff meeting at Tilcon who's
  


 8   supposed to have nothing to do with it.  And they
  


 9   actually had a sign in-sheet that says, New
  


10   Britain/Tilcon quarry reservoir project.
  


11                  We have Jim Ericson from Lenard.
  


12   We have Sarah Nichols from Lenard.  We have Gary
  


13   Wall from Tilcon, Paula Clark, Gaffney Bennett
  


14   Associates/Tilcon.  We have another, Chris Velardi
  


15   who i believe is here, Gaffney Bennett public
  


16   relations here.  There's a total of five people
  


17   from Tilcon.  They're meeting with all the
  


18   engineers.  So again, if you're looking at bias or
  


19   an agenda I don't know why they're meeting with
  


20   Tilcon.
  


21                  And then on top of it they follow
  


22   it with subsequent e-mails.  This is July 21.
  


23   This is addressed to Frank, Chris and Gary who are
  


24   all Tilcon employees, one of whom is the
  


25   president.  Here's a copy of our original 7560,
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 1   and I assume that's the contract.  And then
  


 2   they're looking for information from Tilcon.  And
  


 3   he says, can Tilcon or your environmental
  


 4   consultants get back to us for the remaining
  


 5   information on this?  I mean, not only are they
  


 6   using Tilcon's environmentalist to put this
  


 7   together -- that to me, makes no sense whatsoever.
  


 8   That just shouldn't be happening.
  


 9                  I did hear, you know, Gil Bligh and
  


10   I heard Mr. Ericson speak today.  And Mr. Ericson
  


11   said, you know, I hear what the CEQ is saying.
  


12   Our ears are open, we're listening to them.  And
  


13   that's what they're saying publicly.
  


14                  Now this is an e-mail from Jim
  


15   Ericson to all the project people who are working
  


16   on this proposal.  His team I think is four groups
  


17   which is Leggette, Brashears & Graham
  


18   Environmental Planning Services and Tighe & Bond.
  


19                  And this is what he says.  Good
  


20   morning.  Good Monday morning.  Here are some
  


21   letters to brighten up your day.  Seems our, this
  


22   is in quotes, friends at the counsel for
  


23   environmental quality are starting to reconsider
  


24   their acceptance of LEI and, I guess, their
  


25   project team.
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 1                  It seems that although they already
  


 2   approved our firm as one of several acceptable
  


 3   consultants, and admitted they are not involved in
  


 4   the project scoping, they and some helpful
  


 5   environmentalist in their audience are starting to
  


 6   dissect our scope, find flaws in their minds and
  


 7   recommending to the Water Planning Council to
  


 8   start over.
  


 9                  To me, it's almost like when I'm
  


10   reading these, can it get worse?  It does.  I
  


11   think Lenard has a serious -- personally I would
  


12   say this would be a vote of no confidence.  They
  


13   are dealing with them directly.  This is not an
  


14   environmental study.  It's a mining study as
  


15   Dr. Judd clearly indicated.  We have submitted
  


16   experts who have done documents for the State
  


17   saying that this is a very poor, poor quality
  


18   environmental consultant.
  


19                  So when I hear them sitting here
  


20   today, that our ears are wide open, we're
  


21   listening, what I said, and then I hear what
  


22   they're saying behind their back, I'm concerned.
  


23   I mean, I did an FOI request to the State Office
  


24   of Ethics.  They paid Gaffney Bennett 85,000 just
  


25   to June.  This didn't start heating up until the
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 1   last couple of months.
  


 2                  They also are not required to
  


 3   disclose the money that they pay to Gaffney
  


 4   Bennett lobbyists, because that's a separate
  


 5   entity.  My guess is before the end of this year,
  


 6   and this is probably very conservative, that they
  


 7   will have spent probably 250 to 300,000 dollars
  


 8   pushing this out here.
  


 9                  I'm involved with a group of people
  


10   that are trying to get the other side of that.
  


11   We've been criticized as saying we're one sided.
  


12   We're biased.  We're only getting one side of the
  


13   story.  Well, I am biased.  I'm against it.  I'll
  


14   tell you that right now, so you don't have to
  


15   worry about that.
  


16                  On the other hand, if anybody is
  


17   naive enough to think that all the information
  


18   that Tilcon or the City is putting out is not one
  


19   sided, then I think that's an issue.  And I think,
  


20   you know, at one point there's e-mails where Jay
  


21   Malcynsky tells the mayor after this agency had
  


22   met, we have to be careful because there's, quote,
  


23   unquote, a lot of prying eyes on this.  I think
  


24   that's a good thing.
  


25                  I hope you pry.  I hope the Council
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 1   on Environmental Quality pries.  I'm thankful that
  


 2   they took the action that they did in July to put
  


 3   the brakes on this and stop it, because otherwise
  


 4   this plan was supposed to be done by October 1st,
  


 5   the study done, and then they're planning on going
  


 6   to the Legislature in March of 2017.  That was
  


 7   their game plan.  It's just laid right out.
  


 8                  So you know, I'm glad the public is
  


 9   responding to this.  They need to respond to this.
  


10   This is an issue of significant importance.  And
  


11   thank you for your time, Jack.  You've been very
  


12   helpful always giving me the time to speak.  So
  


13   thank you very much.
  


14                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


15   Well, I appreciate you being here and I'm glad
  


16   you're part of the process.  I mean, that's what
  


17   it's all about.  We have this forum for people to
  


18   speak at and hopefully we'll make an informed --
  


19                  PAUL ZAGORSKY:  There may be other
  


20   people willing to speak to it, Jack?
  


21                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Does anybody
  


22   else want to speak, or did Paul say it all?  Yes?
  


23   You can come up here, please.
  


24                  Just again, state your name for the
  


25   record.
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 1                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  Susan Brudny.  I'm
  


 2   pretty much just kind of just reinforcing very
  


 3   quickly what Paul said.  It's like a case of the
  


 4   chicken watching the hen house, and I still can't
  


 5   understand why you have let Lenard Engineering
  


 6   stay.
  


 7                  I appreciate that you guys, I mean,
  


 8   it seems everything was much more reassuring today
  


 9   to hear you've gone around the state and you found
  


10   out and you know all about the drought situation.
  


11   And you've informed us on a lot of things, but I
  


12   still think it's completely wrong that Lenard
  


13   Engineering is continuing, and this other CDM
  


14   place, they are not biased, you know.  And why are
  


15   they still doing this study?  This should have
  


16   been thrown out.
  


17                  And as far as, like, I don't know
  


18   about going about how we put it in place and to
  


19   get our elected official -- that I didn't vote for
  


20   personally, but to just write on the website,
  


21   we're in a state of drought, or get on the local
  


22   news.  She manages to get on the local news about
  


23   every other little thing, giggling, and you know,
  


24   he, he, he, you know.  And you know, and
  


25   everything not really being taken seriously.  It's
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 1   very disturbing.  I mean, I grew up in New Britain
  


 2   and our water is our only asset that we have to
  


 3   sell.  We sold that Paten Brook.  It was
  


 4   ridiculous.  94,500, Southington is their median
  


 5   income, and the New Britain median income is
  


 6   34,500.
  


 7                  Clearly Southington could afford to
  


 8   pay for that pipe.  And hopefully they can reverse
  


 9   it, but I don't think they can, the Paten Brook, I
  


10   think it was an atrocity that that thing was sold.
  


11   Coming up with two guys who could barely put their
  


12   words together to say, are you going to sell us
  


13   the well or not?  That's what it came down to and
  


14   it got voted in.
  


15                  You know, we have so many
  


16   intelligent people in this community.  I'm very
  


17   impressed with all these people.  Thank you.  All
  


18   the experts, you came out here today.  You guys
  


19   are experts and I was very impressed with our
  


20   population, actually.  And even people who have
  


21   come over out of town that know so much.  I don't
  


22   know anything.
  


23                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You know, and I
  


24   appreciate all of you to come here and speak on
  


25   behalf of this, this proposed reservoir.  But I
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 1   have worked with state government for very long
  


 2   time and I can assure you before that's approved
  


 3   it's going to go through so much scrutiny that
  


 4   between her department, environmental protection,
  


 5   other regulatory agencies, that it's going to take
  


 6   a very long time, but keep speaking.  We'll all be
  


 7   friends by the end of this.
  


 8                  SUSAN BRUDNY:  Yes, we have a lot
  


 9   of confidence in you.  Thank you.
  


10                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
  


11                  WILLIAM OSTAPCHUK:  Bill Ostapchuk,
  


12   New Britain, Connecticut.
  


13                  I was taught at church and at home
  


14   that no one can serve two masters.  I was taught
  


15   in the beginning of elementary school that a good
  


16   paper begins with a good topic sentence.
  


17                  The purpose of Public Act 16-61 is
  


18   to conduct an environmental study to determine the
  


19   impact on a quarry on Shuttle Meadow Reservoir,
  


20   its water table, denuding its watershed and the
  


21   disruption of natural habitat.
  


22                  The first stated purpose of the
  


23   Lenard Engineering study, review proposed quarry
  


24   operations, quarry expansion and reservoir
  


25   development.  The name Shuttle Meadow Reservoir
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 1   doesn't appear until page 3 under the discussion
  


 2   of safe yield for the new proposed quarry
  


 3   reservoir.  It's inferred in the remaining pages.
  


 4   It doesn't appear again until page 10.
  


 5                  Lenard affirms that based on its
  


 6   conceptual model it should be able to develop the
  


 7   impact of quarrying on watershed.  To do so it
  


 8   will review the literature and data from Tilcon,
  


 9   the New Britain Water Department, identify
  


10   locate -- and approximately locate, map and
  


11   describe.
  


12                  Furthermore, they will identify and
  


13   map private wells surrounding homes, will use
  


14   Tilcon data concerning quarry water currently
  


15   being discharged into the Quinnipiac River.  And
  


16   identify other water quality parameters that would
  


17   be of interest, that would be of interest relative
  


18   to considering quarrying.
  


19                  A review of guidelines for
  


20   environmental studies and hydrogeological models
  


21   suggest you need calibration of field data to
  


22   predicted values.  What they're doing initially is
  


23   collecting data.  It needs to be analyzed and then
  


24   you need analytic models to verify that.  There's
  


25   no discussion of that in the paper.
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 1                  There's a very interesting innocent
  


 2   statement.  There is unlikely to be sufficient
  


 3   data to develop groundwater elevation contours.
  


 4   This raises a serious question because the
  


 5   definition of class-one watershed, subdivisions 3,
  


 6   4 and 6 relate directly to a 15 percent slope and
  


 7   greater, the proximity of groundwater wells, and
  


 8   shallow depth to bedrock of 20 inches or less in
  


 9   poorly drained soil.  Without contours you can't
  


10   trace what happens in watershed one and watershed
  


11   two.  Okay?
  


12                  LEI denotes that it will identify
  


13   private wells, but it makes clear it will make no
  


14   depth to water determinations and it's not going
  


15   to really deal with erosion both from water or
  


16   wind.  Without elevation data one can't calculate
  


17   and affirm the impact of blasting on existing
  


18   fissures and present groundwater flow.
  


19                  There's no mention of alien dust
  


20   and its impact on habitat or watershed, nor is
  


21   there a discussion of the disruption of natural
  


22   habitat.  What happens to everything once you
  


23   denude it?  Where do things go?
  


24                  It's interesting.  I think Mr.
  


25   Bligh and Attorney Malcynsky are aware of this,
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 1   because on February 9, 2016, Attorney Malcynsky
  


 2   sent a memo to Mr. Bligh expressing confusion
  


 3   about parcels three and four.  Mr. Bligh
  


 4   responded.
  


 5                  He said, the problem is this, and
  


 6   he referred to a memo back in 2009 when Mr. Taylor
  


 7   testified to the State Legislature about the Act
  


 8   72-44, releasing and production of public
  


 9   watershed.  In which he said, there is significant
  


10   differences between the testimony I gave then in
  


11   figures A, Roman numeral 7-2 of the water supply
  


12   plan for New Britain.
  


13                  Furthermore, figure A7-2 does not
  


14   account for the land that drains into Crystal
  


15   Lake, and the depicted class-two land appears to
  


16   be limited to the land areas that were originally
  


17   trained to Boysenberry Pond.
  


18                  He said, I feel that we should make
  


19   every effort to avoid getting into detail defining
  


20   areas as class one based on physical criteria,
  


21   such as slope, soil type, depth of bedrock, and
  


22   scoured by streamflow.  That's the definition of
  


23   class-one watershed.
  


24                  Relative to the .31, the safe
  


25   yield, it's noted in the original, in the revised
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 1   study, there's a potential to modify the plan.
  


 2   Okay?  In 2008 on that same proposed legislation
  


 3   07-244, Mr. Bligh noted that New Britain owned all
  


 4   of the land in the area of Lampson Corner for the
  


 5   development of a dam and reservoir.
  


 6                  His predecessor, and I quote from
  


 7   Jack McManus' description of the New Britain
  


 8   watershed, he says here Lampson Corner Reservoir
  


 9   is a future reservoir planned to be constructed to
  


10   hold between 500 million to a billion gallons of
  


11   water of storage in the Whigville watershed.
  


12                  It will be supplied with water
  


13   running naturally from a local drainage area of
  


14   2.4 square miles.  That's in response -- I think
  


15   you had a question, is there an alternative
  


16   source?  Okay.
  


17                  Relative to one other point,
  


18   Mr. Bligh stated that Wassel Reservoir did -- in
  


19   that same testimony said, Wassel Reservoir holds
  


20   36 percent of the city's water supply and that
  


21   class-one and class-two watershed was excavated in
  


22   its construction.  I think that was to set a
  


23   precedent for this reservoir.  He failed to state
  


24   that the City had to acquire 44 properties to
  


25   construct it.  Okay?  And that Wolcott Reservoir
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 1   is the source of water, because Wassel only has a
  


 2   half square mile of watershed.  An alternate
  


 3   source are the Hart's ponds.  Actually a secondary
  


 4   source for feeding was Paten Brook well.  Okay?
  


 5                  My public comments against the sale
  


 6   were dismissed as inaccurate and untrue when I
  


 7   said that its daily output was 1.2 million gallons
  


 8   of water.  However in a response to an FOIA
  


 9   request there's a 2014 letter signed by Mr. Bligh
  


10   to Southington town officials acknowledging that
  


11   we were relinquishing a diversion registration of
  


12   1.27 million gallons of water a day.  Mr. Bligh in
  


13   testimony about Paten Brook well said it was
  


14   excess supply.
  


15                  Following the vote to sell the well
  


16   the mayor of New Britain said in the New Britain
  


17   Journal that we just sold six tenths of an acre of
  


18   land worth $61,000.  I had documentation for all
  


19   of that for all of you.  I wish to apologize.  My
  


20   computer is acting up and I can't scan it.
  


21                  And I have for each of you a copy
  


22   of Mr. MacManus' report that he described the
  


23   system and how it works.
  


24                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  And all
  


25   that has been submitted.
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 1                  WILLIAM OSTAPCHUK:  Thank you very
  


 2   much.  Can I just tell you one thing is true, what
  


 3   the clergy and my parents and my English teacher
  


 4   told me were true.
  


 5                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you for
  


 6   being here.  Anyone else?  Anyone else wish to
  


 7   address us?
  


 8                  PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I would just add
  


 9   one comment.  Lenard said something about a safe
  


10   yield.  They did a 2007 report on the quarry
  


11   reservoir and safe yield proposal.  They've
  


12   already studied this.
  


13                  The study was that this would
  


14   produce 160,000 gallons a day serving 2,000 people
  


15   a day.  That's out there.  That's a given.  Mayor
  


16   Tim Stewart testified on March 8th, I think in
  


17   2008, in the Legislature and gave those same
  


18   numbers.  So that's already been done when they're
  


19   saying we're -- ascertained that it's been done.
  


20                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All right.  If
  


21   there's nothing else to come for us, motion to
  


22   adjourn.
  


23                  DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  Second.
  


25                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All those in
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 1   favor?
  


 2                  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


 3                  CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you all
  


 4   very much.
  


 5                  (Whereupon, the above proceedings
  


 6   were concluded at 4:00 p.m.)
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� 1                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Let's

 2  call this meeting of the Water Planning Council

 3  for Wednesday, October 5th, to order.

 4                 The first order will be the

 5  approval of the transcript of the September 6th

 6  Joint Planning Council Steering Committee meeting.

 7                 Do I have a motion to approve?

 8                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.

 9                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Second.

10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Regular move

11  and second to be approved.

12                 Any questions?

13                 (No response.)

14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all

15  those in favor signify by saying, aye.

16                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

17                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The transcript

18  is approved.

19                 Next would be the approval of the

20  August 30, 2016, special meeting of the Water

21  Planning Council.

22                 Do I have a motion?

23                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.

24                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Second.

25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made and
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� 1  seconded that the minutes of the August 30, 2016,

 2  special meeting be approved.  Any questions on the

 3  motion.

 4                 (No response.)

 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all

 6  those in favor signify by saying aye.

 7                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

 8                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The motion is

 9  carried.  And we have an update now from our

10  friends at CDM Smith on the statewide water plan.

11  And a little synopsis of the workshop, which I

12  thought was wonderful last week.

13                 And good afternoon.  Why don't you

14  say who you are for the record so we can get it on

15  the transcript?

16                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Elaine Sistare

17  with CDM Smith.

18                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Kirk Westphal with

19  CDM Smith.

20                 ELAINE SISTARE:  I'll run through

21  the first couple of slides.  We have just less

22  than a dozen or so slides for you today.

23                 So including, like Jack noted, we

24  did complete our fist workshop last week.  This

25  slide, topics we'll go through today are some
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� 1  thoughts on logos for the plan, debrief of the

 2  September 29th workshop, and an update on the

 3  technical tasks and including our white papers;

 4  proposed workshops and public meeting dates that

 5  we have through phase one and phase two, and also

 6  some thoughts on a communication plan and how we

 7  can get information out to stakeholders.

 8                 So as our project lead Sue Morea

 9  had put together, we do have two logos.  We

10  thought, you know, we were going to be preparing a

11  number of documents as part of the plan and we

12  wanted to at least get something to think about as

13  far as, is there a logo that's appropriate so that

14  if anybody picks up a fact sheet, or a report, or

15  a memo, that it kind of, you know, cohesively has

16  a logo to go with it.  So we did want to --

17                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Elaine, excuse

18  me.  I just want to see who's joined us on the

19  phone?

20                 JOHN HUDAK:  John Hudak.

21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Anyone else--

22  with us on the phone?

23                 MICHAEL JENNINGS:  Mike Jennings

24  from the New England Interstate Water Pollution

25  Control Commission.
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� 1                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.

 2  Anyone else?

 3                 Thank you.  Welcome.

 4                 Sorry, Elaine.

 5                 ELAINE SISTARE:  No worries.

 6                 So these two logos, you know, we

 7  can move things around.  Obviously, it just shows

 8  an outline of the state, whether the two options

 9  we're showing today include a phrase or something

10  a little simpler.  So something open for

11  discussion or input.

12                 All right, Kirk.  I'll turn it over

13  for you.

14                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Thanks everybody.

15  It's a pleasure to be here again.

16                 I want to spend maybe ten minutes

17  reviewing the outcomes in the decisions that were

18  made at the workshop last week.  It was the first

19  of six workshops.  And the second workshop is

20  aimed almost exclusively at making sure we got

21  things right in the first place.

22                 So we have a chance as a Council,

23  and a group of stakeholders to come back, circle

24  back and refine all of those decisions.  We'll get

25  this summary out to people in the meantime so we
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� 1  can review it.  But it's an opportunity to look

 2  back at what we did to make sure we got it right,

 3  to make sure the foundation of the plan is

 4  correct.

 5                 And then look ahead at some of the

 6  others in the decisions that we made, and probably

 7  at the second workshop talk a little bit about

 8  some of the decision-making processes, which we'll

 9  be talking to you through these meetings as well.

10                 Following the workshop we developed

11  our interpretation of what we heard.  We heard a

12  lot of consensus, I think, from the stakeholders

13  and the Planning Council.  It's not always going

14  to be that easy.  These were issues that people

15  have been thinking about for a long time, and the

16  decisions were whether to include them in the plan

17  or not, or how to voice and verbalize the goals of

18  the plan.

19                 So what we've done is taken a shot

20  at an overall synopsis of the plan's objective,

21  which we heard, I thought, quite clearly.  We put

22  together a list of soundbites which we feel

23  encompass the goals and objectives that were

24  stated by the groups.  These are lists, elevator

25  talk, small talk when you're talking with
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 2                 These are small snippets that can

 3  be used to explain what we're trying to do, but

 4  behind that is the list of full objectives as we

 5  enumerated during the workshop.  I'll go over all

 6  of that, and also the list of the water management

 7  options that can be used to achieve those

 8  objectives.

 9                 There are many of those options

10  that are specifically identified in the statute

11  for the plan and others that have arisen out of

12  need and necessity, or through conversations with

13  the working groups.  Those are included as well.

14  So we'll go over all that briefly.

15                 And again, we'll get this document

16  out to folks to review to submit to the workshop.

17  But again, the second workshop is to review all

18  this in detain and make sure we're comfortable

19  with it, refine it in any way and then look ahead.

20                 So in terms of the objectives,

21  again we're sort of casting it in three ways.  One

22  is with an overall synopsis.  If we had to say,

23  what is this plan intending to do in one sentence

24  or less, what we heard at the workshop was to

25  provide balanced water use for all needs.  That
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 2  of the sub objectives are dealing with.

 3                 And then in terms of providing some

 4  soundbites, and there's a much longer list behind

 5  us that's our next slide, we thought this would be

 6  useful for things like fact sheets, things like

 7  public meetings, things like this.  I'll just read

 8  them off.  These are the objectives that we've

 9  paraphrased a little bit and we'll get into more

10  detail behind them.

11                 Provide reliable and resilient

12  supply for all uses, promote public health and

13  quality of life with high-quality water, protect

14  the environment, manage water cost effectively,

15  develop an implementable plan, prepare for

16  uncertain future climate, use science and data to

17  recommend action, and involve Connecticut citizens

18  in water management.

19                 I spent a lot of time in the

20  workshop honing in on those concepts, and they're

21  all derived from this larger list which all of the

22  participants of the workshop have seen.

23                 Again we had taken, as a refresher,

24  we had taken the 17 issues and opportunities in

25  the statute and divided them during the workshop
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� 1  into what we call the hows and the whys.  The whys

 2  being the reasons for creating a plan, the issues

 3  that needed to be addressed, the opportunities

 4  that are out; and the hows, the actual options for

 5  water management that the plan needs to address in

 6  some way.

 7                 So the objectives are now mapped to

 8  the relevant items in that list of 17.  And this

 9  is what they came out to be, as best we could,

10  sort of condensed the wording from all of the

11  comments we received during the workshop.

12                 I'll read them off quickly without

13  talking too much about where they're mapped to,

14  but I think for the record it's important to read

15  them off.  Again, we'll circulate this so that

16  everybody can participate and can review it and

17  then offer some refinements, but we did our best

18  to capture all the comments we received during the

19  workshop.

20                 So in terms of the objectives,

21  these are again not prioritized in any order.

22  These are just sort of following the sequence in

23  the statute.

24                 Promote resilient supply for all

25  current and future water needs using available
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 2  recreational uses; ecological drinking water

 3  supply, public and private; agricultural;

 4  industrial and energy; commercial and wastewater

 5  discharge.

 6                 Another objective is to define and

 7  address impacts to ecology, environment, public

 8  health and safety, economic health, and community

 9  health, and overall quality of life.  Another is

10  to ensure recommended water management strategies

11  are resilient to uncertain future climate and

12  regulatory conditions hydrologically,

13  ecologically, et cetera.

14                 And then some objectives that

15  didn't necessarily stem directly from the statute,

16  the list of 17, but that the group felt was

17  important, development of an implementable plan

18  with an effective management structure and

19  reliable funding mechanisms, make progress on each

20  identified water management option, produce a plan

21  that is scientifically based and data driven while

22  understanding the information gaps, manage water

23  system cost and security, and educate citizens on

24  water management decisions.

25                 So those are three ways of


                            12
� 1  encapsulating the objectives that the group of

 2  stakeholders defined during this workshop as one

 3  soundbite synopsis, sort of one phrase that seems

 4  to capture it all.  There is a list of soundbites

 5  that's paraphrased in this list and then a

 6  detailed list of objectives mapped to the list of

 7  17.

 8                 We did the same thing with the

 9  options.  Some of the 17 issues in the list are

10  actual water management options.  These are things

11  that can be done, while others sort of outline

12  where there are problems or opportunities to be

13  addressed.

14                 This is how those problems can be

15  addressed, and part of the workshop was

16  understanding that difference and listing out and

17  enumerating all of the different alternative

18  management options that we have that the plan will

19  address in some way.

20                 And so this list, there are two

21  lists up here left and right, green and sort of

22  orange-ish.  The green map directly to the list of

23  17, the orange are additional options that the

24  group felt were worth considering.  These are

25  going to be addressed by the plan in some way,
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 2  from the Legislature, or by outlining a decision

 3  framework for dealing with these as the years move

 4  forward, either through further study or

 5  additional data or additional collaboration.

 6                 Or a third option is to acknowledge

 7  that the option is being identified in a study in

 8  another venue, and that would be sufficient.  So

 9  it's sort of three outcomes from any of these, but

10  the plan will address and categorize all of these

11  options.  I'll just quickly read through them.

12                 First, the green list directly maps

13  onto the statute list of 17 technology and

14  facility improvements and replacement, land-use

15  practices and protection, public education both in

16  the short and long term, conservation and

17  incentives, water reuse and gray water use,

18  incorporation of existing plans, regionalization

19  in appropriate interconnections, changes to laws

20  and regulations, wastewater management, identify

21  funding mechanisms for plan implementation and

22  develop a monitoring plan for plan implementation.

23                 And all of those in the group felt

24  were directly specified in the statute.  They need

25  to be addressed in some way, but in addition to
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 2  not sure what color that is, the orange/beige

 3  group down on the lower left.  These are issues

 4  that have come up in committee discussions or are

 5  perhaps inferred by the statute, but not this

 6  specifically.  But this group of stakeholders felt

 7  strongly should be included and had broad

 8  consensus on that.

 9                 So the plan in some way will

10  address the registered versions, which is future

11  class B water use for non-potable uses, implement

12  in-stream flow regulations, talk about statewide

13  drought planning, water use accounting, storm

14  water management, groundwater and private well

15  monitoring and protection, desalination and flood

16  management.

17                 And part of this is an effort to be

18  comprehensive.  In Connecticut you may look at

19  these and say they're not potentially relevant or

20  not particularly relevant based on the climate and

21  geography and water use here, but to have a

22  defensible plan you need to show that you've

23  considered everything.

24                 And I gave the example during the

25  workshop of towing water from icebergs in the
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 2  But you do need to show that you've looked at

 3  everything and either ruled it out or in.  So it's

 4  a good list.  We felt it was comprehensive and

 5  there was some broad consensus on this list.

 6            We talked a little bit about the white

 7  papers of the workshop.  I'll digress just a

 8  little bit here and give you some updates on where

 9  we are on some of our other tasks and then we'll

10  get back into the workshop schedule itself.

11            The white papers have been circulated to

12  the committees.  They have been reviewed.  We

13  received comments.  I want to remind people that

14  these early white papers are not intended to be

15  position papers.  Later in the process they will

16  be.

17            Later there will be recommendations that

18  go to the plan as recommendations, but in this

19  case they're really intended to be factual and

20  sort of state of the state.  Where are we with our

21  water management issues?  Where are we with our

22  management practices and structure?

23            And so I think we have a little work to

24  change the tone here and there to make sure that

25  is accomplished fairly.  We have received most of
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 2  in now.  We requested them by September 22nd.  We

 3  appreciate everybody taking time to read those and

 4  provide comments.

 5            We have compiled all the comments into a

 6  single spreadsheet which will be available to

 7  anybody who would like to see that as part of the

 8  process.

 9            We are responding to them in two ways.

10  We are adding our comments to the spreadsheet, so

11  each comment that we received will have two

12  columns, and you can see them here on the screen,

13  what our response is and any notes that go along

14  with that.

15            So we may respond with, we agree and

16  we'll incorporate this comment, or, it's noted and

17  no action required, or, we have some follow-up

18  questions and we'll note those.  So in addition to

19  actually revising the documents, you'll have a

20  single spreadsheet with all of the comments

21  received and the project team's response to those

22  and how they will address those.

23            Okay.  We are targeting next week to get

24  those white papers and all the revisions and that

25  spreadsheet back to the Water Planning Council.
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 2  them.  And I think our recommendation, in the

 3  interest of balancing comfort levels, is to take a

 4  read through them, make sure four of you are

 5  comfortable with them and post them.  Let's get

 6  them out there for public comment.

 7            There are many ways to do this.  We

 8  could have issued them for public comment at the

 9  beginning.  We wanted to make sure that there were

10  no inaccuracies in the paper.  And so we did ask

11  the committees to review, and they did the

12  two-week time period.  That worked very well.

13            Now I think we're facing several public

14  meetings coming up and I think it's probably in

15  the best interest to get those papers out there

16  for review.  They will remain a draft until our

17  final deliverable to you is handed over.  They

18  will be draft.  There will be draft chapters in

19  the water plan, and so they'll be under constant

20  revision as we move forward.

21            But I think it will probably be

22  important to start to get some public feedback

23  fairly quickly on those, or at least get them out

24  there for information so people can read them and

25  better understand what we're doing.
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� 1            A real quick update on the technical

 2  tasks.  We had a good meeting with the science and

 3  technical committee on Monday.  It's become clear

 4  to me that there's a perception that some of the

 5  technical tasks are perhaps a bit disjointed.

 6  We're doing a little bit of this and a little bit

 7  of that, and that's true, but that's the way

 8  things are in the early stages of a plan.

 9            We're collecting demand data.  We're

10  collecting flow data.  We're collecting use data.

11  We're collecting geographic data.  All these

12  things, and at times it seems like that's being

13  done in a silo, but the committee has been very

14  helpful on providing some peer review on all of

15  these tasks, and we spent a little bit of time on

16  Monday explaining that they'll come together.

17            And what they'll come together with in

18  phase one is an understanding of the difference

19  between supply and demand in all the basins.  And

20  when we say demand, it's not just water supply

21  demand.  It's in-stream flow.  It's potential

22  registrations.  It's how climate change might

23  affect availability of water.

24            So it's all of these different layers of

25  supply and demand which will ultimately be a
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� 1  technical output of phase one that we can use in

 2  phase two to understand how management options may

 3  be used to deal with whatever gaps we may see

 4  between future supply and future demand.

 5            The two goals really in phase one, I

 6  talked about one of them, is really to understand

 7  that, that relative difference from basin to

 8  basin, how much water is currently available

 9  versus how much is currently used, and how much

10  water is going to be available in the future and

11  how much might be demanded in the future.

12            And that's when we start to look at

13  layering in in-stream flow requirements,

14  registered diversions, climate change.  How does

15  that change the picture for this State that has

16  typically been very rich in water, and the change?

17            And we'll have maps that show this,

18  that, that show the impact of those different

19  things on available water.  They'll be very

20  factual and they'll be used to help inform

21  decisions on what water management options can be

22  most effective.

23            Right now the things that the science

24  and technical committee are reviewing for us --

25  and Virginia, I thank you for your leadership on
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� 1  that -- we've conducted, or are beginning to

 2  conduct what we call a water inventory.  This is

 3  basically cataloging all the flows within each of

 4  the regional basins in the state.  By flows, I

 5  mean, natural flows, human induced flows, anything

 6  that happens with water.

 7            So we're looking at precipitation.

 8  We're looking at Infiltration.  We're looking at

 9  streamflow.  We're looking at discharges.  We're

10  looking at withdrawals.  It's not necessarily a

11  water budget.  We were calling it a water budget.

12  It wasn't quite the right terminology.

13            It's an inventory of everything that

14  happens to water within a basin, so that as we

15  move into phase two we can start changing those

16  things and seeing how the water balance is

17  affected in each basin.

18            We've also started looking at climate

19  change, and we had the privilege of working with

20  David Bjerklie of the USGS during this meeting on

21  Monday.  We did a lot of climate change evaluation

22  in the northeast, in Connecticut, and comparing

23  some of our results to what he's been doing.

24            What we've done is try very hard -- and

25  we've found this to be very effective -- not to


                            21
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 2  years, because nobody can do that, but there is a

 3  range.  There's a wide range of potential trends

 4  that could emerge and could evolve, and we've

 5  tried to bound those.

 6            We've tried to bound how the temperature

 7  and precipitation patterns could change in the

 8  next 50 years, and we'll be able to use that

 9  information to test how vulnerable or sensitive

10  the water availability and even the water demands

11  could be to those trends.

12            And what we typically find is that

13  sometimes it's an issue and sometimes it's not.

14  And I think with some basins we'll find that it's

15  a significant concern.  In other basins we

16  probably won't, but that will be extremely

17  important to understand.

18            We're also working on demand

19  projections.  We're coordinating with the WUCC

20  process and the state population projections for

21  public supply.  We're developing agricultural

22  projections.  We're looking at industrial energy

23  and commercial demands.

24            Sometimes there's data, good data on

25  this, sometimes not.  For now we can assume some
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� 1  fairly flat patterns, but then test the

 2  sensitivity of our results to those assumptions.

 3  What if we assume a 10 percent growth over a

 4  certain period?  A lot of what-if capability as we

 5  move forward.

 6            And all of that together goes into what

 7  I was talking about, the supply demand gap

 8  analysis.  Do we know how much water is available?

 9  Do we know how much water is being demanded?  And

10  that demand is not just reflective of current use

11  patterns.  It will reflect ecological demands, how

12  much water needs to stay in the streams.  That's a

13  use.  That's a demand.

14            How much water could be consumed by

15  registered diversions?  That's an important

16  question.  We need to have our minds wrapped

17  around that.  How much water availability could

18  change as a function of climate change?  We need

19  to understand that.  Okay?

20            So the key technical output from phase

21  one will be this supply demand gap analysis.  Will

22  we be able answer those questions in a very good

23  understanding of where the pressures are in the

24  State where there are opportunities to

25  regionalize, opportunities to supply some surplus
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� 1  water, where the different options start to fit

 2  best?

 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  Kirk, can I ask you

 4  a question?

 5                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Of course.

 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  So the recently

 7  published draft WUCC assessments that are out for

 8  all three WUCC areas, are they helpful to you at

 9  all?

10                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  They are.  There's

11  some good data in there that hadn't been available

12  previously.  They're helpful.  They are helpful to

13  us in understanding some of the physical nature of

14  the supply systems and the regulatory environment

15  that they work in.

16                 As you know, there is still some

17  information that we're trying to collect from that

18  process, and we'll work with you to try to make

19  that happen.

20                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.

21                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  But they are

22  helpful and I hope that with that last bit of

23  information they can be really extremely helpful,

24  yes.

25                 ELAINE SISTARE:  So as Kirk just
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 2  completed and sort of agreed upon as part of

 3  workshop number one, we do have five additional

 4  workshops between phase one and two of the state

 5  water plan.  So to try to get some dates out there

 6  early so that folks can plan their schedules and

 7  hopefully, you know, allot time, we are looking at

 8  workshops numbers two through six.

 9                 And the topics associated with them

10  per our original scope really is number two,

11  refinement of the water management options;

12  number three, policies and pathways; number four,

13  paths forward and decision framework.

14                 Number three and four both are

15  taken from pieces of workshop number two, where we

16  in workshop number two will be splitting, sort of,

17  can we find pathways forward, or do we need a

18  framework for how we can move?  And then workshop

19  five we've got draft policy recommendations, and

20  finally workshop six, finalize the plan

21  recommendations.

22                 Our proposed dates we are proposing

23  all to be complete by the end of April with the

24  next one coming up.  We're proposing November 3rd.

25  We are, you know, looking for feedback and


                            25
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 2  also.

 3                 And then skipping over the holidays

 4  and having the workshop number three in January,

 5  and then workshops number four and five both in

 6  February, workshop six late April after we do have

 7  a draft plan under review.

 8                 We've split the times.  We've kept

 9  a four-hour length, which I think worked well with

10  workshop number one.  We have proposed, sort of,

11  flopping back and forth between afternoon sessions

12  and morning sessions.

13                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I can tell you

14  the third is definitely out for two of us, so we

15  might have to work around that.

16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  We'll refine that.

17                 The two goals we were trying to

18  keep as simple, and we start with the first

19  Thursday of each month because that worked here in

20  October.  It didn't quite fit with the expected

21  progress of the work needed to support them, and

22  so we skipped one in December, put two in

23  February, partly because the two in February are

24  very related.

25                 That's when we take all of those
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 2  bins.  These are the options that we think we can

 3  drive through to the regulatory recommendation or

 4  legislative recommendations.  And these are the

 5  ones that need a decision framework, and we deal

 6  with those separately in two different workshops.

 7  If those workshops are fairly close together it

 8  probably makes a lot of sense.

 9                 Okay.  So it sounds like

10  November 3rd is not good.  May I ask, does

11  November 10th work, because that actually works

12  perhaps even a little bit better for us?

13                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think it does

14  for me.

15                 LORI MATHIEU:  Is that a Thursday?

16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  It is.

17                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think that

18  will work.  We have the next day off.

19                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Would you rather

20  have it in the morning on the 10th?

21                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.

22                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Just for kicks,

23  does the 11th work?

24                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  No, that's the

25  holiday.
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 2                 MARGARET MINER:  So it is?

 3                 ELAINE SISTARE:  It looks like

 4  workshop number two is tentatively set and we will

 5  announce that through the Water Planning Council,

 6  and announce the date.  But Thursday,

 7  November 10th, and we would have being in the

 8  morning.

 9                 Location?  We hope that CCSU can

10  accommodate us again.  I think the location worked

11  well for workshop number one, but again, we will

12  finalize that also.

13                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Well, make sure

14  you reach out to them quickly on that November

15  workshop, because that's coming up soon.

16                 January, I don't think that will be

17  a problem, I suspect.  The students will still be

18  out.

19                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  Well, I'm

20  glad to.  You know, I think we saw September 29th,

21  while ultimately it worked, there was a lot of

22  back and forth.  So we'd rather get these on the

23  calendar and have them sent.

24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, that's a

25  great idea.
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� 1                 ELAINE SISTARE:  A little less

 2  structured as far as, you know, attendees and all

 3  participants and decision making, but still I

 4  think we wanted to prioritize trying to getting

 5  those dates set, too.

 6                 At the workshop we included October

 7  25th, 26th, 27th as potential dates for the

 8  phase-one public meetings.  These are meant to

 9  have the same information shared in each of those

10  meetings.  They would just be located in the

11  western, central and eastern portions of the

12  state.

13                 There was some discussion about

14  whether we could do some kind of webinar or live

15  steam of those meetings, and we're hoping to try

16  to coordinate with NEIWPCC or others to try to

17  accommodate that if possible.

18                 And then we do not have dates yet

19  scheduled for the phase-two public meetings.  They

20  will be coordinated slightly differently in that

21  we would base them following certain deliverables

22  as part of phase two.

23                 So as you can see, we're thinking

24  of having the first one late January after we've

25  already done workshops number two and three, the
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 2  February after workshops four and five have

 3  already been completed.  And then a final public

 4  meeting in early April prior to any plan

 5  recommendations.  And for those phase-two/three

 6  public meetings we're thinking that locations may

 7  in fact be, you know, in a central portion of the

 8  state.

 9                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And as Elaine said,

10  those will be different themes in each one.  We

11  tried to coordinate those with the workshops.  We

12  need to set the workshop dates first before we can

13  establish some dates of those.

14                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And Kirk, if you

15  can give me some ideas about where you want each

16  one to be, we can probably find state facilities

17  that would be available with no rental fees.

18  Whether we use community colleges or other state

19  facilities, if we plan this out far enough in

20  advance we can line those up.

21                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  So speaking about

22  far enough in advance, how about the three that

23  we're proposing for later this month?  Is that the

24  type of thing that you can provide some assistance

25  with in terms of venues?
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 2                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That would be

 3  great.

 4                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I mean, my short

 5  answer for your one for the middle of the state is

 6  you might want to touch base with CCSU again.

 7                 ELAINE SISTARE:  And I guess I

 8  maybe didn't note that, you know, we also talked

 9  about times, but as you can see at least for phase

10  one we've got evening for the 25th and 27th.  And

11  then early afternoon for the 26th trying to

12  accommodate, hopefully, the majority of schedules

13  and availabilities.

14                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  We're trying to

15  minimize travel times for people, but

16  understanding that, you know, if they simply can't

17  make an evening then the one probably in the

18  central would probably be the one to schedule in

19  the afternoon, and vice versa.  We'll try to make

20  it as accessible as possible to everybody.

21                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And if you can do

22  the live streaming that would be great.

23                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Right.  So we will

24  work with Mike on seeing what options are be

25  available.
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 2  slide I wanted to go over before handing it back

 3  to Kirk for final reflection, is communications.

 4  We talked a lot about getting the word out about

 5  this effort and about the state water plan.

 6                 We're going to be -- we have been

 7  accumulating a list of different components that

 8  fall under each of these categories or bullets

 9  that I've shown on this slide.  Water utilities,

10  customers, key elected officials, CEOs, state

11  agencies, and then municipal/regional agencies,

12  environmental groups, and then community

13  organizations and other stakeholders.

14                 But we will be looking for

15  assistance in perhaps, you know, persons

16  identified that can take each of these categories

17  perhaps through the Steering Committee in other

18  components.  So we will distribute and hopefully

19  get some feedback and full responsibilities

20  assigned.

21                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Or we could even

22  ask if there are some volunteers today who would

23  be willing to sign up to be liaisons between these

24  groups to help advertise meetings that are now

25  coming up in three weeks.  It's a very short
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 2                 We talked about some different ways

 3  that we could broadcast this, get the word out

 4  during the workshop.  I think it starts with

 5  reaching out to these groups.

 6                 And if we can get some people to

 7  volunteer -- it doesn't have to be during this

 8  meeting, but maybe working some e-mails through

 9  Dave or Jack to let us know if you'd be willing to

10  be the one to help get the word out to these

11  different groups either through e-mail lists,

12  distribution lists, mailing lists, whatever the

13  case may be, that would be tremendously helpful.

14                 LORI MATHIEU:  How do you plan to

15  advertise this?

16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  We will provide

17  probably a package for people to send out that

18  will include a fact sheet, that will include an

19  agenda for the public meetings, what we hope to

20  get out of it, what opportunities there will be

21  for people to speak.  So --

22                 JANE CERASO:  Excuse me, Kirk, this

23  is Jane and Mike at NEIWPCC.  We're having a hard

24  time hearing you.  Can you guys talk closer to the

25  microphone?
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 2  better?

 3                 JANE CERASO:  Much better.  Thank

 4  you.

 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yeah, you've

 6  got to speak right into these microphones.

 7                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Okay.  Sorry, guys.

 8                 But we will provide a package of

 9  information about what the plan is and what the

10  public meeting would you, and then ask the people

11  through e-mail lists and contacts and help get

12  that out, or take it to public libraries and post

13  it and things like that.

14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And I had said

15  at the retreat we had that I could hopefully get

16  somebody, that the governor himself, the

17  lieutenant governor, somebody to really kick it

18  off.  And that's where it would be important that

19  we get that packet.

20                 There's all the news media that

21  comes to that.  You know, Nick and I will work on

22  that to get something set up ASAP, given the

23  Governor's schedule.

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  And should there be

25  an announcement made from the Water Planning
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� 1  Council that could be used to help promote this?

 2  It would kind of be the cover letter for the

 3  package of information, for something that would

 4  come from, you know, you would sign off on.

 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  On behalf of

 6  the Council?  Sure.

 7                 LORI MATHIEU:  I think a letter

 8  that could be used to transmit to all of these

 9  parties, this is a cover letter of the agenda and

10  all the package of information.

11                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That would be good.

12  I would also ask, too, if one or all of you would

13  be willing to speak at these public meetings?

14  Maybe it could be a different person at each one,

15  but I think it would be much more effective

16  hearing some of the goals and objectives from you

17  than from us.

18                 And we'll certainly organize and

19  coordinate and take a lead role in facilitating

20  these meetings and speak and present progress, and

21  that sort of thing, discuss the process, but I

22  think if they could hear, the public could hear

23  directly from you on your perceived value of this

24  plan and the process itself, that would be great.

25  That would be great.  So that may be sort of an
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 2                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, I think we

 3  all will definitely try to be there.  That's for

 4  sure.

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  Do you have an idea

 6  of what the agenda would be?

 7                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  My sense -- I'm

 8  kind of going off the top of my head here, but I

 9  have been thinking about it.  I think what we will

10  probably do is -- we talked a little bit about

11  this with Sue last week -- is probably spend half

12  an hour up front providing some overview of the

13  process and the plan objectives and offer some

14  speaking time to you as a planning council.

15                 We could explain the process

16  itself, how it's relevant to other state plans,

17  how it fits into other Connecticut initiatives and

18  that sort of thing.  And then probably provide an

19  hour for questions and answers and talk a little

20  bit about, sort of like what we did with the

21  public comments at the workshop.  But provide

22  answers as well and have time to do that during

23  the workshop, but this would be give-and-take.

24                 We can provide answers to those

25  questions, certainly collect the input, questions,
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� 1  comments they have.  And then spend probably the

 2  last half hour looking forward on what will be the

 3  next workshops.  What will be the next steps in

 4  the process?  When will the next public meetings

 5  be?  What can you do in the meantime, just in

 6  educating?

 7                 So a little bit upfront about what

 8  the whole thing is all about, a good chunk of time

 9  for some give-and-take and then a way to look

10  forward at the end.

11                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Sounds good,

12  very good.

13                 Yes, Virginia?

14                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Kirk, I have a

15  question about the public meetings in phase two.

16  They are different times focusing on different

17  aspects of the plan.  Are there three at each of

18  those three times, in different regional areas?

19  Or is it just one?

20                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  It would be just

21  one.  And we'd have to talk about, you know,

22  whether we tried to centralize those and make them

23  accessible to people, or if we wanted to blend

24  geographic distribution with thematic

25  distribution.  So we haven't worked that out yet.
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 2  ideas on that.

 3                 But the scope allows us to do three

 4  public meetings in the second phase and we felt it

 5  was better to distribute those over themes than to

 6  just do three of the same thing.  I think in the

 7  first phase it's appropriate because we took, you

 8  know, three months almost to get some momentum,

 9  get started and have the information to share.

10                 But in the second phase it will be

11  important, I think.  There's so many important

12  decisions along the way to have the public

13  involved in those decision, each one, rather than

14  just at the beginning or just at the end or just

15  in the middle.  So the question is how to

16  distribute those geographically, we'll have to

17  talk about it to figure that out.

18                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Kirk, can you

19  take us back to slide five, which is the soundbite

20  slide?

21                 ELAINE SISTARE:  We've got one more

22  slide.  I don't know whether we should go through

23  that.

24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  No, the last one is

25  just my kind of reflecting.  So we'll go back
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 2                 This one?

 3                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  So how do you

 4  plan on using those?  I think before they get used

 5  they probably need a little bit more vetting.  I

 6  don't see all of them as directly on target for

 7  the discussion.  So what's your thought process on

 8  further vetting?

 9                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  So the thought

10  process is, we would deliver this to you.  It

11  would be our deliverable from the workshop to the

12  Planning Council and the Steering Committee and

13  the stakeholders.  You would have an opportunity

14  to comment on it.

15                 You know as I said, this was our

16  attempt to assimilate all of the feedback we got

17  during the workshop, but we decided not to spend

18  time during the workshop wordsmithing because we

19  wanted to be effective.  But you will have an

20  opportunity absolutely to go through and vet this,

21  provide some clarifications and comments of

22  anything that we may have missed or misstated.

23                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Thank you.

24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Okay.  Sue has

25  taken some time and drafted up a communications
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 2  week.  And again, we'll be looking for your help

 3  in looking for some volunteers to take on the lead

 4  of coordinating with organizations.

 5                 I think CWWA will probably be

 6  active in this.  We've been in some contact with

 7  them, but you know, Margaret, that may be the kind

 8  of thing you could help with a lot.

 9                 MARGARET MINER:  I think everyone

10  on the advisory group has agreed we'll help you as

11  much as we can with all of our lists.

12                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Good.  Thank you.

13                 I say every once in a while, this

14  has been an intense few months.  We've done a lot

15  of work.  Got to meet a lot of people.  I've

16  gotten a good understanding, I think, of how the

17  different committees work and what the roles and

18  responsibilities are.  I think hopefully you've

19  gotten to know us a little bit, and what we bring

20  to the process and what our quirks are.

21                 It's been a good few months, and so

22  every once in a while I like to pause and sit back

23  and ask, are we moving down the right track?

24  Okay.  So I was up the other night thinking about

25  that and I just wanted to share some of my
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 2  everything that's going on I'm seeing some very

 3  positive things, and I wanted to share that.

 4                 I was really impressed at the

 5  ability of such a broad group of stakeholders to

 6  reach consensus on objectives.  I've seen that

 7  stretch out over months, and it's why we didn't

 8  spend time wordsmithing.  We wanted to really get

 9  the themes right.  But I was impressed at the

10  group's ability to do that, and at the group's

11  ability to agree on what water management options

12  should be addressed by the plan.

13                 And I know here we have a little

14  background.  We've been studying these things for

15  months, years.  So a lot of the decisions were

16  somewhat perfunctory, but not all of them.  And I

17  was impressed with the group's ability to come to

18  consensus.

19                 It's not always going to be that

20  easy.  And as we move ahead, as we look into the

21  next few workshops which we'll be making some more

22  difficult decisions, they get progressively more

23  difficult and a bit little more substantive and

24  final as we move forward.  I want to offer some

25  thoughts from my experience in statewide plans and
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� 1  in large regional plans that may be helpful.

 2                 I believe that this group can see

 3  the value of progress in leu of perfection, that a

 4  large plan like this is not going to be perfect.

 5  It's not going to satisfy every need of every

 6  person of every constituency.

 7                 But we hope that as we saw

 8  demonstrated in the workshop that the ability of

 9  the group to compromise in the interests of moving

10  forward and making progress in advancing every

11  issue further than it is right now will continue

12  to be evident, because I've seen that happen.

13                 The word "compromise," it has such

14  a negative connotation that it's used to mean

15  failure in some cases.  You compromised on that

16  decision.  That to me is a good thing, and I think

17  it's a necessary component in statewide planning.

18                 And I think that the discussion

19  that we had last Thursday gives me some comfort

20  that we can achieve that and basically take each

21  option, and moving forward, show progress on each

22  one even if it may be perfect for everybody.  Each

23  one will be further along than it is today.

24                 The other thing that struck me is

25  that just as the soundbite that we tried to
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� 1  capture, the overall goal of the plan is to

 2  balance the water and its use and need for all.  I

 3  think part of an effective plan process is

 4  balancing everybody's comfort level with the

 5  process.  And I know that there are various levels

 6  of comfort and discomfort with how information is

 7  shared and when information is shared.  And

 8  there's no perfect answer for that either, and I

 9  think that will involve some compromise.

10                 And what, you know, what I posed as

11  a challenge to the Council is to arrange among

12  yourselves a process for making those decisions.

13  When does information become public?  When are you

14  comfortable enough with information that it's been

15  reviewed, that it's imperfect, but not wrong?  And

16  there's a big difference there.  And when is it

17  appropriate to share with the public and really

18  include the citizens of Connecticut in this

19  planning process?

20                 What we've proposed is a process

21  that all deliverables through NEIWPCC would be

22  distributed for review.  There would be a two-week

23  review period with the committees.  We incorporate

24  those comments, log all of those comments, keep

25  them for the record and deliver it back to you as
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 2  out for broader consumption.  Okay?  It's a

 3  question of balancing comfort level and it's not

 4  always easy.

 5                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Kirk, I have a

 6  question.  A couple of us have been discussing the

 7  schedule for the white papers going out.

 8                 And in view of the fact that

 9  obviously you want to send out the most accurate

10  information, I think it would be helpful if before

11  you did the broad distribution to the Steering

12  Committee, that you might want to reserve a day or

13  two and try to get it past the four agencies.

14  That way we can correct any inaccuracies or clear

15  up any ambiguities or highlight any issues before

16  you send it out to everybody else.

17                 Because otherwise we're placed in a

18  position where we're commenting along with

19  everyone else, and we may be making more technical

20  comments than the people who are reporting on it,

21  not to mention the fact that if we could

22  straighten it out in consistency beforehand,

23  that solves you a lot of comment reading.

24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  People will still

25  find things to comment on it.  I can guarantee
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 2                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But at least you

 3  won't see redundancy.

 4                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I appreciate that.

 5  I think that's a great idea.  And Elaine has

 6  actually taken it upon herself to draft up this

 7  review process.

 8                 We'd like to codify it, get it in

 9  writing so that everybody is comfortable with it.

10  There will be a lot of deliverable in phase two

11  coming a lot more rapidly than you see right now.

12  And this has been the practice, this first round.

13  But that's a good refinement, I think, and we'll

14  definitely incorporate that, that thought.

15                 And then the last thought I had

16  is --

17                 LORI MATHIEU:  So just a question.

18  So I like your point.  How does that interact with

19  the schedule with the public meetings for the end

20  of October and your schedule now?  I'm trying to

21  make sure I have a few days to review them before,

22  because your idea was to release these in draft

23  form to the public before the 25th.

24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Only at your

25  discretion.  So our objective right now is to get
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 2  and hopefully a little earlier than that.  We're

 3  trying to get them done internally before that.

 4                 And once we're satisfied with them

 5  we'll get them back into your hands before the end

 6  of next week, which is the 14th.  And so there

 7  will be approximately ten days before the public

 8  meetings for you to review and decide if you're

 9  comfortable posting them publicly.

10                 LORI MATHIEU:  Is it fair to say

11  that not everyone in the white papers is created

12  equal?

13                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Created or graded?

14                 LORI MATHIEU:  Created.

15                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think it's fair

16  to say that the subject matter of each of the

17  white papers has a different impact.

18                 And in terms of being created

19  equal, the goal as a consultant that we had was to

20  provide as much factual information as we could in

21  the white papers without bias.  And I think some

22  of the comments we've gotten back are that there

23  are different ways to interpret some of the things

24  that have been said, and we can work on correcting

25  that.
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 2  all read equally.  In that sense they should read

 3  as if they are factual reports and not editorials

 4  or opinion or position papers.  But I think that

 5  the subject matter within them varies in its level

 6  of, you know, controversy really.

 7                 LORI MATHIEU:  And I talked about

 8  this last time, the task 1B-4, the white paper

 9  conflicts and challenges.  That could be written

10  by my department in a very different tone

11  versus -- so again, you could write it very

12  differently.  It depends on your point of view.

13                 It depends upon your biases and

14  your agenda and your mission and what your agency

15  goals are.  So to me, this one -- out of the other

16  ones, the other ones are pretty much okay.  It is

17  what it is.  Right?  It's factual.

18                 This one is not -- I don't think

19  it's meant to be factual at all.  It probably

20  doesn't, in my opinion -- is that something that

21  should be published to the public until we have a

22  lot more time to vet?

23                 And I talked to Bob Moore.  I don't

24  know if Bob is here, but I talked to Bob Moore

25  after the retreat, which was just last week.
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 2  Thursday.

 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  It was just last

 4  week.  So I talked to him and he thought at the

 5  next policy meeting, which is the 14th, I think,

 6  that it would be great to just start working on

 7  this.

 8                 So in my opinion, my opinion is I

 9  think this is too early to release to the public

10  for those meetings on the 25th, 26th, 27th,

11  because there's so much more discussion.  And Bob,

12  you know, I wish he was here, but Bob agreed that

13  it should be taken up there and hashed out.  And

14  let's make sure it's fully vetted and it really

15  is -- it gets everybody's opinions in there, and

16  that's just my thought on that.

17                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  So just to verify

18  for the policy subcommittee meeting, which is a

19  week from Thursday, I think Bob's intent was to

20  talk about conflicts and challenges.  I don't

21  think it was to specifically start with the white

22  paper.

23                 I think it was to start with a list

24  and have a policy discussion, and the policy group

25  have a discussion about those things.  So I don't


                            48
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 2  I don't think that was the intent based on the

 3  agenda I had seen.

 4                 LORI MATHIEU:  Because I was

 5  talking to Bob, so my interpretation of what the

 6  discussion was is that in my intent of what I said

 7  to him was that I wanted to talk about this paper,

 8  and that's why I even brought it up.  That's why I

 9  brought it up the last time.

10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think that if

11  we have issues with -- if a member has issues with

12  a particular paper, we pull the paper.

13                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I'm not

14  comfortable at this point letting this go to the

15  public in the way it's written.

16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, we won't

17  let it go to the public until you're comfortable

18  with it, or we won't put it out to the public.

19                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that's fine.

20  We wouldn't advocate --

21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I mean, the

22  public, I can't imagine before people come to

23  these hearings -- or I call them hearings, because

24  that's what I do -- they're going to read all

25  these white papers.  I just can't imagine.
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 2  to what we have to say.

 3                 That being said, I don't want

 4  members of this Council feeling uncomfortable with

 5  anything that's going out that they don't feel

 6  comfortable with.

 7                 LORI MATHIEU:  The other three, to

 8  be clear, the other three, I have my comments.

 9  I'm sure everybody else has, but those were more

10  factual.

11                 This, this is meant to be -- what

12  are the conflicts?  You know, you go right after

13  home rule.  You go right at class B.  You go right

14  at it.

15                 I mean, I could write this a whole

16  different way.  I could write a paper about class

17  A water and how wonderful it's been.  I could

18  write the fact that we have home rule and it's a

19  good thing for Connecticut.  I mean, you could

20  spin it many different ways and I think it would

21  be just good that we get all the people in the

22  room that want to hash it out an opportunity to

23  talk it through.

24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And I'm fascinated

25  by those comments, because as we wrote it we
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 2  really didn't try to offer opinions.  And maybe --

 3  one of the problems I had when we were working on

 4  it was the title itself, conflicts and challenges.

 5                 We tried to write it not so much in

 6  the sense of conflicts, but in the sense of

 7  challenges.  That each one of these things, well,

 8  yes, it has provided Connecticut with clean water

 9  for years and years on end.  It will produce some

10  challenges moving forward.

11                 You know, the restrictions on class

12  B, just to use an example, restrictions on class B

13  water has been a wonderful thing for the State for

14  many reasons, but it's going to pose some

15  challenges moving forward.  And that's the kind of

16  thing that we were trying to draw out, not

17  necessarily pose it as a conflict because that's

18  where opinions and biases do work their way in,

19  but we cast it as a challenge, just as anything

20  else.

21                 The home rule, again it's the way

22  things work in New England.  There are many

23  benefits to that, but moving forward it will pose

24  some challenges.  And so maybe even reframing the

25  paper to even remove the word "conflict" and cast
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 2  challenges moving forward.  I think it may be a

 3  more agreeable platform to post things as facts

 4  and not as opinions, because maybe we can talk

 5  about that as an option.

 6                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And just so you

 7  know, Kirk, Connecticut is the only State in the

 8  nation that has a constitutional provision

 9  guaranteeing home rule.

10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Betsy, do you

11  have any comments?

12                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  So we'll take that

13  off the list of options.

14                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  I think that the

15  thing is what you've identified as the list of

16  things that are intentional with one another, and

17  they're intentional with one another for good

18  reason.  I think the question is how we want to

19  weigh those and balance those.

20                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.

21                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that's the

22  challenge.  And I think even the word "conflict"

23  itself as the title casts a negative tone.

24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Immediately red

25  flags go up.
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 2  something that we can maybe do.

 3                 One more quick thought on the whole

 4  thing.  I've heard some feedback from folks that

 5  there is angst within the State that you're doing

 6  this in 2016, and a lot of states did their plans

 7  in 1990 and 1995, and so forth.  And there's some

 8  concern that Connecticut is behind in the game.

 9                 But I look at it very differently.

10  A lot of western states, yes, have been working on

11  state water plans for 20 years, but they've been

12  water scarce or 80 years.  And you, I think, as a

13  State are doing this preemptively.

14                 A lot of the challenges that we're

15  projecting in this paper are not challenges that

16  exist today, but they are challenges that will

17  exist 20, or 30, or 40 years from now.  And so I

18  see this plan being done by Connecticut at the

19  right time, not too early and not too late.

20                 And in that sense you're ahead of

21  most states who wait too long to do it.  So I

22  wanted to complement you on that and just offer

23  that as a wrapup of my reflections on where we

24  are.

25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, we'll
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 2  you.

 3                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Just building on

 4  the policy subcommittee meeting a week from

 5  Thursday, because this is going to be one of the

 6  primary topics, Bob thought we might need a bigger

 7  room.  So MDC has very generously offered that we

 8  can do it at their training session on Maxim Road

 9  in Hartford.  So for those of you attending I will

10  send out a notice, but it's one o'clock a week

11  from Thursday at MDC's training facility Hartford.

12                 MARGARET MINER:  Where?

13                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  MDC's training

14  facility, Hartford.  What is the address?

15                 DAVID RADKA:  125 Maxim Road.

16                 MARGARET MINER:  So that's the

17  policy meeting next Thursday?

18                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Correct.

19                 MARGARET MINER:  It's going to be

20  at the MDC training center?

21                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Correct.

22                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I unfortunately

23  cannot be at that meeting.  I'll be out of state.

24  It had gotten on my calendar as Friday the 14th,

25  unfortunately.  But Elaine will be there.  Dave,
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 2  I don't mean to put you on the spot, but I'm

 3  putting you on the spot.  You'll work on it?

 4  Okay.  But Elaine will certainly be there, and so

 5  we'll have representatives at the meeting.

 6                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Thank

 7  you so much.

 8                 CHRIS CLARK:  A question?

 9                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes?

10                 CHRIS CLARK:  Just out of

11  curiosity, when will the papers start to discuss

12  the economic impacts of the implementation of some

13  of these concepts?  I think they're going to be

14  significant in many cases.

15                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a specific

16  scope item for us in phase two of the work, where

17  we start to look at how some of the options for

18  water management get implemented.  What are the

19  impacts of those?  That is, we'll be producing

20  white papers on that in the next phase of work.

21                 But it's difficult to do that

22  without understanding the potential scope and

23  magnitude of problems, which is what all the

24  analytical work in phase one is leading to.  So

25  once we understand where the future problems are,
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 2  they're likely to be, then can we really address

 3  the potential economic impacts on how different

 4  management alternatives would affect them.

 5                 CHRIS CLARK:  I'm just concerned

 6  that later in the process, you know, people will

 7  be formulating opinions, not understanding what

 8  the impact is going to be.

 9                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  We will take that

10  into account.

11                 MARTHA SMITH:  Martha Smith.  Just

12  logistically for some of the meetings that you're

13  looking forward to in January and February, you

14  might want to have an alternative date kind of in

15  your back pocket because of weather.

16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  This is New

17  England.  That's right.

18                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  You're thinking the

19  drought might be over by then?

20                 MARTHA SMITH:  Well, I think so.

21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Any

22  other questions?

23                 (No response.)

24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very

25  much.  We appreciate your presentation.
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 2  report.  Gil Bligh and Jim Ericson are here, and

 3  also we're going to hear from Kirk Wagner from

 4  CEQ -- Karl Wagner, sorry.

 5                 KARL WAGNER:  Good afternoon.  Karl

 6  Wagner.  I'm the Executive Director of the Council

 7  on Environmental Quality, and I really came today

 8  to answer questions, if you had any, but I did

 9  send you a short note on Friday to bring you up to

10  date.

11                 And I'll summarize that by saying,

12  in August our council had some misgivings about

13  the scope of study.  Councilmembers perceived some

14  inadequacies in it.  They decided that CEQ staff

15  should meet with consultants and they would

16  then -- there would probably be revisions and then

17  that would be discussed in some detail at the

18  council's October meeting.

19                 And we did meet with Lenard

20  Engineering, one of the sub consultants earlier in

21  September.  And by our account and their account

22  it was a productive meeting.  We exchanged a lot

23  of information.  Lenard Engineering revised the

24  scope of study.  I think that the date is

25  September 7th, and I distributed that to our
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 2                 Our Council discussed it briefly at

 3  its September 21st meeting, but didn't make any

 4  decisions.  Individual councilmembers expressed,

 5  you know, different points, but no decisions were

 6  made and no votes were taken.  And so coming up in

 7  the October meeting, the date of which is

 8  October 19th, the council will discuss it in more

 9  detail.

10                 And if it concludes there are some

11  short, you know, changes needed or perceived

12  shortfalls, whatever, that will be communicated to

13  Lenard Engineering.  Jim Ericson of Lenard was at

14  our September meeting and he heard what the

15  councilmembers had to say.  Some members of the

16  public also spoke at that meeting.

17                 And our council chair gave our

18  councilmembers until Monday to submit any

19  additional comments to me.  And the members of the

20  public also submitted some comments, and we got

21  quite a few detailed comments.  And I'll be

22  summarizing those, sending them all to our members

23  in advance of the October 19th meeting, and that's

24  where we stand.

25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you,


                            58
� 1  Karl.  Any questions for Karl?  Appreciate you

 2  coming today.

 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  Karl, are there

 4  still substantial concerns?

 5                 KARL WAGNER:  I would say it's fair

 6  to say some individual members have some

 7  substantial concerns.  And I don't know if

 8  Mr. Ericson is planning to go into the changes

 9  that were made -- in my mind, without the vote of

10  the council behind me here -- in my mind

11  significant change is the length of time for the

12  proposed study, instead of a very short study.

13                 It's now an almost year-long

14  multi-season study for the ecological impacts.

15  It's now proposed to go through next spring and

16  not be completed until June, which is a big, big

17  change.  And for the people who are concerned

18  about, you know, the analysis of ecological

19  impacts, that's a big improvement.

20                 But there are a couple of things

21  that people thought should still be in there that

22  have potential effects on historical or other

23  cultural resources.  I have a list, but they

24  basically fall into things that I think are

25  intended to be studied in the scope, water
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 2  aren't directly related to that, such as the

 3  effects of blasting and turbidity and so forth.

 4                 In fact, since you asked I'll just

 5  make sure that covers it.  We received some

 6  detailed comments from highly qualified members of

 7  the public on some of the ecological

 8  considerations, such as invertebrates and rare

 9  species and ecological communities.  And I'll be

10  forwarding all those to the CEQ members.

11                 And there were some comments

12  about -- oh, yeah.  Not that it's not intended to

13  be in there, but people did wonder if the study is

14  going to review the current system, and whether or

15  not the New Britain system is efficient, and

16  whether the same amount of water could be obtained

17  through efficiency improvements.

18                 And also, discussion of

19  alternatives was on the minds of several people

20  who submitted comments.

21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions

22  for Karl?

23                 (No response.)

24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.

25  Appreciate you being here.
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 2  if you have any more questions.

 3                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Gil and Jim?

 4                 GIL BLIGH:  Okay.  And the City

 5  thanks all the parties involved for constructive

 6  conversations that have occurred over the last few

 7  weeks.  So we were pleased that the work on the

 8  environmental study is continuing.  Jim Ericson is

 9  here to present the City of New Britain's periodic

10  update on the environmental study that's being

11  conducted as part of Public Act 16-61.

12                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.

13                 JAMES ERICKSON:  Thank you, Gil.

14  And good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.

15                 Once again, my name is Jim Ericson.

16  I'm Vice President of Lenard Engineering.  One of

17  my partners, Mark Temple was here at the previous

18  meeting filling in for me while I was at a lake in

19  New Hampshire.  And I'm glad to see the study is

20  moving forward.

21                 And I'm the project manager leading

22  our firm, plus our three forms of experts in their

23  various studies.  We've summarized our work in a

24  letter dated October 4th.  I apologize for that

25  late date of the letter, but we wanted to get the
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 2  and where we're headed.  I'm not sure if you want

 3  me to read it word for word, but --

 4                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If you could

 5  summarize it?

 6                 JAMES ERICSON:  I could summarize

 7  it.  That might be best.

 8                 Pretty much, as Mr. Wagner said,

 9  we've had a very, very nice relationship with CEQ

10  in the last month, month and a half.  Our ears are

11  wide open.  We're listening to both staff and

12  their members, and the members of the public,

13  their concerns about the scope.

14                 We've made significant changes to

15  the scope, especially in ecological studies.  As

16  Karl mentioned, we've gone from a, say, two-season

17  study to a four-season study from many of the

18  aspects of wetlands, wildlife, forestry aspects.

19  So we have a very nice picture of what is out

20  there today, and what we should be concerned with.

21                 In addition, we are working on a

22  few other odds and ends that were brought up at

23  the last meeting, the mention of air quality

24  impacts and noise.  We're checking with members of

25  our project team who we believe have expertise in
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 2                 Other items to strengthen the

 3  archaeological review of the site, we're going to

 4  be expanding that and presenting that at the CEQ

 5  meeting.  So we're very much -- we would be

 6  foolish not to listen to the agencies that have to

 7  review this and comment on it, because they'll

 8  say, we didn't do our due diligence.

 9                 So we're taking good notes.  We've

10  expanded our scope and we look forward at the 21st

11  to receiving more comments from them, and

12  hopefully revising our scope one final time and

13  proceeding to the next step.

14                 While we were negotiating and

15  adding to our scope we've been proceeding with

16  parts of the study that really were not of any

17  contention, and we have a sort of summary.  As far

18  as mapping, Lenard Engineering has completed both

19  the property boundary maps and topographic maps

20  for both the New Britain property as well as the

21  surrounding parcels.  So mapping is well underway.

22                 For waste bridge pond and raw water

23  transmission mains, once again the project

24  proposes taking excess flows from Copper Mine

25  Brook and flood skimming, using those flows to
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� 1  flood -- to flow to a future storage reservoir on

 2  this parcel.  And to use that reservoir during a

 3  drought to supplement supplies for New Britain and

 4  surrounding communities.

 5                 So we're looking at the source of

 6  the water, the waste bridge pond station, Copper

 7  Mine Brook in detail, studying, and that's well on

 8  its way.

 9                 Safe yield analysis, we're pretty

10  far along with that one.  Once again, using flood

11  skimming and looking at different sized

12  reservoirs.  Right now the city of New Britain,

13  all of their reservoirs have about 2.7 billion

14  gallons of water.  The proposed storage reservoir

15  on this site, we're looking at anywhere between 2

16  to 4 billion gallons.  So we have essentially

17  doubled the size of storage in the New Britain

18  system for that.

19                 So we're looking at different

20  withdrawal rates, pipeline capacity, storage

21  capacity to try to come up with feasible options

22  and quantify how much safe yield we can get out of

23  this scenario, and balancing that safe yield with

24  environmental effects.

25                 As far as private well inventory,
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 2  consultant -- has completed their private well

 3  inventory for the area plus 1500 feet around the

 4  properties.  And they're beginning their other

 5  research as well.

 6                 Their work slowed down a little bit

 7  while we were negotiating the scope, but now that

 8  the scope seems to be coming into focus they're

 9  continuing their work.

10                 As far as wetland ecological

11  studies, environmental planning services, I've

12  been working pretty much nonstop on the project.

13  Both office and field studies, they pretty much

14  finished delineation of wetlands across the site.

15  They're getting its GPS location so we can map

16  them.  They're doing those evaluations now.  So

17  they finished their summer.  They're getting to

18  their fall seasonal review.

19                 And as the executive director

20  mentioned, we're doing more things on forestry and

21  other aspects across the site.  So their scope,

22  not only was wetlands and endangered species, but

23  now has broadened out quite a bit.

24                 And lastly, drinking water

25  evaluations, Tighe & Bond is on board.  They've
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 2  beginning to evaluate that.  We need to really

 3  come up with a final reservoir size and shape

 4  before they can tell us the treatability impacts,

 5  but they've started their work.

 6                 So we are moving along fairly well

 7  with open ears.  We're looking to take all good

 8  suggestions, incorporate them into the scope of

 9  study.  And we're on board to deliver a report

10  probably in the summer of 2017, which will be the

11  comprehensive environmental report I think

12  everyone is looking for, and give all the decision

13  makers a chance to decide, is this a good project,

14  or is it a project too costly to the environment?

15                 So we thank you very much and would

16  be glad to answer any questions.

17                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions

18  for Jim?

19                 LORI MATHIEU:  I guess I've got to

20  ask, if I could.  The Copper Mine Brook is

21  mentioned twice.  There was a concern, there's

22  been concerns here quite a bit of the Copper Mine

23  Brook, and it was dry.  There were pictures shown

24  of it being dry.

25                 When I went out there with Gil and
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� 1  Rob Longo there was water in it at that time.  I

 2  forget when that was.  You know, maybe May or

 3  June.

 4                 GIL BLIGH:  No.  No, we were up

 5  there in December.

 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  I remember it was

 7  horrible.

 8                 GIL BLIGH:  Time flies.

 9                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  It does.  So

10  when I was there I saw water.  But then I've seen

11  subsequent pictures that show it dry again.  So is

12  there water in that stream right now?  I'm just

13  wondering.

14                 JAMES ERICSON:  As of now, probably

15  very little, but if you look at the record, and

16  we're talking the City of Bristol, there's

17  historic flooding.  There's a very flashy stream,

18  flash droughts and flash floods.

19                 And there's an historic flooding

20  problem on Copper Mine from there down to Route 6.

21  And the City has actually proposed to do

22  floodwater storage area to mitigate flooding for

23  that area.  So there are large flooders.

24                 GIL BLIGH:  May I interrupt?  On

25  class-one land, that's where they want to propose
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 2  flood mitigation so that should be considered,

 3  because this is a FEMA study and Dave Murphy has

 4  just agreed to send me the report without me

 5  having to FOI it.

 6                 JAMES ERICSON:  So there is -- the

 7  water rate, that changes drastically, but there

 8  are times of flood and there's times of low flow.

 9  And we're looking to capture those, the flood

10  times to fill the storage reservoir.

11                 LORI MATHIEU:  Are there any other

12  alternatives that you're looking at versus these

13  things to fill that reservoir?  Are there other

14  things you're looking at?

15                 Or should there be other things you

16  should be looking at, such as other sources, other

17  systems, other options, other ways to use this as

18  a drinking water supply source?

19                 Just throwing it out there, because

20  you and I have talked about this, Gill, that you

21  know, putting in other water from other utilities,

22  working together.  Making it, you know, something

23  that is a reservoir that could be used regionally.

24                 GIL BLIGH:  Right.  The Burlington

25  line right now that services the Whitebridge
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 2  the Whigville reservoir that we own and we have, I

 3  don't know, two, two and half -- a thousand acres

 4  up there.  And so they're not differentiating

 5  between that source.

 6                 In their safe yield model, which

 7  they've developed historically and what's been

 8  approved in the water supply plan, we're not

 9  changing the flows out of Wolcott during a

10  drought -- I mean, not Wolcott, Whigville out of

11  drought.

12                 So this is -- basically what he's

13  saying is he's adding to the capacity of Copper

14  Mine what we can do during flood skimming periods,

15  but what we've been drawing historically and

16  what's in our models stays the same.  They haven't

17  changed any of that, if that helps.

18                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  So what you're

19  also saying is then there is no consideration

20  within the study for addressing the streamflow

21  impacts associated with the groundwater

22  withdrawals within Copper Mine?  You're not

23  looking at that from an ecological perspective?

24                 JAMES ERICSON:  Yeah, we're looking

25  at the combined withdrawal from that basin, both
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 2  withdrawal, both groundwater and surface water.

 3                 And there are level A models that

 4  we've completed which show, here's the withdrawal

 5  rate during average conditions.  Here's the

 6  withdrawal rate during 180-day drought, no

 7  rainfall.

 8                 So we have those flow rates, and

 9  those with lower withdrawal rates from the wells

10  which are plugged into this model so that in a

11  period of drought you're pumping a lower amount of

12  water from the wells as predicted in this approved

13  level-A model.  So we are taking into account all

14  the withdrawals in that basin.

15                 GIL BLIGH:  Right.  And that, that

16  was based on an actual pumping test she did in

17  2002 of the well field.  So we, you know, we're

18  basing it on real data that was done recently when

19  we had our 2002 water supply plan.

20                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia?

21                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  This may be a

22  discussion better put in a different context, but

23  would the level-A models for the Bristol system or

24  the New Britain system ever run as the two systems

25  pumping simultaneously?  In other words, modeling
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 2                 JAMES ERICSON:  Yes, they were.

 3                 GIL BLIGH:  That's the only way

 4  that we know.

 5                 And I might add, what we decided to

 6  do is do that because the purpose of level A is to

 7  protect the aquifer.  So you want the cone of

 8  influence to go the furthest so you can protect

 9  the aquifer under the most stressed condition.

10                 So that's why we modeled them

11  simultaneously, not separately.

12                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir?

13  Please state your name.

14                 MARTIN DINEP:  Martin Dinep.  Did

15  you also calculate the amount, what the effect

16  would be if Tilcon stopped pumping out of their

17  two wells which pump out of the aquifer now?

18                 JAMES ERICSON:  That hasn't been

19  taken into account yet.

20                 MARTHA SMITH:  Are you planning to?

21                 JAMES ERICSON:  We were looking at

22  their registered withdrawals and their public

23  records to see what impact that has on the

24  environment.

25                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  My name is Susan
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 2  consideration being given to global climate

 3  change?  This drought has been drastic this year

 4  and we've had droughts for the past few years.

 5                 Given that Copper Mine is dried up

 6  this year and then we had a chemical spill, do you

 7  really think these are viable backups?  I mean,

 8  personally I went up and took pictures of the

 9  reservoir and I have them on my phone.  It's

10  48 percent at level, 50 percent down.  At shuttle

11  Meadow it's shocking.

12                 I don't think that we need another

13  reservoir.  You know, I think a lot of people

14  don't think we need another reservoir.  It's

15  pretty much a corporate profit thing.  And to tear

16  apart that amount of forest land is so

17  irresponsible.  If you turn that area into a

18  desert area, as the presentation we had a couple

19  weeks ago at the library done by Paul Zagorsky and

20  from Lynette, the Connecticut watershed and

21  Robert -- I mean, John Sokolowski, it's pretty

22  obvious that this is not good for our environment.

23  And that's what concerns me, that you guys aren't

24  looking at that.

25                 JAMES ERICSON:  Well, all I can say
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 2  including CEQ and the public.  What we're asking

 3  the commissions to do is to allow us to complete

 4  the study.  And then once the study is done, judge

 5  it on its merits.

 6                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, in 40 years

 7  from now, I mean, you know, we're already having a

 8  water shortage on this planet.  It's pretty

 9  obvious.  How are we going to fill another

10  reservoir, which I think it was Mr. Sawyer who

11  brought it up at the last meeting, the engineer,

12  that there was not going to be any rock left

13  there.

14                 That the plan you put out was a

15  quarry plan, and it wasn't really showing the plan

16  of what was going to hold a reservoir.  There's

17  going to be no rock there left to hold a

18  reservoir.  If in five years from now we are in

19  this 40-year plan, and we're only a thousand-foot

20  buffer zone from Crescent Lake, that's not very

21  long.  That's like from here, like, not even,

22  like, across the street and just a little farther

23  down.

24                 People are already having cracks in

25  their foundation, as we found out at our meeting
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 2  respiratory problems, the settling of their

 3  foundations.  You know, already there's animals

 4  coming out of the forests.  It could only get

 5  worse.  You know, I just think it's just common

 6  sense.

 7                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir.

 8                 RICHARD L. JUDD:  Yes, my name is

 9  Dr. Richard L. Judd.  I was originally trained as

10  a biologist, and with due regard, and I'm also

11  considered a national expert in emergency medical

12  services and I recently retired as president of

13  CCSU.

14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Nice to see

15  you, Doctor.

16                 RICHARD L. JUDD:  Thank you.

17                 My comments for Lenard are asking

18  that the study provide us, provide you and the

19  rest of us with some, what I would call,

20  evidence-based scientifically documented research

21  on what you're suggesting to be done.

22                 And the first thing I want to look

23  for is, the potable water needs of the world is a

24  major problem, as you're all very aware.  I want

25  you to be able to show with some evidence base
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 2  the hole you're going to dig in the ground for

 3  2.4 billion gallons of water?  And I would also

 4  like to know what you're projecting with evidence

 5  on the quality and the potability of that water.

 6                 Secondly, I think your study needs

 7  to be much more emphatic on the demography of the

 8  region which these reservoirs are serving.  What's

 9  happening to all the towns that use the water?

10  Where is the population going?  Where the industry

11  is going, what's the growth going to be?

12                 I think the report is deficient on

13  the species that you're studying, number one.  For

14  example, you're studying -- right now you tell me

15  which species you're going to weigh, but if you've

16  been up in that watershed area there are a lot of

17  species like deer and turkey and other things that

18  live there.

19                 The third thing I want to see is

20  what you will tell me scientifically is going to

21  be based on the degradation of the watershed,

22  which will be irreplaceable down the road.  And

23  there's a lot of current research, ladies and

24  gentlemen, in most of the scientific journals, for

25  example, what conifer trees do with climate change
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 2  like to see that information defined a little bit

 3  more greatly in your study.

 4                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.

 5                 Yes?

 6                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I'll reserve my

 7  comments for the public comment section, but I

 8  think, Gil, will you confirm that New Britain is

 9  in a drought because -- and this hasn't been

10  publicized in August -- no, September meeting of

11  the water commission.

12                 Historically, we're at 72 percent.

13  Last year we were at 67 percent.  This year we're

14  at 52 percent.  And I think under our water alert

15  system if it's a 50 percent drop, it's supposed to

16  be notified, and the public has not been notified

17  at all to do any conservation efforts.  That was a

18  month ago.  My guess is we're below 50 percent at

19  this point in time.

20                 I know Bristol was at 58 percent

21  and they do have a water alert.  And the brook

22  that you're referring to, that is dry.  So I

23  think, you know, when people are making

24  presentations my concern is the public needs to be

25  made aware of a lot more than what the public is
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 2  situation.  But can you confirm that we are in

 3  fact in a water alert, Mr. Bligh?

 4                 GIL BLIGH:  Yes.

 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  That was

 6  easy.  Anything else for these gentlemen, because

 7  we're going to go right into a discussion of a

 8  drought plan, which is very timely.  So anything

 9  else for these gentlemen?  And then we'll have a

10  public comment.

11                 Yes, sir.

12                 TONY MITCHELL:  I'm Tony Mitchell.

13  I'm with Rivers Alliance of Connecticut.  Will

14  your study address replacing the water that won't

15  be available from the watershed while the water

16  construction is going on, assuming that weather,

17  blasting and all that, it digging the rock out,

18  that acreage won't be draining into the reservoirs

19  anymore like it is now?  Will it address where the

20  water to replace that will come from in New

21  Britain?

22                 The second part is in terms of

23  filling the reservoir eventually.  The central

24  WUCC preliminary assessment of the New Britain

25  water company mentions a future possible source of
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� 1  water, a new reservoir in Burlington.  Is that

 2  also in the consideration in order to fill that

 3  reservoir perhaps during flood times?  Or is that

 4  already in?

 5                 Would that already be in the Copper

 6  Mine Brook watershed?  Or does it go into a

 7  watershed which eventually ends up in the

 8  Naugatuck River instead?  Would it be another

 9  major basin?  Basically it's, where is the water

10  going to come while building a reservoir?  And

11  then is New Britain still considering an

12  additional reservoir to be built individually?

13                 GIL BLIGH:  We're not taking any

14  water out of the Naugatuck.  I can guarantee it.

15                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I hope not.

16  That's mine.  That's the valley.

17                 Anything else?

18                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, just following

19  up on Mr. Zagorsky's question, will you be putting

20  a drought constraint on New Britain -- I was just

21  wondering about following up on what Mr. Zagorsky

22  said with our concerns of how low our reservoir is

23  now, and the other towns are being -- having water

24  restrictions.

25                 Is the mayor required to put in, or
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� 1  shouldn't she put in as the mayor, that we should

 2  alert people that we should be watching our water

 3  usage?  I mean, isn't that part of the Town?  Or

 4  is that part of your Council.  I'm new to this.

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  That's a good

 6  question.  So Gil, have you reported to us that

 7  you're in a drought trigger?

 8                 GIL BLIGH:  I sent a letter to you.

 9                 LORI MATHIEU:  How long ago?

10                 GIL BLIGH:  In December of 2015.

11                 LORI MATHIEU:  So it's posted up on

12  our webpage?

13                 GIL BLIGH:  I don't know what you

14  did with it, but we're in the first stage.

15  There's five stages.

16                 LORI MATHIEU:  If I could get the

17  Internet I could show it.

18                 GIL BLIGH:  Right.  But anyways,

19  there's five stages.  We've been in stage one.  We

20  began in December.  We actually went out of stage

21  one and out of the drought alert some time in the

22  spring.  I don't know if it was March.

23                 I didn't send you a letter saying,

24  we're all done, everything is safe, because, you

25  know, it rains and then it gets dry back and
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� 1  forth.  For example, believe it or not in August

 2  we measured, based on our 74-year historic average

 3  rainfall, we measured that August at Shuttle

 4  Meadow Station was average rainfall.  September

 5  was 71 percent below normal, so it fluctuates back

 6  and forth, at least our rainfall records that

 7  we're measuring at the reservoir.

 8                 The stage we're in right now is

 9  still a water supply alert.  The next stage of is,

10  I guess, it's a water supply advisory.  And other

11  than putting out what this lady is asking for,

12  that's when we put the notices in the paper and we

13  ask people to conserve.

14                 But during the water supply alert

15  we're complying with everything in our drought

16  plan and actually we were doing, prior to

17  declaring the water supply alert, we were doing

18  all the activities that are required under that

19  drought plan, which is taking water that's in our

20  auxiliary reservoirs and pumping it up into the

21  distribution reservoirs.

22                 LORI MATHIEU:  So I don't think

23  you're on our webpage.  So you know, and I've been

24  asking utilities, any utilities in the audience,

25  please pay attention to our circular letters and
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 2  you'll be hearing more from us because it is, to

 3  your point, it is very dry and our reservoirs are

 4  dropping quickly.

 5                 And so we need to see more -- we'll

 6  talk more about that later, but we need to see

 7  more information quicker and we need to make sure

 8  we know so that we can publicize that on our

 9  webpage what's going on with all the systems so

10  that people know.

11                 Because, you know, I think some of

12  the things that are going on right now is drought

13  trigger levels for every surface water supply are

14  set too low, because they were set 30 years ago.

15  And they may need to be reviewed, because you're

16  kind of waiting too long to hit that first

17  trigger.  If it doesn't rain it's a concern.

18  So --

19                 GIL BLIGH:  Well, you do realize

20  that New Britain is unique because 5 million

21  gallons a day of supply, our safe yield is from

22  the MDC.

23                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  Everybody

24  has a different situation.  Not everyone is

25  comparable.
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 2  on all these reservoirs.  Five million gallons of

 3  the 17.64 comes from the Metropolitan District,

 4  and because that has a wholesale raw water rate,

 5  that's obviously the one that we hold in reserve.

 6  We don't go out and buy water when we have water

 7  in our reservoirs.

 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  You're making my

 9  next point for me, so it's perfect, actually.

10                 GIL BLIGH:  You're welcome.

11                 LORI MATHIEU:  Reservoir capacity

12  needs to be modified so that we can find a

13  different metric to track, such as days of supply

14  remaining.  Because to your point, you have

15  reserves that can make up the difference versus

16  others that don't.

17                 GIL BLIGH:  Right.

18                 LORI MATHIEU:  So to your point, I

19  think it's well taken.  Everybody needs to know

20  what is my utility -- what's the status?  I think

21  a lot of people are asking those questions these

22  days, and I think it needs to be publicized.

23  Where are they?  What should we be doing?

24                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  On the news, not in

25  the newspaper.  The Herald kind of picks and
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� 1  chooses what it puts in.  I really think it should

 2  be on the news, because a lot of people don't read

 3  the Herald if they're working or whatever, because

 4  it's kind of a biased paper.  But the news, like,

 5  you know, you do, every other town does.

 6                 Thank you.

 7                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Anything else,

 8  because we're going to talk about drought more in

 9  a second here?

10                 (No response.)

11                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you,

12  gentlemen.  I'm sure we'll hear more from you in

13  the future.

14                 Okay.  I'm going to move the

15  drought report and the drought protocol up under

16  our business here.  And Lori, would you give a

17  report on the protocol?

18                 LORI MATHIEU:  On the plan?

19                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Either the plan

20  or Greenwich.  Whatever you want to do first.

21                 LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  Is anyone

22  here from Aquarion?

23                 (No response.)

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  No?  Okay.  Good.

25  Then I can speak freely.  So the last --
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� 1                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You'll be

 2  interested in hearing this is in Southwest

 3  Connecticut where there actually is an emergency

 4  situation down there, and Lori is going to talk

 5  about that.

 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  So on September 28th

 7  Aquarion wrote my, Commissioner Dr. Pino, and ask

 8  for the Commissioner of DPH to declare a public

 9  water supply emergency.  We have done that.  We

10  have met as three agencies, met with Aquarion on

11  the 27th of September, as a matter of fact here,

12  and PURA along with DEEP and ourselves.

13                 We met with their staff and tried

14  to get a handle on exactly what Aquarion would be

15  looking for and what measures they have taken so

16  far, and what they were doing to alleviate the

17  concern and exactly what the concern was.

18                 So the concern for Aquarion, and

19  Aquarion serves many, many towns in the 50 or 60

20  towns in the state of Connecticut, but concern

21  specifically is for demands in Greenwich, Stamford

22  Darien and New Canaan, and for that part of the

23  system of which I call the southwest tail of

24  Connecticut.

25                 So the next day, on the 29th the
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 2  issued an order along with a declaration of

 3  emergency.  That information, if anyone is

 4  interested in seeing the details, it's a five-page

 5  order.  It is up online on the Department of

 6  Public Health's main webpage as well as under the

 7  drinking water sections page so you can read

 8  through the details.

 9                 It's an order that allows for --

10  essentially allows for Aquarion to move more water

11  beyond permitted registrations and permits by

12  DEEP, but allows them only for a temporary manner.

13  And in a 30-day period they can ask for extensions

14  up to 150 days in this emergency that they're

15  under.

16                 The details of those withdrawals

17  and increased withdrawals are itemized within the

18  order itself.  And it's not -- there's an awful

19  lot of reporting requirements within the order.

20  They are, Aquarion is required to report to the

21  State, the agencies, the local health directors of

22  the four towns, and the chief elected officials of

23  the four towns on a weekly basis what exactly is

24  going on.

25                 There is a number of reporting
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 2  Anybody who's very interested in this, certainly

 3  there's a lot of detail involved.  Aquarion does

 4  sell water to three municipalities in New York,

 5  Rye, Rye Brook and Port Chester.

 6                 We've worked with -- I've worked

 7  with my colleague in New York State, of health,

 8  Roger Sokol.  We were on the phone with him a

 9  number of times and they are working with those

10  three towns in New York to work on similar

11  mandatory outdoor water bans.

12                 I will pass this around, just to

13  your point about public information about what's

14  going on.  Aquarion also was mandated to do an

15  extensive communication plan and they worked

16  really hard on that, and are getting the word out.

17  What I'm passing around there I think is a

18  postcard that they'll be sending out.  They're

19  also doing mass media on this, and there's quite a

20  bit of communication going out.

21                 Yesterday I was involved in a

22  meeting in Stamford, a meeting with the mayor of

23  Stamford, the first selectmen from Greenwich, New

24  Canaan and Darien, as well as the health

25  directors, and Aquarion to put our thoughts
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� 1  together, walk through the order and fully

 2  understand what is going to take place and how

 3  it's going to take place.  And then we toured the

 4  reservoir itself, the Putnam Reservoir itself.

 5                 The Putnam Reservoir itself is down

 6  to 22 percent of capacity.  There are temporary

 7  pumps installed there to move water to the

 8  treatment plant, because it's so low.  We had an

 9  opportunity.  The press followed us, so there was

10  a lot of press by Channel 12, which I think is out

11  of New York or out of that area -- or out of

12  Norwalk, as well as the Stamford Advocate and the

13  Greenwich paper.

14                 So there's a lot of press going on

15  out there.  There is a lot of work that Aquarion

16  has to do.  This is to alleviate the storage, the

17  depletion of storage capacity within the

18  reservoirs in Greenwich as well as Stamford, and

19  to move more water down, eventually down the

20  southwest pipeline from the Greater Bridgeport

21  system, which could be a phase-two project.

22                 So this is a first -- if it doesn't

23  rain, there will be another water group that comes

24  along and allows additional authorities to

25  Aquarion, but it would impact more of your system.
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� 1                 So with that?

 2                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions

 3  for Lori?

 4                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I will say that I

 5  am well aware of what's going on with Aquarion,

 6  because that has been publicized heavily in a

 7  number of papers.  And I would say everybody in

 8  the room knows that, and I would like to see all

 9  water assets treated the same way with

10  transparency so the public does know exactly

11  what's going on.  So I appreciate your efforts.

12                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Is Aquarion a

13  private company?

14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, private,

15  investor owned.  And I have to say that I was a

16  small part of this whole process.  And Lori and

17  her staff and Denise Ruzicka who works with Betsy

18  Wingfield did a fantastic job turning this around

19  and turning it around very, very quickly and

20  efficiently, and everybody worked very

21  hand-in-hand together.  It was really great.

22                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  I think that's

23  true.  I think -- and this goes back to something

24  that Lori said earlier.  I think we were surprised

25  when all the sudden we were at this point, rather
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� 1  than sort backing up and preparing to get to this

 2  point in a different way to maybe not need to be

 3  able to respond in the timeframe that we needed

 4  respond to, and with the level of severity.  So I

 5  think we need to go back and look at triggers and

 6  responses and planning.

 7                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I agree.  Okay.

 8  Moving on, are we going to talk about the

 9  statewide?

10                 LORI MATHIEU:  So the state drought

11  plan has been revised.  And Virginia De Lima has

12  done an excellent job in working on that over the

13  years.  And a number of staff from the four

14  agencies have been involved, and actually the six

15  exigencies that are responsible for the state

16  drought plan.

17                 Right now the state drought plan,

18  that is up for sale.  Right Bruce, on Amazon?

19  Right?  If you had $16 you could buy a state

20  drought plan, but I guess anything -- you could

21  publish anything and ask for money.  Right?

22                 But anyway, it's up online on the

23  water status webpage.  You can get that for free,

24  but it's from 2002, I think, Bruce, the original

25  plan, 2002.  So we took an effort to update that
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 2                 So I think what Virginia has

 3  written is very well done.  I think what needs to

 4  happen now is some public comment.  And at the

 5  last meeting we spoke about opening up a docket, I

 6  believe, so that we could get public comment and

 7  get stakeholder input.

 8                 I think to our point in talking

 9  about the trigger levels I would like to see

10  things change.  And I'd like to have the utilities

11  be better connected with the state plan.  Because

12  often we sit in the meetings and Dave is the chair

13  of the group.  And we sit in the meetings and we

14  try to figure out how these seven metrics that we

15  track actually work together, and how it impacts

16  regions in different regions of the state and what

17  we should do.

18                 And I think big parts of what we do

19  today need to be revised, and I would agree with

20  that, but I think there needs to be an opportunity

21  for more public input and comment on the revisions

22  that Virginia has been working on.  Because I'd

23  like to see that input from the water industry,

24  because I didn't want to see a closer tie in.

25                 And I think the metric -- and I
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� 1  would agree with the number of comments, and

 2  Virginia and I have talked about this, about

 3  reservoir capacity being a metric that is good to

 4  have.  We have about 30, 40, 50 years of record in

 5  most cases, but it doesn't tell the whole story of

 6  how much water is left.

 7                 And I think when you think about

 8  what we did the other day with this order, when we

 9  asked Aquarion how much water in Greenwich do you

10  have left, and they said 60 days, I think we were

11  all kind of shocked at that.  That's not that long

12  and if it doesn't rain, you know, they've got a

13  lot of work to do to keep moving water from east

14  to west.

15                 So I think things need to change

16  and I think the stakeholders need to have an

17  opportunity to comment on that, on that most

18  recent revision.

19                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any comments

20  from my colleagues here?

21                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I concur.

22                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Do you agree?

23                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  I agree.

24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You agree.  We

25  will set up a docket, and basically we'll set it
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 2                 Yes, Nick?

 3                 NICK NEELEY:  What Virginia

 4  submitted has been posted in the water plan

 5  docket, so people can simply submit comments under

 6  the plan itself.  I mean, administratively it's

 7  six on one, half a dozen the other.  We can

 8  collect comments either way.  It's really an

 9  administrative vehicle.  Correct?

10                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I think that

11  there's some confusion.  I think people were

12  expecting after the vote we took at our last

13  meeting to have a separate docket for it.  And

14  because of that I believe people have not realized

15  that they could make comments under the state

16  water plan docket.

17                 And the other point is, quite

18  frankly, we established a docket for the New

19  Britain matter, and certainly this affects the

20  whole state.  I think it merits it's own docket.

21                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  And I also think

22  it's distinct from the state water plan.  I mean,

23  it was an effort that was underway much before the

24  state water plan was even --

25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And actually,
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 2  about.  But I think we need to come up with a

 3  schedule just like we would with a docket.  So

 4  people have -- we have to have a cutoff time,

 5  because I'd like to get this voted on by the

 6  Council.

 7                 So people have so long to submit

 8  their comments.  Then we'll have maybe a public

 9  session here and then we'll vote on it.  That's

10  when I'd like to do that.

11                 NICK NEELEY:  And two other

12  questions.  How much time would you like us to

13  give people to comment?  A week?  Two weeks?  A

14  month?  You tell me.

15                 LORI MATHIEU:  I would say 30 days.

16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thirty days?

17                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I'm a little bit

18  concerned that -- and I'm thinking actually a

19  little bit longer.  I was thinking 60 days simply

20  because we lost the month of September because we

21  didn't establish it.

22                 And I think there's a lot of

23  confusion out there.  People are familiar with the

24  docket system.  It's easy to track.  When the

25  docket is established for this they'll be able to


                            93
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 2  over backwards and give the public a little more

 3  time to comment.

 4                 LORI MATHIEU:  I would agree with

 5  that.

 6                 NICK NEELEY:  So 60 days.  And then

 7  my second question is, what are your suggestions

 8  on who this should go out to for comment?  I mean,

 9  where is the list of people we want to comment on

10  this?  Where do we find that?

11                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, certainly

12  towns, council of governments.

13                 NICK NEELEY:  169 towns?

14                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Given the

15  discussion that we had yesterday with the four

16  CEOs, they were very, very interested in what

17  we're doing here with the state water plan, and

18  very interested in this drought plan.  And what is

19  the State doing?  So you know, I was on the hot

20  seat explaining what we do and how we do it.

21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would say,

22  Nick, a lot of those parties, that during our

23  presentation, like Kirk, a lot of those parties we

24  saw up there would be the same ones we would want

25  to get this out to.


                            94
� 1                 LORI MATHIEU:  Exactly.  Utilities,

 2  the local health directors, towns, all the

 3  environmental groups.

 4                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Regional groups,

 5  like the COGs.

 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  Regional groups,

 7  COGs, CEQ, CCM, COST, even CIWC, Council of Inland

 8  Wetland Commissioners.

 9                 NICK NEELEY:  What about fire

10  departments?

11                 LORI MATHIEU:  What's that?

12                 NICK NEELEY:  Fire departments.

13                 LORI MATHIEU:  Oh, yes.  Emergency.

14                 NICK NEELEY:  Okay.  I'll work on

15  this.

16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Save Our Water

17  Connecticut, somebody just whispered in my ear

18  over here.

19                 NICK NEELEY:  Does it go out to the

20  people that were on the committee that worked on

21  the report?  Or that's sort of their report, so

22  there's nothing to comment on.

23                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia is

24  going to, I'm sure, have something.

25                 DAVID RADKA:  We're done with it.
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 2  be adaptable.

 3                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Anything

 4  else?

 5                 ALICIA CHARAMUT:  I have something.

 6  Hi.  Alicia Charamut from the Connecticut River

 7  Watershed Council.  I was driving to Massachusetts

 8  on Monday and on the highway I saw these signs

 9  that said, we're in a drought, conserve water.

10                 Now I have been reading the

11  interagency work group's minutes.  I understand

12  that we want to be conservative and we don't want

13  to raise alarm bells prematurely, but if Matthew

14  doesn't pay us a visit we really need to start

15  letting everyone in the State know that we're in a

16  drought.  Everyone should be conserving water.

17                 I listened to the discussion about

18  New Britain's capacity in their reservoirs.  On

19  New Britain City's website there is nothing about

20  water conservation.  There are no press releases

21  on that website that the people of New Britain

22  should be conserving water.

23                 And on the monthly status reports

24  for the past year, because I look at them every

25  month, it said that New Britain doesn't have
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� 1  restrictions.  And I understand they're supposed

 2  to report that to you, but these are in -- and I'm

 3  sure the new drought plan is going to address a

 4  lot of these things, but we have a problem right

 5  now and we really need to act.

 6                 Thank you.

 7                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  To your point,

 8  the interagency drought workgroups meet again a

 9  week from tomorrow -- a week from Friday, and

10  we'll be revisiting and reviewing the data.

11                 And to be quite honest with you, up

12  to this point while things have continued to

13  deteriorate none of the measures have -- there

14  hasn't been a point where all seven of the

15  measures have triggered into that next phase of

16  the drought watch, so we're still in a drought

17  advisory.

18                 And we have issued a request for a

19  10 percent voluntary conservation in the last

20  press release that went out from two weeks ago.

21  And if we get to the next phase it will be raised

22  to 15 percent.

23                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Is that statewide,

24  sir?

25                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Yes.
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 2  that, but I think if you asked, you know, people

 3  on the street randomly I think probably only about

 4  30 percent would know that there is even a drought

 5  advisory.

 6                 And I think the methods need to be

 7  stepped up a little bit as to informing the public

 8  that they really should be conserving water and

 9  that we are -- we have issues coming down the

10  road.  Until everybody -- until their top is dry

11  people are not going to realize that we have a

12  problem.

13                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But we've been

14  advising that there is a drought advisory since

15  the end of June.  This is not new news.  I mean,

16  that's when it was declared.

17                 ALICIA CHARAMUT:  I understand

18  that.  I've seen the advisories.

19                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But we also can't

20  step it out without the data to justify that.

21                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  To follow up on what

22  this woman has said, and she brought up it has not

23  been on New Britain's website.  Why does New

24  Britain not, the mayor not follow the rules?

25  Don't you have any repercussions?  If I was the
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 2                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I'm going to

 3  say what I said in another meeting.  This is not

 4  the New Britain Town Council.

 5                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  No, I understand.

 6                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You need to go

 7  to the town council meeting and voice --

 8                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Right.  But

 9  shouldn't we follow -- no, because we get nowhere

10  with her, because she sits in the other room and

11  doesn't say anything.

12                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I'm not going

13  to comment.

14                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  All right.  Well,

15  she should put it on.  It should be on the news.

16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir?

17                 DAVID RADKA:  David Radka again.

18  This will be a serious comment on the drought

19  plan.  As one who worked with Virginia and many

20  others on the town plan, which as Lori noted

21  correctly did include many, many agencies and it

22  was a long process.

23                 I guess, I would make my appeal.  I

24  would welcome the opportunity for public comment.

25  That's always important.  We had many
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 2  publicly.  So it is a good addition.

 3                 We were very deliberative about

 4  making the recommended changes which would

 5  facilitate the kind of thing you're talking about,

 6  David, in that we're recommending don't be so hard

 7  and fast and stuck to exact metrics, because you

 8  need the flexibility to say, these are the

 9  conditions on the ground.

10                 Let's use our best professional

11  judgment of the group which has professionals in

12  it, and say, you know what?  It's time to go to

13  another level, and let's communicate that out.

14  That we think was a very important change, if I

15  may speak on behalf of the group.

16                 And the other thing, because of

17  where we are let's seize the opportunity to engage

18  the municipalities, because we've also never

19  gotten over that hurdle of getting municipal

20  ordinances in place.  We have very few throughout

21  the state.  We've never done a good job

22  communicating why that's necessary and important.

23  And I think now we have the chance to do that, so

24  that should be a big part of our outreach.

25                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I concur.
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 2  I heard yesterday, Greenwich has a wonderful --

 3  because of Denise Savageau, they have a wonderful

 4  municipal ordinance and they are enforcing it and

 5  they are issuing fines.  It's $91, but it's a

 6  fine, all right?  For not abiding by the ban.

 7                 Stamford was considering it, and

 8  actually the mayor who was there said that he was

 9  going to work to adopt one right away for

10  Stamford.

11                 Darien and the New Canaan said, we

12  can't do that that quick, and we don't really

13  believe in it, and they've had some concerns about

14  it.  So it's really very interesting how different

15  towns, different people will think this through,

16  and then they all turned to Aquarion and said, why

17  don't you enforce this?  Why doesn't the water

18  company do this?

19                 So I think there needs to be that

20  discussion.  I think that now -- I agree with you.

21  Now is the best time to engage towns in this

22  discussion.  I think finally, David, we maybe

23  could get a few more towns adopting.  We tried for

24  what?  Fifteen years.

25                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  How many times
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 2  where we thought there was enough awareness and

 3  the effort has fallen short with the exception of

 4  Greenwich every time?

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.

 6                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia?

 7                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  May I?

 8                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Of course.

 9  Would you like to come up here and sit?

10                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Sure.  Well,

11  thank you for the opportunity to further along the

12  review of this, and also thanks to Lori and Dave

13  and David for doing half of my presentation for

14  me.

15                 As you know, this group got the

16  water plan at the meeting a month ago.  And at

17  that time, as somebody has mentioned already,

18  there was a request that there be opportunity for

19  comment, which has been ongoing and will continue

20  to be ongoing.

21                 Personally, I've just gotten one

22  question and that was whether the new version of

23  the plan would allow for a very small focus on

24  individual geographic areas, which it does,

25  because any sized geographic area can be
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 2                 The rewrite group, as has been

 3  mentioned here, has actually has been meeting

 4  since early 2010.  And over the years it has had

 5  representatives from all the state agencies who

 6  are involved, as well as the water industry,

 7  particularly David Radka as well as others.

 8                 Also other folks, like from the

 9  irrigation industry, from agriculture and from

10  academia.  So we've had a fairly -- a very wide

11  group that has been discussing this, on the new

12  version of the plan has been endorsed by the Water

13  Planning Council advisory group, which also has a

14  wide range of stakeholders.

15                 What my understanding is, is that

16  there are two major concerns.  One of them is that

17  there are potentially differing messages from

18  water utilities and from what might come out of

19  the state drought plan.  This is true.  It's true

20  now.  It's true under the current version that's

21  in place of the plan.

22                 And the new plan explicitly

23  addresses this saying that there could be

24  different messages coming from water utilities as

25  from a state declaration.  And that's something
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 2  information should be considered in determining

 3  what actions are taken at a particular time.  A

 4  good example, clearly, is the MDC system which has

 5  a large reservoir and a lot of capacity.  And it

 6  could be very, very dry, but they still could have

 7  plenty of water.

 8                 The reverse could also be true.  It

 9  could be that a public utility that had a very

10  small reservoir might be running dry when it

11  really wasn't all that dry in the surrounding

12  areas.  So it could work either way, and there's

13  no way we can get around it.  But as I said, the

14  new version of the plan explicitly mentions that

15  and says that all input has to be considered.

16                 The other concern that I have heard

17  is the one that David Radka just addressed, and

18  that is the, not only -- well, the encouragement

19  from professional judgment and flexibility.  And I

20  think our current drought is a very good example

21  of why I feel that's very -- and the group felt

22  that that was very important.

23                 As you know, all of us know it's

24  pretty dry out there.  My neighbors know it's

25  pretty dry out there, so it's not just those of us
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 2  U.S. Drought Monitor which is updated every week

 3  on Thursday, last Thursday's U.S. Drought Monitor

 4  had two thirds of the state in a severe drought.

 5                 Here under the use of the existing

 6  drought plan the state has been in a drought

 7  advisory, which is the very first level.  So

 8  there's a bit of a mismatch there.

 9                 There's a bit of an inconsistency,

10  and the reason why is, that if you look at some of

11  those parameters that the interagency drought

12  group monitors and precipitation is one of the

13  significant ones.  To move to a drought watch

14  precipitation has to be below 65 percent of normal

15  for three consecutive ones.

16                 Well, Gil mentioned when he spoke

17  earlier that August was fairly, fairly wet.  I

18  know I got one inch and three quarters of rain in

19  one 24-hour period at my house.  So we do not have

20  3 consecutive months below 65 percent of normal.

21                 However, in a large portion of the

22  state we've had six months below 70 percent of

23  normal.  So 65 versus 70, and in some areas of the

24  state it's been a full year below 70 percent of

25  normal.  And then conversely, the month of


                           105
� 1  September the entire state was below 50 percent of

 2  normal, and in some areas below 25 percent of

 3  normal.

 4                 So one of the things that is stated

 5  in the rewritten plan is that professional

 6  judgment would allow you to have a longer period

 7  of time, slightly less severe; or a shorter period

 8  of time, much more severe.  Now, clearly things

 9  vary a lot and you can't really focus on one

10  month.  I understand that.

11                 So looking at just the month of

12  September is not perhaps a legitimate focus, but

13  still that kind of flexibility may very well have

14  had the State declaring a drought watch using the

15  current language earlier if it hadn't been so

16  prescribed that it had it be three consecutive

17  months below 65 percent of normal.  So as I say,

18  that need for the flexibility is demonstrated in

19  what we've been going through right now.

20                 Comment, public comment is always

21  welcome and I certainly would be interested in

22  seeing what comes of that.  I do think that also

23  is mentioned, the lack of the local ordinances for

24  enforcing whatever drought restrictions are in

25  place are a very significant issue.  And again,


                           106
� 1  that's something that is in the new version of the

 2  drought plan.

 3                 The communication between towns and

 4  citizens, between towns and water utilities,

 5  between water utilities and the public is also

 6  something that is focused on in the new version of

 7  the plan with a starting point of having each

 8  local community designate a water coordinator who

 9  would be a point of contact for that kind of

10  communication.

11                 The communication with the

12  Department of Health is supposedly in place now,

13  but we need it to be going in more directions than

14  just between utilities, towns and the Department

15  of Health.  So many of the concerns that were

16  brought up today by several people are in the new

17  plan, and those are the reasons why I think it's

18  important that it be adopted as soon as possible.

19                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.

20                 Any questions?  Yes?

21                 NICK NEELEY:  Virginia, would you

22  e-mail to me what you consider to be the new, the

23  most recent version of the plan?

24                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Certainly.

25  Would you like it?
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 2  electronic copy.

 3                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Okay.

 4  Certainly.

 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Anything

 6  else?  Anything else for Virginia?

 7                 (No response.)

 8                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you and

 9  your committee for all your work.  And it will get

10  acted upon as soon as we get those comments in.

11                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  And, Mr. Chairman

12  my apologies.  I need to leave.

13                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, but before

14  you leave -- I just want to do a vote before you

15  leave.  David, I want to do that business so you

16  can vote on it real quick.

17                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I wanted to

18  update everyone that the state bond commission met

19  last Friday and authorized the allocation of

20  $500,000 for phase two of the statewide water

21  plan.

22                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You can

23  applaud.  That's pretty good.  In this climate,

24  $500,000 is pretty darn good.  Thank you.

25                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And so in order
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 2  Water Planning Council to authorize us to enter

 3  into the next phase of the MOU with NEIWPCC.

 4                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  So moved.

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  Second.

 6                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Moved and

 7  seconded that we move to the next phase with

 8  NEIWPCC, the MOU between the Water Planning

 9  Council and NEIWPCC.  Any questions?

10                 (No response.)

11                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all

12  those in favor signify by saying, aye.

13                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The motion is

15  passed.  Thank you.  Thanks.  Take care.

16                 Okay.  Now we'll go back to you.

17  Your cohort is not here today.

18                 MARGARET MINER:  Margaret Miner.

19  No, she's not.

20                 I was going to say for the town

21  ordinance, Len and his predecessor in Southbury

22  have been working for quite a while.  I think it

23  would be helpful if the Water Planning Council

24  would in some way support at the local level our

25  turnout, or we could have a more formal stressing
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 2  do.

 3                 Because without a little more

 4  support it's very hard to get these plans through.

 5  People just say they just need to talk about it,

 6  think about it, and they've been thinking about it

 7  for quite a few years.  And you know that Len

 8  makes incredibly good presentations, and Superman

 9  couldn't get that done without a little more help.

10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret, I

11  just want to say we had talked about this many,

12  many years ago about the Water Planning Council

13  sending out a letter to all 169 towns asking them

14  to enact some type of ordinance.  And I think once

15  this plan is adopted, then I think we should do

16  that.

17                 And I like the idea of water

18  coordinated towns, too.

19                 MARGARET MINER:  Yes, there's some

20  excellent, excellent ideas in the plan.

21                 Are we up to the other committees?

22                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, you're up.

23                 MARGARET MINER:  Oh, okay.  We had

24  a presentation on the plan.  And Maureen was very

25  good at collecting everybody's comments.  We had a
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 2  and that was fine.

 3                 I think the exciting news is that

 4  among the workgroups, the watershed lands

 5  workgroup -- Karen Burnaska and I are cochairs --

 6  we have an appointment with Lori Mathieu and it

 7  has a set date and time.  Only a slight overlap

 8  with others.

 9                 And we're going to talk about what

10  criteria DPH uses when it permits a clean energy

11  product on class-one or class-two land projects.

12  Sometimes product -- project.  I think we're all

13  pleased -- well, I don't know if we're all

14  pleased.  I think we are, but I can't speak for

15  everybody.

16                 There's considerable involvement in

17  carrying about the state water plan.  People

18  really worked hard to get comments in, as did I.

19  There was confusion.  I did it through the policy

20  group.  I can say personally, a personal comment

21  is, there's an enormous amount of talent going

22  into these plans.  The WUCC plans and the state

23  plan, and a lot of hard work.

24                 I'm concerned that under the

25  schedule that these consultants have to work under
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 2  case of the perfect being the enemy of the good.

 3  I understand that.  We want to be sure it's good.

 4                 I don't know if anything -- if at

 5  any point people would want to think about the

 6  schedule.  Another approach might be to focus more

 7  on what topics can be covered, good plus, not

 8  perfect, but good plus, and which ones are sort of

 9  a morass.

10                 And this is just something I'm

11  thinking of and saying personally going forward

12  there's too much, too much talent and too much

13  hard work to have it wait, to have important parts

14  of it not meet the standard that would really be

15  useful or we'd be proud of.

16                 So I'm extremely impressed by the

17  progress, but I'm worried that sometimes we may be

18  sloughing over things -- is that a word?  Without

19  sufficient care.  So that's my comment there.

20                 I think that covers the advisory

21  group.  It was really mostly on the water plan and

22  Tilcon.

23                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And one of the

24  things you indicated is that you will be --

25  hopefully utilize the advisory group to
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 2  stakeholder.

 3                 MARGARET MINER:  We will.  We

 4  discussed that and I think we've affirmed and

 5  reaffirmed it.  And we will do that.

 6                 We're intrigued by the idea that

 7  we'll have some responsibility for discussing and

 8  making recommendations on how the plan will be

 9  implemented at the local level.  That was, to me,

10  something new and I really kind of like it.  I

11  don't know if we know yet what we're supposed to

12  be doing, but I look forward to it.

13                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions

14  for Margaret?

15                 (No response.)

16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very

17  much.

18                 MARGARET MINER:  It's more fun than

19  doing e-mail blasts.

20                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  A little

21  WUCC update?

22                 LORI MATHIEU:  Sure.  Recently in

23  the last week or so the draft preliminary

24  assessments are out for public comment.  All three

25  WUCCs have completed their drafts of their
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 2  Department of Public Health's webpage under the

 3  drinking water section's page, under WUCC.  So

 4  that's a significant effort.  There's a lot of

 5  really good information out there.

 6                 David is here and -- both Davids,

 7  Dave Radka and David Murphy.  Is there anything

 8  else to add at this point on the assessment?

 9                 (No response.)

10                 LORI MATHIEU:  You're shy.  You're

11  not going to say anything?

12                 But it's a significant amount of

13  work by Milone and MacBroom to put that

14  information together and a significant amount of

15  effort.  There's quite a bit of pages.  It's a

16  very good read, and I think as we heard before

17  from CDM Smith, that there it's a great piece of

18  information that will help inform the state water

19  plan as well.  So it's good timing, I think.

20                 The next step in the WUCC process

21  is the exclusive service area boundaries process,

22  which is moving forward in the next set of WUCC

23  meetings, which are coming up in October.  We'll

24  kind of lay out how that's going to move forward.

25  So that's where we are.
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 2                 DAVID RADKA:  And I will add

 3  relative to the ESA designation for anyone who's

 4  involved in the process we did have a little bit

 5  of miscommunication recently.  And some material

 6  that went out as draft and was going to be

 7  discussed in future meeting, people were seeing

 8  that and thinking they had to fill out these

 9  forms, et cetera, especially the municipalities.

10                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.

11                 DAVID RADKA:  So we're trying to

12  figure out how to re-communicate and inform

13  people, but for now ESA declarations are not being

14  asked of anyone.  And for those who already have

15  an exclusive service areas, we're just saying just

16  indicate informally even if you just want to make

17  sure that you're maintaining that.

18                 And the process for previously

19  un-contained areas will come, but to worry about

20  meeting some deadline that isn't even here yet?

21  So especially the municipalities, I would say,

22  we're getting a lot of confusion.

23                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  The draft

24  form was sent out for review and they took it as,

25  we need to fill this out.  And it was pretty clear
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 2  said, review, but I think people misunderstood

 3  that, which is understandable.  And so I believe

 4  we're sending out another communication, if not

 5  today already.

 6                 GIL BLIGH:  And it was just David's

 7  region that had that problem.

 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yeah, that was the

 9  problem there.  Everyone else got it.

10                 So that's it.

11                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.

12                 Any public comment?

13                 MARGARET MINER:  On the WUCCs, can

14  I comment?

15                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Oh, yes.

16  Please.

17                 MARGARET MINER:  There is a

18  tremendous amount of information in the documents

19  much of it very helpful.

20                 Two points.  As you know, most of

21  our meta-groups in the State would like to see

22  more attention to the environmental implications

23  of ESA before ESAs are finalized.  And we did get

24  a letter from Milone and MacBroom yesterday

25  addressing that point.  So I'll look at it.
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 2  not just the statute, but at the regulations which

 3  I think actually do call for some consideration

 4  of, you know, I'm talking about physical

 5  resources.  I'm assuming that might mean water in

 6  some cases.  And so that I'm sure will continue to

 7  be debated, but I thank Milone and MacBroom for

 8  sending an answer.

 9                 My quick comment on the preliminary

10  assessments, one thing that struck me -- well,

11  it's the importance of interconnections.  And so

12  we look closely at who says they're, you know,

13  they're interconnecting.  Is A interconnecting

14  with B, and does B know that?  You know, those

15  kind of maybe small corrections.

16                 But what really struck me was that

17  over something like 94 percent of the companies

18  that responded said they might need more water

19  outward of their five-year plan.  And I looked at

20  that and thought, oh my goodness.  That's a lot of

21  companies saying they might need more water just

22  five years from now.

23                 Now that is something I'm assuming

24  could be refined, but it sent up a red flag to me.

25  Where is all this water that these companies all
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 2  was an overarching question that really emerged as

 3  I was looking at the plan.

 4                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.

 5                 MARGARET MINER:  And preliminary

 6  assessment.

 7                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Public comment?

 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  Just, it's a good

 9  point.  That's why we're doing the plan.

10                 That's why we do the plan.  That's

11  the reason to do the plan, because in the State

12  there are utilities.  There are 90 that serve over

13  a thousand people.  There are 400 that serve

14  smaller populations, and it needs to be a

15  coordinated effort.

16                 It's where is the water going to

17  come from to meet the demand?  Where is the

18  coordination going to come from?  So that in an

19  overarching way you just summarized what the plan

20  is all about.  So the assessment is to tee up the

21  issues that are out there.  So that's good that

22  you caught that, because that's exactly what the

23  assessment is to do.

24                 DAVID MURPHY:  And I wanted to

25  thank Margaret for the comments, because we
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 2  preliminary assessments, which has surprised us.

 3  But so it's good to get some comments and you've

 4  underscored some of the issues, which is just what

 5  we needed to happen.

 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  Exactly.  And the

 7  last point, if I might, Jack?

 8                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You know, I

 9  usually give him a break after an hour and 50

10  minutes.  You okay, Rob?

11                 Okay.

12                 LORI MATHIEU:  So I'll be brief.

13  The comment period for each one of the

14  assessments, each one is a little bit different

15  for each one of the WUCCs.  It's all published up

16  on our webpage, but I want to make sure that's

17  clear to everybody.  So?

18                 DAVID MURPHY:  For the western and

19  central regions it's 30 days since the last

20  meeting.  So I don't know the dates, but 30 days

21  since the meeting in September.  And I think the

22  eastern is doing a 45-day comment period since

23  they're meeting.

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.

25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I saw I hand
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 2                 TONY MITCHELL:  My question was

 3  about when the comment periods were ending.  And

 4  if the information I have is correct on the

 5  western WUCC, comments are due on October 14, the

 6  central on October 24, the eastern on October 27.

 7  They will be discussing comments they got so far

 8  at the meetings just before those.

 9                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Now Paul?

10                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Thank you, Jack.

11  You know my name.

12                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We've seen you

13  a few times before.

14                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Yes, you have.

15  Probably too many.  Paul Zagorsky, New Britain,

16  Connecticut.

17                 A couple comments.  I did actually

18  go to the beginning of the Water Planning Council

19  meeting you guys had at Central, which I thought

20  was very informative.

21                 But one of the commentators said

22  something to the fact that, you know, there should

23  be some of you from CDM who's just doing outreach.

24  And you talked about a website, social media and

25  things of that nature.  Because one thing that did


                           120
� 1  kind of alarm me, it was at Central.  I don't

 2  think I saw anybody, any students there

 3  whatsoever.

 4                 And I think, you know, they talked

 5  about the stakeholders, which are all the people

 6  who own water companies or environmental groups,

 7  but I think the citizens are.  So I thought that

 8  was a really good comment, that CDM Smith should

 9  have somebody who just works on outreach.  They're

10  paid enough money.  They can do that.  It's not a

11  big expense to set up a Facebook page, Twitter

12  account, whatever.  So that's on that.

13                 With respect to the New Britain

14  Tilcon proposal, I was at the last CEQ meeting.

15  And Lori, you had asked the question, did people

16  feel there was significant deficiencies in the

17  study?  They did.  I'm just looking at the minutes

18  and I don't think that covers everything.  And I'm

19  summarizing their last names, because that's what

20  it said.

21                 Hall said the potential air quality

22  impacts should not be postponed to post completion

23  tasks.  Reiser said it is best to make the scope

24  of work as comprehensive as possible to achieve a

25  good study.  Hilding said that she did not see
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 2  pollution.  Kolesinskas said he would like to know

 3  about the efficiency of the New Britain water

 4  supply, the amount of conservation in place.

 5                 And in order to know if the need is

 6  real he stated that the need for ecological

 7  impacts is great.  You need to look at the impact

 8  beyond the site, which they just were focused on

 9  the site.  To include the site's role in the

10  larger landscape he cited migration impacts as an

11  example.

12                 Hilding asked for analysis of the

13  surface water and groundwater tradeoff consequence

14  to creating a reservoir.  Paul said the study

15  needs to include the data upon which the report's

16  conclusions are based.

17                 Other comments is -- and this is

18  one of mine, because there's a presumption in the

19  language of the scope of study that the reservoir

20  will be built.  Because the original proposal was

21  all about Tilcon and it actually said that they

22  had a 15-week period.  It was supposed to be done

23  by October 1.  They planned on getting to the

24  Legislature, the Public Health Committee in March

25  of 2017.  That's of the communications between the
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 2  climate change, and they talked about they should

 3  study how long it will take the water quality in

 4  the new reservoir to stabilize.

 5                 Some periods said that could take a

 6  period of ten years.  That's not being addressed,

 7  whether the land will hold water effectively and

 8  the effect of the operation on water supply to the

 9  existing Shuttle Meadow Reservoir, specifically

10  the degradation of the existing water supply.

11                 And when I went through this --

12  I've done some FOIA requests on this and there's a

13  lot of information on this.  And I guess my first

14  question I asked myself -- because Lori, you had

15  talked about you look at the biases and agendas

16  that people have that.

17                 And you know, this whole thing came

18  about in 2007.  This is just a resurrection of

19  that.  And the Attorney General issued an opinion

20  in December of 2007 saying that neither Tilcon nor

21  the City of New Britain can have anything to do

22  with it, Tilcon especially because they have a

23  financial interest in this.

24                 And then I see this is a May 16,

25  2016, e-mail from Gil Bligh to Gary Wall.  Gary
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 2  Joe Laliberte who's from CDM Smith.  And they

 3  already -- it says, Gary, CDM Smith is working on

 4  the proposal that I need to submit to the Water

 5  Planning Council.

 6                 We referenced the Leggette,

 7  Brashears & Graham proposal from 2007, because the

 8  DEEP made four pages of comments on it.  We need

 9  information, and you to comment on that.  And that

10  Graham Brashears proposal, which I have, is a

11  Tilcon quarry expansion and reservoir creation

12  proposal.

13                 And my question is, why should

14  Tilcon have any input into the scope of study that

15  they are supposed to have nothing to do with?  And

16  the fact of the matter is they clearly have input,

17  so that answered one of my questions specifically.

18  How can this scope of study be so unbelievably

19  biased toward Tilcon?

20                 Because all the e-mails refer to

21  it, the Tilcon quarry reservoir proposal.  The

22  word "environment" is it's almost like it's a

23  four-letter word, because it's just not in there.

24  So that's a concern.

25                 I also had another question.  I
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 2  doesn't know or conveniently forgot about the

 3  2007 -- 2009 opinion letter from the Attorney

 4  General, and this actual proposal goes back

 5  because the City clearly is aware of it.

 6                 This is an e-mail April 17, 2014,

 7  from Gil Bligh to Jay Malcynsky.  Jay Malcynsky is

 8  Tilcon's chief lobbyist.  At the time New Britain

 9  had not hired Gaffney Bennett to work with them.

10  They did when this proposal came about.

11                 He specifically mentions in here,

12  this is quote, unquote, are we trying to pick up

13  where Attorney General Blumenthal's December 19th,

14  2007, letter left off.  To me, that's horrific.  I

15  mean, they know Tilcon is not to have anything to

16  do with it.  And he's communicating directly with

17  Tilcon from the New Britain water department.

18                 So if you're looking at a bias or

19  an agenda here, it's clear.  We know what the bias

20  is.  The bias is to build a quarry reservoir.

21                 It gets where, actually, because on

22  June 27th after your Council and the CEQ approved

23  the four consultants -- this is an e-mail from Jim

24  Ericson to Gary Wall, Tilcon's president.

25                 My name is Jim Ericson.  I'm the
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 2  for the, quote, unquote, quarry reservoir study.

 3  Gil asked me, that's Gil Bligh, to try and set up

 4  a kickoff meeting with you.  And they did have a

 5  kickoff meeting with you.

 6                 I actually have, hard to believe,

 7  but they had a kickoff meeting at Tilcon who's

 8  supposed to have nothing to do with it.  And they

 9  actually had a sign in-sheet that says, New

10  Britain/Tilcon quarry reservoir project.

11                 We have Jim Ericson from Lenard.

12  We have Sarah Nichols from Lenard.  We have Gary

13  Wall from Tilcon, Paula Clark, Gaffney Bennett

14  Associates/Tilcon.  We have another, Chris Velardi

15  who i believe is here, Gaffney Bennett public

16  relations here.  There's a total of five people

17  from Tilcon.  They're meeting with all the

18  engineers.  So again, if you're looking at bias or

19  an agenda I don't know why they're meeting with

20  Tilcon.

21                 And then on top of it they follow

22  it with subsequent e-mails.  This is July 21.

23  This is addressed to Frank, Chris and Gary who are

24  all Tilcon employees, one of whom is the

25  president.  Here's a copy of our original 7560,
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 2  they're looking for information from Tilcon.  And

 3  he says, can Tilcon or your environmental

 4  consultants get back to us for the remaining

 5  information on this?  I mean, not only are they

 6  using Tilcon's environmentalist to put this

 7  together -- that to me, makes no sense whatsoever.

 8  That just shouldn't be happening.

 9                 I did hear, you know, Gil Bligh and

10  I heard Mr. Ericson speak today.  And Mr. Ericson

11  said, you know, I hear what the CEQ is saying.

12  Our ears are open, we're listening to them.  And

13  that's what they're saying publicly.

14                 Now this is an e-mail from Jim

15  Ericson to all the project people who are working

16  on this proposal.  His team I think is four groups

17  which is Leggette, Brashears & Graham

18  Environmental Planning Services and Tighe & Bond.

19                 And this is what he says.  Good

20  morning.  Good Monday morning.  Here are some

21  letters to brighten up your day.  Seems our, this

22  is in quotes, friends at the counsel for

23  environmental quality are starting to reconsider

24  their acceptance of LEI and, I guess, their

25  project team.


                           127
� 1                 It seems that although they already

 2  approved our firm as one of several acceptable

 3  consultants, and admitted they are not involved in

 4  the project scoping, they and some helpful

 5  environmentalist in their audience are starting to

 6  dissect our scope, find flaws in their minds and

 7  recommending to the Water Planning Council to

 8  start over.

 9                 To me, it's almost like when I'm

10  reading these, can it get worse?  It does.  I

11  think Lenard has a serious -- personally I would

12  say this would be a vote of no confidence.  They

13  are dealing with them directly.  This is not an

14  environmental study.  It's a mining study as

15  Dr. Judd clearly indicated.  We have submitted

16  experts who have done documents for the State

17  saying that this is a very poor, poor quality

18  environmental consultant.

19                 So when I hear them sitting here

20  today, that our ears are wide open, we're

21  listening, what I said, and then I hear what

22  they're saying behind their back, I'm concerned.

23  I mean, I did an FOI request to the State Office

24  of Ethics.  They paid Gaffney Bennett 85,000 just

25  to June.  This didn't start heating up until the
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 2                 They also are not required to

 3  disclose the money that they pay to Gaffney

 4  Bennett lobbyists, because that's a separate

 5  entity.  My guess is before the end of this year,

 6  and this is probably very conservative, that they

 7  will have spent probably 250 to 300,000 dollars

 8  pushing this out here.

 9                 I'm involved with a group of people

10  that are trying to get the other side of that.

11  We've been criticized as saying we're one sided.

12  We're biased.  We're only getting one side of the

13  story.  Well, I am biased.  I'm against it.  I'll

14  tell you that right now, so you don't have to

15  worry about that.

16                 On the other hand, if anybody is

17  naive enough to think that all the information

18  that Tilcon or the City is putting out is not one

19  sided, then I think that's an issue.  And I think,

20  you know, at one point there's e-mails where Jay

21  Malcynsky tells the mayor after this agency had

22  met, we have to be careful because there's, quote,

23  unquote, a lot of prying eyes on this.  I think

24  that's a good thing.

25                 I hope you pry.  I hope the Council
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 2  they took the action that they did in July to put

 3  the brakes on this and stop it, because otherwise

 4  this plan was supposed to be done by October 1st,

 5  the study done, and then they're planning on going

 6  to the Legislature in March of 2017.  That was

 7  their game plan.  It's just laid right out.

 8                 So you know, I'm glad the public is

 9  responding to this.  They need to respond to this.

10  This is an issue of significant importance.  And

11  thank you for your time, Jack.  You've been very

12  helpful always giving me the time to speak.  So

13  thank you very much.

14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.

15  Well, I appreciate you being here and I'm glad

16  you're part of the process.  I mean, that's what

17  it's all about.  We have this forum for people to

18  speak at and hopefully we'll make an informed --

19                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  There may be other

20  people willing to speak to it, Jack?

21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Does anybody

22  else want to speak, or did Paul say it all?  Yes?

23  You can come up here, please.

24                 Just again, state your name for the

25  record.
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 2  pretty much just kind of just reinforcing very

 3  quickly what Paul said.  It's like a case of the

 4  chicken watching the hen house, and I still can't

 5  understand why you have let Lenard Engineering

 6  stay.

 7                 I appreciate that you guys, I mean,

 8  it seems everything was much more reassuring today

 9  to hear you've gone around the state and you found

10  out and you know all about the drought situation.

11  And you've informed us on a lot of things, but I

12  still think it's completely wrong that Lenard

13  Engineering is continuing, and this other CDM

14  place, they are not biased, you know.  And why are

15  they still doing this study?  This should have

16  been thrown out.

17                 And as far as, like, I don't know

18  about going about how we put it in place and to

19  get our elected official -- that I didn't vote for

20  personally, but to just write on the website,

21  we're in a state of drought, or get on the local

22  news.  She manages to get on the local news about

23  every other little thing, giggling, and you know,

24  he, he, he, you know.  And you know, and

25  everything not really being taken seriously.  It's
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 2  and our water is our only asset that we have to

 3  sell.  We sold that Paten Brook.  It was

 4  ridiculous.  94,500, Southington is their median

 5  income, and the New Britain median income is

 6  34,500.

 7                 Clearly Southington could afford to

 8  pay for that pipe.  And hopefully they can reverse

 9  it, but I don't think they can, the Paten Brook, I

10  think it was an atrocity that that thing was sold.

11  Coming up with two guys who could barely put their

12  words together to say, are you going to sell us

13  the well or not?  That's what it came down to and

14  it got voted in.

15                 You know, we have so many

16  intelligent people in this community.  I'm very

17  impressed with all these people.  Thank you.  All

18  the experts, you came out here today.  You guys

19  are experts and I was very impressed with our

20  population, actually.  And even people who have

21  come over out of town that know so much.  I don't

22  know anything.

23                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You know, and I

24  appreciate all of you to come here and speak on

25  behalf of this, this proposed reservoir.  But I
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 2  time and I can assure you before that's approved

 3  it's going to go through so much scrutiny that

 4  between her department, environmental protection,

 5  other regulatory agencies, that it's going to take

 6  a very long time, but keep speaking.  We'll all be

 7  friends by the end of this.

 8                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Yes, we have a lot

 9  of confidence in you.  Thank you.

10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.

11                 WILLIAM OSTAPCHUK:  Bill Ostapchuk,

12  New Britain, Connecticut.

13                 I was taught at church and at home

14  that no one can serve two masters.  I was taught

15  in the beginning of elementary school that a good

16  paper begins with a good topic sentence.

17                 The purpose of Public Act 16-61 is

18  to conduct an environmental study to determine the

19  impact on a quarry on Shuttle Meadow Reservoir,

20  its water table, denuding its watershed and the

21  disruption of natural habitat.

22                 The first stated purpose of the

23  Lenard Engineering study, review proposed quarry

24  operations, quarry expansion and reservoir

25  development.  The name Shuttle Meadow Reservoir
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 2  of safe yield for the new proposed quarry

 3  reservoir.  It's inferred in the remaining pages.

 4  It doesn't appear again until page 10.

 5                 Lenard affirms that based on its

 6  conceptual model it should be able to develop the

 7  impact of quarrying on watershed.  To do so it

 8  will review the literature and data from Tilcon,

 9  the New Britain Water Department, identify

10  locate -- and approximately locate, map and

11  describe.

12                 Furthermore, they will identify and

13  map private wells surrounding homes, will use

14  Tilcon data concerning quarry water currently

15  being discharged into the Quinnipiac River.  And

16  identify other water quality parameters that would

17  be of interest, that would be of interest relative

18  to considering quarrying.

19                 A review of guidelines for

20  environmental studies and hydrogeological models

21  suggest you need calibration of field data to

22  predicted values.  What they're doing initially is

23  collecting data.  It needs to be analyzed and then

24  you need analytic models to verify that.  There's

25  no discussion of that in the paper.
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 2  statement.  There is unlikely to be sufficient

 3  data to develop groundwater elevation contours.

 4  This raises a serious question because the

 5  definition of class-one watershed, subdivisions 3,

 6  4 and 6 relate directly to a 15 percent slope and

 7  greater, the proximity of groundwater wells, and

 8  shallow depth to bedrock of 20 inches or less in

 9  poorly drained soil.  Without contours you can't

10  trace what happens in watershed one and watershed

11  two.  Okay?

12                 LEI denotes that it will identify

13  private wells, but it makes clear it will make no

14  depth to water determinations and it's not going

15  to really deal with erosion both from water or

16  wind.  Without elevation data one can't calculate

17  and affirm the impact of blasting on existing

18  fissures and present groundwater flow.

19                 There's no mention of alien dust

20  and its impact on habitat or watershed, nor is

21  there a discussion of the disruption of natural

22  habitat.  What happens to everything once you

23  denude it?  Where do things go?

24                 It's interesting.  I think Mr.

25  Bligh and Attorney Malcynsky are aware of this,
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 2  sent a memo to Mr. Bligh expressing confusion

 3  about parcels three and four.  Mr. Bligh

 4  responded.

 5                 He said, the problem is this, and

 6  he referred to a memo back in 2009 when Mr. Taylor

 7  testified to the State Legislature about the Act

 8  72-44, releasing and production of public

 9  watershed.  In which he said, there is significant

10  differences between the testimony I gave then in

11  figures A, Roman numeral 7-2 of the water supply

12  plan for New Britain.

13                 Furthermore, figure A7-2 does not

14  account for the land that drains into Crystal

15  Lake, and the depicted class-two land appears to

16  be limited to the land areas that were originally

17  trained to Boysenberry Pond.

18                 He said, I feel that we should make

19  every effort to avoid getting into detail defining

20  areas as class one based on physical criteria,

21  such as slope, soil type, depth of bedrock, and

22  scoured by streamflow.  That's the definition of

23  class-one watershed.

24                 Relative to the .31, the safe

25  yield, it's noted in the original, in the revised
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 2  Okay?  In 2008 on that same proposed legislation

 3  07-244, Mr. Bligh noted that New Britain owned all

 4  of the land in the area of Lampson Corner for the

 5  development of a dam and reservoir.

 6                 His predecessor, and I quote from

 7  Jack McManus' description of the New Britain

 8  watershed, he says here Lampson Corner Reservoir

 9  is a future reservoir planned to be constructed to

10  hold between 500 million to a billion gallons of

11  water of storage in the Whigville watershed.

12                 It will be supplied with water

13  running naturally from a local drainage area of

14  2.4 square miles.  That's in response -- I think

15  you had a question, is there an alternative

16  source?  Okay.

17                 Relative to one other point,

18  Mr. Bligh stated that Wassel Reservoir did -- in

19  that same testimony said, Wassel Reservoir holds

20  36 percent of the city's water supply and that

21  class-one and class-two watershed was excavated in

22  its construction.  I think that was to set a

23  precedent for this reservoir.  He failed to state

24  that the City had to acquire 44 properties to

25  construct it.  Okay?  And that Wolcott Reservoir


                           137
� 1  is the source of water, because Wassel only has a

 2  half square mile of watershed.  An alternate

 3  source are the Hart's ponds.  Actually a secondary

 4  source for feeding was Paten Brook well.  Okay?

 5                 My public comments against the sale

 6  were dismissed as inaccurate and untrue when I

 7  said that its daily output was 1.2 million gallons

 8  of water.  However in a response to an FOIA

 9  request there's a 2014 letter signed by Mr. Bligh

10  to Southington town officials acknowledging that

11  we were relinquishing a diversion registration of

12  1.27 million gallons of water a day.  Mr. Bligh in

13  testimony about Paten Brook well said it was

14  excess supply.

15                 Following the vote to sell the well

16  the mayor of New Britain said in the New Britain

17  Journal that we just sold six tenths of an acre of

18  land worth $61,000.  I had documentation for all

19  of that for all of you.  I wish to apologize.  My

20  computer is acting up and I can't scan it.

21                 And I have for each of you a copy

22  of Mr. MacManus' report that he described the

23  system and how it works.

24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  And all

25  that has been submitted.
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 2  much.  Can I just tell you one thing is true, what

 3  the clergy and my parents and my English teacher

 4  told me were true.

 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you for

 6  being here.  Anyone else?  Anyone else wish to

 7  address us?

 8                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I would just add

 9  one comment.  Lenard said something about a safe

10  yield.  They did a 2007 report on the quarry

11  reservoir and safe yield proposal.  They've

12  already studied this.

13                 The study was that this would

14  produce 160,000 gallons a day serving 2,000 people

15  a day.  That's out there.  That's a given.  Mayor

16  Tim Stewart testified on March 8th, I think in

17  2008, in the Legislature and gave those same

18  numbers.  So that's already been done when they're

19  saying we're -- ascertained that it's been done.

20                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All right.  If

21  there's nothing else to come for us, motion to

22  adjourn.

23                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  Second.

25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All those in
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 2                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

 3                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you all

 4  very much.

 5                 (Whereupon, the above proceedings

 6  were concluded at 4:00 p.m.)
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 1                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Let's
 2  call this meeting of the Water Planning Council
 3  for Wednesday, October 5th, to order.
 4                 The first order will be the
 5  approval of the transcript of the September 6th
 6  Joint Planning Council Steering Committee meeting.
 7                 Do I have a motion to approve?
 8                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.
 9                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Second.
10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Regular move
11  and second to be approved.
12                 Any questions?
13                 (No response.)
14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all
15  those in favor signify by saying, aye.
16                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
17                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The transcript
18  is approved.
19                 Next would be the approval of the
20  August 30, 2016, special meeting of the Water
21  Planning Council.
22                 Do I have a motion?
23                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.
24                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Second.
25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made and
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 1  seconded that the minutes of the August 30, 2016,
 2  special meeting be approved.  Any questions on the
 3  motion.
 4                 (No response.)
 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all
 6  those in favor signify by saying aye.
 7                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
 8                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The motion is
 9  carried.  And we have an update now from our
10  friends at CDM Smith on the statewide water plan.
11  And a little synopsis of the workshop, which I
12  thought was wonderful last week.
13                 And good afternoon.  Why don't you
14  say who you are for the record so we can get it on
15  the transcript?
16                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Elaine Sistare
17  with CDM Smith.
18                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Kirk Westphal with
19  CDM Smith.
20                 ELAINE SISTARE:  I'll run through
21  the first couple of slides.  We have just less
22  than a dozen or so slides for you today.
23                 So including, like Jack noted, we
24  did complete our fist workshop last week.  This
25  slide, topics we'll go through today are some
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 1  thoughts on logos for the plan, debrief of the
 2  September 29th workshop, and an update on the
 3  technical tasks and including our white papers;
 4  proposed workshops and public meeting dates that
 5  we have through phase one and phase two, and also
 6  some thoughts on a communication plan and how we
 7  can get information out to stakeholders.
 8                 So as our project lead Sue Morea
 9  had put together, we do have two logos.  We
10  thought, you know, we were going to be preparing a
11  number of documents as part of the plan and we
12  wanted to at least get something to think about as
13  far as, is there a logo that's appropriate so that
14  if anybody picks up a fact sheet, or a report, or
15  a memo, that it kind of, you know, cohesively has
16  a logo to go with it.  So we did want to --
17                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Elaine, excuse
18  me.  I just want to see who's joined us on the
19  phone?
20                 JOHN HUDAK:  John Hudak.
21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Anyone else--
22  with us on the phone?
23                 MICHAEL JENNINGS:  Mike Jennings
24  from the New England Interstate Water Pollution
25  Control Commission.
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 1                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
 2  Anyone else?
 3                 Thank you.  Welcome.
 4                 Sorry, Elaine.
 5                 ELAINE SISTARE:  No worries.
 6                 So these two logos, you know, we
 7  can move things around.  Obviously, it just shows
 8  an outline of the state, whether the two options
 9  we're showing today include a phrase or something
10  a little simpler.  So something open for
11  discussion or input.
12                 All right, Kirk.  I'll turn it over
13  for you.
14                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Thanks everybody.
15  It's a pleasure to be here again.
16                 I want to spend maybe ten minutes
17  reviewing the outcomes in the decisions that were
18  made at the workshop last week.  It was the first
19  of six workshops.  And the second workshop is
20  aimed almost exclusively at making sure we got
21  things right in the first place.
22                 So we have a chance as a Council,
23  and a group of stakeholders to come back, circle
24  back and refine all of those decisions.  We'll get
25  this summary out to people in the meantime so we
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 1  can review it.  But it's an opportunity to look
 2  back at what we did to make sure we got it right,
 3  to make sure the foundation of the plan is
 4  correct.
 5                 And then look ahead at some of the
 6  others in the decisions that we made, and probably
 7  at the second workshop talk a little bit about
 8  some of the decision-making processes, which we'll
 9  be talking to you through these meetings as well.
10                 Following the workshop we developed
11  our interpretation of what we heard.  We heard a
12  lot of consensus, I think, from the stakeholders
13  and the Planning Council.  It's not always going
14  to be that easy.  These were issues that people
15  have been thinking about for a long time, and the
16  decisions were whether to include them in the plan
17  or not, or how to voice and verbalize the goals of
18  the plan.
19                 So what we've done is taken a shot
20  at an overall synopsis of the plan's objective,
21  which we heard, I thought, quite clearly.  We put
22  together a list of soundbites which we feel
23  encompass the goals and objectives that were
24  stated by the groups.  These are lists, elevator
25  talk, small talk when you're talking with
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 1  legislators.
 2                 These are small snippets that can
 3  be used to explain what we're trying to do, but
 4  behind that is the list of full objectives as we
 5  enumerated during the workshop.  I'll go over all
 6  of that, and also the list of the water management
 7  options that can be used to achieve those
 8  objectives.
 9                 There are many of those options
10  that are specifically identified in the statute
11  for the plan and others that have arisen out of
12  need and necessity, or through conversations with
13  the working groups.  Those are included as well.
14  So we'll go over all that briefly.
15                 And again, we'll get this document
16  out to folks to review to submit to the workshop.
17  But again, the second workshop is to review all
18  this in detain and make sure we're comfortable
19  with it, refine it in any way and then look ahead.
20                 So in terms of the objectives,
21  again we're sort of casting it in three ways.  One
22  is with an overall synopsis.  If we had to say,
23  what is this plan intending to do in one sentence
24  or less, what we heard at the workshop was to
25  provide balanced water use for all needs.  That
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 1  seems to be -- seems to encompass all of what any
 2  of the sub objectives are dealing with.
 3                 And then in terms of providing some
 4  soundbites, and there's a much longer list behind
 5  us that's our next slide, we thought this would be
 6  useful for things like fact sheets, things like
 7  public meetings, things like this.  I'll just read
 8  them off.  These are the objectives that we've
 9  paraphrased a little bit and we'll get into more
10  detail behind them.
11                 Provide reliable and resilient
12  supply for all uses, promote public health and
13  quality of life with high-quality water, protect
14  the environment, manage water cost effectively,
15  develop an implementable plan, prepare for
16  uncertain future climate, use science and data to
17  recommend action, and involve Connecticut citizens
18  in water management.
19                 I spent a lot of time in the
20  workshop honing in on those concepts, and they're
21  all derived from this larger list which all of the
22  participants of the workshop have seen.
23                 Again we had taken, as a refresher,
24  we had taken the 17 issues and opportunities in
25  the statute and divided them during the workshop
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 1  into what we call the hows and the whys.  The whys
 2  being the reasons for creating a plan, the issues
 3  that needed to be addressed, the opportunities
 4  that are out; and the hows, the actual options for
 5  water management that the plan needs to address in
 6  some way.
 7                 So the objectives are now mapped to
 8  the relevant items in that list of 17.  And this
 9  is what they came out to be, as best we could,
10  sort of condensed the wording from all of the
11  comments we received during the workshop.
12                 I'll read them off quickly without
13  talking too much about where they're mapped to,
14  but I think for the record it's important to read
15  them off.  Again, we'll circulate this so that
16  everybody can participate and can review it and
17  then offer some refinements, but we did our best
18  to capture all the comments we received during the
19  workshop.
20                 So in terms of the objectives,
21  these are again not prioritized in any order.
22  These are just sort of following the sequence in
23  the statute.
24                 Promote resilient supply for all
25  current and future water needs using available


BCT Reporting LLC







Page 12


 1  surface and groundwater, and that includes
 2  recreational uses; ecological drinking water
 3  supply, public and private; agricultural;
 4  industrial and energy; commercial and wastewater
 5  discharge.
 6                 Another objective is to define and
 7  address impacts to ecology, environment, public
 8  health and safety, economic health, and community
 9  health, and overall quality of life.  Another is
10  to ensure recommended water management strategies
11  are resilient to uncertain future climate and
12  regulatory conditions hydrologically,
13  ecologically, et cetera.
14                 And then some objectives that
15  didn't necessarily stem directly from the statute,
16  the list of 17, but that the group felt was
17  important, development of an implementable plan
18  with an effective management structure and
19  reliable funding mechanisms, make progress on each
20  identified water management option, produce a plan
21  that is scientifically based and data driven while
22  understanding the information gaps, manage water
23  system cost and security, and educate citizens on
24  water management decisions.
25                 So those are three ways of
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 1  encapsulating the objectives that the group of
 2  stakeholders defined during this workshop as one
 3  soundbite synopsis, sort of one phrase that seems
 4  to capture it all.  There is a list of soundbites
 5  that's paraphrased in this list and then a
 6  detailed list of objectives mapped to the list of
 7  17.
 8                 We did the same thing with the
 9  options.  Some of the 17 issues in the list are
10  actual water management options.  These are things
11  that can be done, while others sort of outline
12  where there are problems or opportunities to be
13  addressed.
14                 This is how those problems can be
15  addressed, and part of the workshop was
16  understanding that difference and listing out and
17  enumerating all of the different alternative
18  management options that we have that the plan will
19  address in some way.
20                 And so this list, there are two
21  lists up here left and right, green and sort of
22  orange-ish.  The green map directly to the list of
23  17, the orange are additional options that the
24  group felt were worth considering.  These are
25  going to be addressed by the plan in some way,


BCT Reporting LLC







Page 14


 1  either by specific language recommending policy
 2  from the Legislature, or by outlining a decision
 3  framework for dealing with these as the years move
 4  forward, either through further study or
 5  additional data or additional collaboration.
 6                 Or a third option is to acknowledge
 7  that the option is being identified in a study in
 8  another venue, and that would be sufficient.  So
 9  it's sort of three outcomes from any of these, but
10  the plan will address and categorize all of these
11  options.  I'll just quickly read through them.
12                 First, the green list directly maps
13  onto the statute list of 17 technology and
14  facility improvements and replacement, land-use
15  practices and protection, public education both in
16  the short and long term, conservation and
17  incentives, water reuse and gray water use,
18  incorporation of existing plans, regionalization
19  in appropriate interconnections, changes to laws
20  and regulations, wastewater management, identify
21  funding mechanisms for plan implementation and
22  develop a monitoring plan for plan implementation.
23                 And all of those in the group felt
24  were directly specified in the statute.  They need
25  to be addressed in some way, but in addition to
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 1  that are the items that we've listed in the -- I'm
 2  not sure what color that is, the orange/beige
 3  group down on the lower left.  These are issues
 4  that have come up in committee discussions or are
 5  perhaps inferred by the statute, but not this
 6  specifically.  But this group of stakeholders felt
 7  strongly should be included and had broad
 8  consensus on that.
 9                 So the plan in some way will
10  address the registered versions, which is future
11  class B water use for non-potable uses, implement
12  in-stream flow regulations, talk about statewide
13  drought planning, water use accounting, storm
14  water management, groundwater and private well
15  monitoring and protection, desalination and flood
16  management.
17                 And part of this is an effort to be
18  comprehensive.  In Connecticut you may look at
19  these and say they're not potentially relevant or
20  not particularly relevant based on the climate and
21  geography and water use here, but to have a
22  defensible plan you need to show that you've
23  considered everything.
24                 And I gave the example during the
25  workshop of towing water from icebergs in the
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 1  artic, which is not on this list, thank goodness.
 2  But you do need to show that you've looked at
 3  everything and either ruled it out or in.  So it's
 4  a good list.  We felt it was comprehensive and
 5  there was some broad consensus on this list.
 6            We talked a little bit about the white
 7  papers of the workshop.  I'll digress just a
 8  little bit here and give you some updates on where
 9  we are on some of our other tasks and then we'll
10  get back into the workshop schedule itself.
11            The white papers have been circulated to
12  the committees.  They have been reviewed.  We
13  received comments.  I want to remind people that
14  these early white papers are not intended to be
15  position papers.  Later in the process they will
16  be.
17            Later there will be recommendations that
18  go to the plan as recommendations, but in this
19  case they're really intended to be factual and
20  sort of state of the state.  Where are we with our
21  water management issues?  Where are we with our
22  management practices and structure?
23            And so I think we have a little work to
24  change the tone here and there to make sure that
25  is accomplished fairly.  We have received most of
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 1  the comments.  I think we've got all the comments
 2  in now.  We requested them by September 22nd.  We
 3  appreciate everybody taking time to read those and
 4  provide comments.
 5            We have compiled all the comments into a
 6  single spreadsheet which will be available to
 7  anybody who would like to see that as part of the
 8  process.
 9            We are responding to them in two ways.
10  We are adding our comments to the spreadsheet, so
11  each comment that we received will have two
12  columns, and you can see them here on the screen,
13  what our response is and any notes that go along
14  with that.
15            So we may respond with, we agree and
16  we'll incorporate this comment, or, it's noted and
17  no action required, or, we have some follow-up
18  questions and we'll note those.  So in addition to
19  actually revising the documents, you'll have a
20  single spreadsheet with all of the comments
21  received and the project team's response to those
22  and how they will address those.
23            Okay.  We are targeting next week to get
24  those white papers and all the revisions and that
25  spreadsheet back to the Water Planning Council.
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 1  At that point it will be up to you what to do with
 2  them.  And I think our recommendation, in the
 3  interest of balancing comfort levels, is to take a
 4  read through them, make sure four of you are
 5  comfortable with them and post them.  Let's get
 6  them out there for public comment.
 7            There are many ways to do this.  We
 8  could have issued them for public comment at the
 9  beginning.  We wanted to make sure that there were
10  no inaccuracies in the paper.  And so we did ask
11  the committees to review, and they did the
12  two-week time period.  That worked very well.
13            Now I think we're facing several public
14  meetings coming up and I think it's probably in
15  the best interest to get those papers out there
16  for review.  They will remain a draft until our
17  final deliverable to you is handed over.  They
18  will be draft.  There will be draft chapters in
19  the water plan, and so they'll be under constant
20  revision as we move forward.
21            But I think it will probably be
22  important to start to get some public feedback
23  fairly quickly on those, or at least get them out
24  there for information so people can read them and
25  better understand what we're doing.
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 1            A real quick update on the technical
 2  tasks.  We had a good meeting with the science and
 3  technical committee on Monday.  It's become clear
 4  to me that there's a perception that some of the
 5  technical tasks are perhaps a bit disjointed.
 6  We're doing a little bit of this and a little bit
 7  of that, and that's true, but that's the way
 8  things are in the early stages of a plan.
 9            We're collecting demand data.  We're
10  collecting flow data.  We're collecting use data.
11  We're collecting geographic data.  All these
12  things, and at times it seems like that's being
13  done in a silo, but the committee has been very
14  helpful on providing some peer review on all of
15  these tasks, and we spent a little bit of time on
16  Monday explaining that they'll come together.
17            And what they'll come together with in
18  phase one is an understanding of the difference
19  between supply and demand in all the basins.  And
20  when we say demand, it's not just water supply
21  demand.  It's in-stream flow.  It's potential
22  registrations.  It's how climate change might
23  affect availability of water.
24            So it's all of these different layers of
25  supply and demand which will ultimately be a
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 1  technical output of phase one that we can use in
 2  phase two to understand how management options may
 3  be used to deal with whatever gaps we may see
 4  between future supply and future demand.
 5            The two goals really in phase one, I
 6  talked about one of them, is really to understand
 7  that, that relative difference from basin to
 8  basin, how much water is currently available
 9  versus how much is currently used, and how much
10  water is going to be available in the future and
11  how much might be demanded in the future.
12            And that's when we start to look at
13  layering in in-stream flow requirements,
14  registered diversions, climate change.  How does
15  that change the picture for this State that has
16  typically been very rich in water, and the change?
17            And we'll have maps that show this,
18  that, that show the impact of those different
19  things on available water.  They'll be very
20  factual and they'll be used to help inform
21  decisions on what water management options can be
22  most effective.
23            Right now the things that the science
24  and technical committee are reviewing for us --
25  and Virginia, I thank you for your leadership on
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 1  that -- we've conducted, or are beginning to
 2  conduct what we call a water inventory.  This is
 3  basically cataloging all the flows within each of
 4  the regional basins in the state.  By flows, I
 5  mean, natural flows, human induced flows, anything
 6  that happens with water.
 7            So we're looking at precipitation.
 8  We're looking at Infiltration.  We're looking at
 9  streamflow.  We're looking at discharges.  We're
10  looking at withdrawals.  It's not necessarily a
11  water budget.  We were calling it a water budget.
12  It wasn't quite the right terminology.
13            It's an inventory of everything that
14  happens to water within a basin, so that as we
15  move into phase two we can start changing those
16  things and seeing how the water balance is
17  affected in each basin.
18            We've also started looking at climate
19  change, and we had the privilege of working with
20  David Bjerklie of the USGS during this meeting on
21  Monday.  We did a lot of climate change evaluation
22  in the northeast, in Connecticut, and comparing
23  some of our results to what he's been doing.
24            What we've done is try very hard -- and
25  we've found this to be very effective -- not to
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 1  predict what the climate is going to do in 20
 2  years, because nobody can do that, but there is a
 3  range.  There's a wide range of potential trends
 4  that could emerge and could evolve, and we've
 5  tried to bound those.
 6            We've tried to bound how the temperature
 7  and precipitation patterns could change in the
 8  next 50 years, and we'll be able to use that
 9  information to test how vulnerable or sensitive
10  the water availability and even the water demands
11  could be to those trends.
12            And what we typically find is that
13  sometimes it's an issue and sometimes it's not.
14  And I think with some basins we'll find that it's
15  a significant concern.  In other basins we
16  probably won't, but that will be extremely
17  important to understand.
18            We're also working on demand
19  projections.  We're coordinating with the WUCC
20  process and the state population projections for
21  public supply.  We're developing agricultural
22  projections.  We're looking at industrial energy
23  and commercial demands.
24            Sometimes there's data, good data on
25  this, sometimes not.  For now we can assume some
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 1  fairly flat patterns, but then test the
 2  sensitivity of our results to those assumptions.
 3  What if we assume a 10 percent growth over a
 4  certain period?  A lot of what-if capability as we
 5  move forward.
 6            And all of that together goes into what
 7  I was talking about, the supply demand gap
 8  analysis.  Do we know how much water is available?
 9  Do we know how much water is being demanded?  And
10  that demand is not just reflective of current use
11  patterns.  It will reflect ecological demands, how
12  much water needs to stay in the streams.  That's a
13  use.  That's a demand.
14            How much water could be consumed by
15  registered diversions?  That's an important
16  question.  We need to have our minds wrapped
17  around that.  How much water availability could
18  change as a function of climate change?  We need
19  to understand that.  Okay?
20            So the key technical output from phase
21  one will be this supply demand gap analysis.  Will
22  we be able answer those questions in a very good
23  understanding of where the pressures are in the
24  State where there are opportunities to
25  regionalize, opportunities to supply some surplus
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 1  water, where the different options start to fit
 2  best?
 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  Kirk, can I ask you
 4  a question?
 5                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Of course.
 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  So the recently
 7  published draft WUCC assessments that are out for
 8  all three WUCC areas, are they helpful to you at
 9  all?
10                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  They are.  There's
11  some good data in there that hadn't been available
12  previously.  They're helpful.  They are helpful to
13  us in understanding some of the physical nature of
14  the supply systems and the regulatory environment
15  that they work in.
16                 As you know, there is still some
17  information that we're trying to collect from that
18  process, and we'll work with you to try to make
19  that happen.
20                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.
21                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  But they are
22  helpful and I hope that with that last bit of
23  information they can be really extremely helpful,
24  yes.
25                 ELAINE SISTARE:  So as Kirk just
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 1  outlined a number of components that we've
 2  completed and sort of agreed upon as part of
 3  workshop number one, we do have five additional
 4  workshops between phase one and two of the state
 5  water plan.  So to try to get some dates out there
 6  early so that folks can plan their schedules and
 7  hopefully, you know, allot time, we are looking at
 8  workshops numbers two through six.
 9                 And the topics associated with them
10  per our original scope really is number two,
11  refinement of the water management options;
12  number three, policies and pathways; number four,
13  paths forward and decision framework.
14                 Number three and four both are
15  taken from pieces of workshop number two, where we
16  in workshop number two will be splitting, sort of,
17  can we find pathways forward, or do we need a
18  framework for how we can move?  And then workshop
19  five we've got draft policy recommendations, and
20  finally workshop six, finalize the plan
21  recommendations.
22                 Our proposed dates we are proposing
23  all to be complete by the end of April with the
24  next one coming up.  We're proposing November 3rd.
25  We are, you know, looking for feedback and
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 1  flexibility.  The following week works well for us
 2  also.
 3                 And then skipping over the holidays
 4  and having the workshop number three in January,
 5  and then workshops number four and five both in
 6  February, workshop six late April after we do have
 7  a draft plan under review.
 8                 We've split the times.  We've kept
 9  a four-hour length, which I think worked well with
10  workshop number one.  We have proposed, sort of,
11  flopping back and forth between afternoon sessions
12  and morning sessions.
13                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I can tell you
14  the third is definitely out for two of us, so we
15  might have to work around that.
16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  We'll refine that.
17                 The two goals we were trying to
18  keep as simple, and we start with the first
19  Thursday of each month because that worked here in
20  October.  It didn't quite fit with the expected
21  progress of the work needed to support them, and
22  so we skipped one in December, put two in
23  February, partly because the two in February are
24  very related.
25                 That's when we take all of those
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 1  options that we talked about, put them in the
 2  bins.  These are the options that we think we can
 3  drive through to the regulatory recommendation or
 4  legislative recommendations.  And these are the
 5  ones that need a decision framework, and we deal
 6  with those separately in two different workshops.
 7  If those workshops are fairly close together it
 8  probably makes a lot of sense.
 9                 Okay.  So it sounds like
10  November 3rd is not good.  May I ask, does
11  November 10th work, because that actually works
12  perhaps even a little bit better for us?
13                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think it does
14  for me.
15                 LORI MATHIEU:  Is that a Thursday?
16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  It is.
17                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think that
18  will work.  We have the next day off.
19                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Would you rather
20  have it in the morning on the 10th?
21                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.
22                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Just for kicks,
23  does the 11th work?
24                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  No, that's the
25  holiday.
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 1                 LORI MATHIEU:  That's Veterans Day.
 2                 MARGARET MINER:  So it is?
 3                 ELAINE SISTARE:  It looks like
 4  workshop number two is tentatively set and we will
 5  announce that through the Water Planning Council,
 6  and announce the date.  But Thursday,
 7  November 10th, and we would have being in the
 8  morning.
 9                 Location?  We hope that CCSU can
10  accommodate us again.  I think the location worked
11  well for workshop number one, but again, we will
12  finalize that also.
13                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Well, make sure
14  you reach out to them quickly on that November
15  workshop, because that's coming up soon.
16                 January, I don't think that will be
17  a problem, I suspect.  The students will still be
18  out.
19                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  Well, I'm
20  glad to.  You know, I think we saw September 29th,
21  while ultimately it worked, there was a lot of
22  back and forth.  So we'd rather get these on the
23  calendar and have them sent.
24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, that's a
25  great idea.
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 1                 ELAINE SISTARE:  A little less
 2  structured as far as, you know, attendees and all
 3  participants and decision making, but still I
 4  think we wanted to prioritize trying to getting
 5  those dates set, too.
 6                 At the workshop we included October
 7  25th, 26th, 27th as potential dates for the
 8  phase-one public meetings.  These are meant to
 9  have the same information shared in each of those
10  meetings.  They would just be located in the
11  western, central and eastern portions of the
12  state.
13                 There was some discussion about
14  whether we could do some kind of webinar or live
15  steam of those meetings, and we're hoping to try
16  to coordinate with NEIWPCC or others to try to
17  accommodate that if possible.
18                 And then we do not have dates yet
19  scheduled for the phase-two public meetings.  They
20  will be coordinated slightly differently in that
21  we would base them following certain deliverables
22  as part of phase two.
23                 So as you can see, we're thinking
24  of having the first one late January after we've
25  already done workshops number two and three, the
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 1  second public meeting of phase two at the end of
 2  February after workshops four and five have
 3  already been completed.  And then a final public
 4  meeting in early April prior to any plan
 5  recommendations.  And for those phase-two/three
 6  public meetings we're thinking that locations may
 7  in fact be, you know, in a central portion of the
 8  state.
 9                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And as Elaine said,
10  those will be different themes in each one.  We
11  tried to coordinate those with the workshops.  We
12  need to set the workshop dates first before we can
13  establish some dates of those.
14                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And Kirk, if you
15  can give me some ideas about where you want each
16  one to be, we can probably find state facilities
17  that would be available with no rental fees.
18  Whether we use community colleges or other state
19  facilities, if we plan this out far enough in
20  advance we can line those up.
21                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  So speaking about
22  far enough in advance, how about the three that
23  we're proposing for later this month?  Is that the
24  type of thing that you can provide some assistance
25  with in terms of venues?
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 1                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Yeah.
 2                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That would be
 3  great.
 4                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I mean, my short
 5  answer for your one for the middle of the state is
 6  you might want to touch base with CCSU again.
 7                 ELAINE SISTARE:  And I guess I
 8  maybe didn't note that, you know, we also talked
 9  about times, but as you can see at least for phase
10  one we've got evening for the 25th and 27th.  And
11  then early afternoon for the 26th trying to
12  accommodate, hopefully, the majority of schedules
13  and availabilities.
14                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  We're trying to
15  minimize travel times for people, but
16  understanding that, you know, if they simply can't
17  make an evening then the one probably in the
18  central would probably be the one to schedule in
19  the afternoon, and vice versa.  We'll try to make
20  it as accessible as possible to everybody.
21                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And if you can do
22  the live streaming that would be great.
23                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Right.  So we will
24  work with Mike on seeing what options are be
25  available.
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 1                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  One more
 2  slide I wanted to go over before handing it back
 3  to Kirk for final reflection, is communications.
 4  We talked a lot about getting the word out about
 5  this effort and about the state water plan.
 6                 We're going to be -- we have been
 7  accumulating a list of different components that
 8  fall under each of these categories or bullets
 9  that I've shown on this slide.  Water utilities,
10  customers, key elected officials, CEOs, state
11  agencies, and then municipal/regional agencies,
12  environmental groups, and then community
13  organizations and other stakeholders.
14                 But we will be looking for
15  assistance in perhaps, you know, persons
16  identified that can take each of these categories
17  perhaps through the Steering Committee in other
18  components.  So we will distribute and hopefully
19  get some feedback and full responsibilities
20  assigned.
21                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Or we could even
22  ask if there are some volunteers today who would
23  be willing to sign up to be liaisons between these
24  groups to help advertise meetings that are now
25  coming up in three weeks.  It's a very short


BCT Reporting LLC







Page 33


 1  turnaround time.
 2                 We talked about some different ways
 3  that we could broadcast this, get the word out
 4  during the workshop.  I think it starts with
 5  reaching out to these groups.
 6                 And if we can get some people to
 7  volunteer -- it doesn't have to be during this
 8  meeting, but maybe working some e-mails through
 9  Dave or Jack to let us know if you'd be willing to
10  be the one to help get the word out to these
11  different groups either through e-mail lists,
12  distribution lists, mailing lists, whatever the
13  case may be, that would be tremendously helpful.
14                 LORI MATHIEU:  How do you plan to
15  advertise this?
16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  We will provide
17  probably a package for people to send out that
18  will include a fact sheet, that will include an
19  agenda for the public meetings, what we hope to
20  get out of it, what opportunities there will be
21  for people to speak.  So --
22                 JANE CERASO:  Excuse me, Kirk, this
23  is Jane and Mike at NEIWPCC.  We're having a hard
24  time hearing you.  Can you guys talk closer to the
25  microphone?
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 1                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Is that a little
 2  better?
 3                 JANE CERASO:  Much better.  Thank
 4  you.
 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yeah, you've
 6  got to speak right into these microphones.
 7                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Okay.  Sorry, guys.
 8                 But we will provide a package of
 9  information about what the plan is and what the
10  public meeting would you, and then ask the people
11  through e-mail lists and contacts and help get
12  that out, or take it to public libraries and post
13  it and things like that.
14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And I had said
15  at the retreat we had that I could hopefully get
16  somebody, that the governor himself, the
17  lieutenant governor, somebody to really kick it
18  off.  And that's where it would be important that
19  we get that packet.
20                 There's all the news media that
21  comes to that.  You know, Nick and I will work on
22  that to get something set up ASAP, given the
23  Governor's schedule.
24                 LORI MATHIEU:  And should there be
25  an announcement made from the Water Planning
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 1  Council that could be used to help promote this?
 2  It would kind of be the cover letter for the
 3  package of information, for something that would
 4  come from, you know, you would sign off on.
 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  On behalf of
 6  the Council?  Sure.
 7                 LORI MATHIEU:  I think a letter
 8  that could be used to transmit to all of these
 9  parties, this is a cover letter of the agenda and
10  all the package of information.
11                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That would be good.
12  I would also ask, too, if one or all of you would
13  be willing to speak at these public meetings?
14  Maybe it could be a different person at each one,
15  but I think it would be much more effective
16  hearing some of the goals and objectives from you
17  than from us.
18                 And we'll certainly organize and
19  coordinate and take a lead role in facilitating
20  these meetings and speak and present progress, and
21  that sort of thing, discuss the process, but I
22  think if they could hear, the public could hear
23  directly from you on your perceived value of this
24  plan and the process itself, that would be great.
25  That would be great.  So that may be sort of an
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 1  assumption on your part, but --
 2                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, I think we
 3  all will definitely try to be there.  That's for
 4  sure.
 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  Do you have an idea
 6  of what the agenda would be?
 7                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  My sense -- I'm
 8  kind of going off the top of my head here, but I
 9  have been thinking about it.  I think what we will
10  probably do is -- we talked a little bit about
11  this with Sue last week -- is probably spend half
12  an hour up front providing some overview of the
13  process and the plan objectives and offer some
14  speaking time to you as a planning council.
15                 We could explain the process
16  itself, how it's relevant to other state plans,
17  how it fits into other Connecticut initiatives and
18  that sort of thing.  And then probably provide an
19  hour for questions and answers and talk a little
20  bit about, sort of like what we did with the
21  public comments at the workshop.  But provide
22  answers as well and have time to do that during
23  the workshop, but this would be give-and-take.
24                 We can provide answers to those
25  questions, certainly collect the input, questions,
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 1  comments they have.  And then spend probably the
 2  last half hour looking forward on what will be the
 3  next workshops.  What will be the next steps in
 4  the process?  When will the next public meetings
 5  be?  What can you do in the meantime, just in
 6  educating?
 7                 So a little bit upfront about what
 8  the whole thing is all about, a good chunk of time
 9  for some give-and-take and then a way to look
10  forward at the end.
11                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Sounds good,
12  very good.
13                 Yes, Virginia?
14                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Kirk, I have a
15  question about the public meetings in phase two.
16  They are different times focusing on different
17  aspects of the plan.  Are there three at each of
18  those three times, in different regional areas?
19  Or is it just one?
20                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  It would be just
21  one.  And we'd have to talk about, you know,
22  whether we tried to centralize those and make them
23  accessible to people, or if we wanted to blend
24  geographic distribution with thematic
25  distribution.  So we haven't worked that out yet.
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 1  We welcome and hope for some input, if you had
 2  ideas on that.
 3                 But the scope allows us to do three
 4  public meetings in the second phase and we felt it
 5  was better to distribute those over themes than to
 6  just do three of the same thing.  I think in the
 7  first phase it's appropriate because we took, you
 8  know, three months almost to get some momentum,
 9  get started and have the information to share.
10                 But in the second phase it will be
11  important, I think.  There's so many important
12  decisions along the way to have the public
13  involved in those decision, each one, rather than
14  just at the beginning or just at the end or just
15  in the middle.  So the question is how to
16  distribute those geographically, we'll have to
17  talk about it to figure that out.
18                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Kirk, can you
19  take us back to slide five, which is the soundbite
20  slide?
21                 ELAINE SISTARE:  We've got one more
22  slide.  I don't know whether we should go through
23  that.
24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  No, the last one is
25  just my kind of reflecting.  So we'll go back
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 1  here.
 2                 This one?
 3                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  So how do you
 4  plan on using those?  I think before they get used
 5  they probably need a little bit more vetting.  I
 6  don't see all of them as directly on target for
 7  the discussion.  So what's your thought process on
 8  further vetting?
 9                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  So the thought
10  process is, we would deliver this to you.  It
11  would be our deliverable from the workshop to the
12  Planning Council and the Steering Committee and
13  the stakeholders.  You would have an opportunity
14  to comment on it.
15                 You know as I said, this was our
16  attempt to assimilate all of the feedback we got
17  during the workshop, but we decided not to spend
18  time during the workshop wordsmithing because we
19  wanted to be effective.  But you will have an
20  opportunity absolutely to go through and vet this,
21  provide some clarifications and comments of
22  anything that we may have missed or misstated.
23                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Thank you.
24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Okay.  Sue has
25  taken some time and drafted up a communications
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 1  plan, which we'll circulate through NEIWPCC this
 2  week.  And again, we'll be looking for your help
 3  in looking for some volunteers to take on the lead
 4  of coordinating with organizations.
 5                 I think CWWA will probably be
 6  active in this.  We've been in some contact with
 7  them, but you know, Margaret, that may be the kind
 8  of thing you could help with a lot.
 9                 MARGARET MINER:  I think everyone
10  on the advisory group has agreed we'll help you as
11  much as we can with all of our lists.
12                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Good.  Thank you.
13                 I say every once in a while, this
14  has been an intense few months.  We've done a lot
15  of work.  Got to meet a lot of people.  I've
16  gotten a good understanding, I think, of how the
17  different committees work and what the roles and
18  responsibilities are.  I think hopefully you've
19  gotten to know us a little bit, and what we bring
20  to the process and what our quirks are.
21                 It's been a good few months, and so
22  every once in a while I like to pause and sit back
23  and ask, are we moving down the right track?
24  Okay.  So I was up the other night thinking about
25  that and I just wanted to share some of my
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 1  thoughts with you, because I think amidst
 2  everything that's going on I'm seeing some very
 3  positive things, and I wanted to share that.
 4                 I was really impressed at the
 5  ability of such a broad group of stakeholders to
 6  reach consensus on objectives.  I've seen that
 7  stretch out over months, and it's why we didn't
 8  spend time wordsmithing.  We wanted to really get
 9  the themes right.  But I was impressed at the
10  group's ability to do that, and at the group's
11  ability to agree on what water management options
12  should be addressed by the plan.
13                 And I know here we have a little
14  background.  We've been studying these things for
15  months, years.  So a lot of the decisions were
16  somewhat perfunctory, but not all of them.  And I
17  was impressed with the group's ability to come to
18  consensus.
19                 It's not always going to be that
20  easy.  And as we move ahead, as we look into the
21  next few workshops which we'll be making some more
22  difficult decisions, they get progressively more
23  difficult and a bit little more substantive and
24  final as we move forward.  I want to offer some
25  thoughts from my experience in statewide plans and
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 1  in large regional plans that may be helpful.
 2                 I believe that this group can see
 3  the value of progress in leu of perfection, that a
 4  large plan like this is not going to be perfect.
 5  It's not going to satisfy every need of every
 6  person of every constituency.
 7                 But we hope that as we saw
 8  demonstrated in the workshop that the ability of
 9  the group to compromise in the interests of moving
10  forward and making progress in advancing every
11  issue further than it is right now will continue
12  to be evident, because I've seen that happen.
13                 The word "compromise," it has such
14  a negative connotation that it's used to mean
15  failure in some cases.  You compromised on that
16  decision.  That to me is a good thing, and I think
17  it's a necessary component in statewide planning.
18                 And I think that the discussion
19  that we had last Thursday gives me some comfort
20  that we can achieve that and basically take each
21  option, and moving forward, show progress on each
22  one even if it may be perfect for everybody.  Each
23  one will be further along than it is today.
24                 The other thing that struck me is
25  that just as the soundbite that we tried to
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 1  capture, the overall goal of the plan is to
 2  balance the water and its use and need for all.  I
 3  think part of an effective plan process is
 4  balancing everybody's comfort level with the
 5  process.  And I know that there are various levels
 6  of comfort and discomfort with how information is
 7  shared and when information is shared.  And
 8  there's no perfect answer for that either, and I
 9  think that will involve some compromise.
10                 And what, you know, what I posed as
11  a challenge to the Council is to arrange among
12  yourselves a process for making those decisions.
13  When does information become public?  When are you
14  comfortable enough with information that it's been
15  reviewed, that it's imperfect, but not wrong?  And
16  there's a big difference there.  And when is it
17  appropriate to share with the public and really
18  include the citizens of Connecticut in this
19  planning process?
20                 What we've proposed is a process
21  that all deliverables through NEIWPCC would be
22  distributed for review.  There would be a two-week
23  review period with the committees.  We incorporate
24  those comments, log all of those comments, keep
25  them for the record and deliver it back to you as
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 1  a Council for your decision on when those could go
 2  out for broader consumption.  Okay?  It's a
 3  question of balancing comfort level and it's not
 4  always easy.
 5                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Kirk, I have a
 6  question.  A couple of us have been discussing the
 7  schedule for the white papers going out.
 8                 And in view of the fact that
 9  obviously you want to send out the most accurate
10  information, I think it would be helpful if before
11  you did the broad distribution to the Steering
12  Committee, that you might want to reserve a day or
13  two and try to get it past the four agencies.
14  That way we can correct any inaccuracies or clear
15  up any ambiguities or highlight any issues before
16  you send it out to everybody else.
17                 Because otherwise we're placed in a
18  position where we're commenting along with
19  everyone else, and we may be making more technical
20  comments than the people who are reporting on it,
21  not to mention the fact that if we could
22  straighten it out in consistency beforehand,
23  that solves you a lot of comment reading.
24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  People will still
25  find things to comment on it.  I can guarantee
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 1  that.
 2                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But at least you
 3  won't see redundancy.
 4                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I appreciate that.
 5  I think that's a great idea.  And Elaine has
 6  actually taken it upon herself to draft up this
 7  review process.
 8                 We'd like to codify it, get it in
 9  writing so that everybody is comfortable with it.
10  There will be a lot of deliverable in phase two
11  coming a lot more rapidly than you see right now.
12  And this has been the practice, this first round.
13  But that's a good refinement, I think, and we'll
14  definitely incorporate that, that thought.
15                 And then the last thought I had
16  is --
17                 LORI MATHIEU:  So just a question.
18  So I like your point.  How does that interact with
19  the schedule with the public meetings for the end
20  of October and your schedule now?  I'm trying to
21  make sure I have a few days to review them before,
22  because your idea was to release these in draft
23  form to the public before the 25th.
24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Only at your
25  discretion.  So our objective right now is to get
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 1  them back in your hands by the end of next week,
 2  and hopefully a little earlier than that.  We're
 3  trying to get them done internally before that.
 4                 And once we're satisfied with them
 5  we'll get them back into your hands before the end
 6  of next week, which is the 14th.  And so there
 7  will be approximately ten days before the public
 8  meetings for you to review and decide if you're
 9  comfortable posting them publicly.
10                 LORI MATHIEU:  Is it fair to say
11  that not everyone in the white papers is created
12  equal?
13                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Created or graded?
14                 LORI MATHIEU:  Created.
15                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think it's fair
16  to say that the subject matter of each of the
17  white papers has a different impact.
18                 And in terms of being created
19  equal, the goal as a consultant that we had was to
20  provide as much factual information as we could in
21  the white papers without bias.  And I think some
22  of the comments we've gotten back are that there
23  are different ways to interpret some of the things
24  that have been said, and we can work on correcting
25  that.
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 1                 But in the end I think they should
 2  all read equally.  In that sense they should read
 3  as if they are factual reports and not editorials
 4  or opinion or position papers.  But I think that
 5  the subject matter within them varies in its level
 6  of, you know, controversy really.
 7                 LORI MATHIEU:  And I talked about
 8  this last time, the task 1B-4, the white paper
 9  conflicts and challenges.  That could be written
10  by my department in a very different tone
11  versus -- so again, you could write it very
12  differently.  It depends on your point of view.
13                 It depends upon your biases and
14  your agenda and your mission and what your agency
15  goals are.  So to me, this one -- out of the other
16  ones, the other ones are pretty much okay.  It is
17  what it is.  Right?  It's factual.
18                 This one is not -- I don't think
19  it's meant to be factual at all.  It probably
20  doesn't, in my opinion -- is that something that
21  should be published to the public until we have a
22  lot more time to vet?
23                 And I talked to Bob Moore.  I don't
24  know if Bob is here, but I talked to Bob Moore
25  after the retreat, which was just last week.
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 1                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  It was
 2  Thursday.
 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  It was just last
 4  week.  So I talked to him and he thought at the
 5  next policy meeting, which is the 14th, I think,
 6  that it would be great to just start working on
 7  this.
 8                 So in my opinion, my opinion is I
 9  think this is too early to release to the public
10  for those meetings on the 25th, 26th, 27th,
11  because there's so much more discussion.  And Bob,
12  you know, I wish he was here, but Bob agreed that
13  it should be taken up there and hashed out.  And
14  let's make sure it's fully vetted and it really
15  is -- it gets everybody's opinions in there, and
16  that's just my thought on that.
17                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  So just to verify
18  for the policy subcommittee meeting, which is a
19  week from Thursday, I think Bob's intent was to
20  talk about conflicts and challenges.  I don't
21  think it was to specifically start with the white
22  paper.
23                 I think it was to start with a list
24  and have a policy discussion, and the policy group
25  have a discussion about those things.  So I don't
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 1  think we're going to be editing the white paper.
 2  I don't think that was the intent based on the
 3  agenda I had seen.
 4                 LORI MATHIEU:  Because I was
 5  talking to Bob, so my interpretation of what the
 6  discussion was is that in my intent of what I said
 7  to him was that I wanted to talk about this paper,
 8  and that's why I even brought it up.  That's why I
 9  brought it up the last time.
10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think that if
11  we have issues with -- if a member has issues with
12  a particular paper, we pull the paper.
13                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I'm not
14  comfortable at this point letting this go to the
15  public in the way it's written.
16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No, we won't
17  let it go to the public until you're comfortable
18  with it, or we won't put it out to the public.
19                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that's fine.
20  We wouldn't advocate --
21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I mean, the
22  public, I can't imagine before people come to
23  these hearings -- or I call them hearings, because
24  that's what I do -- they're going to read all
25  these white papers.  I just can't imagine.
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 1  They're going to come and they're going to listen
 2  to what we have to say.
 3                 That being said, I don't want
 4  members of this Council feeling uncomfortable with
 5  anything that's going out that they don't feel
 6  comfortable with.
 7                 LORI MATHIEU:  The other three, to
 8  be clear, the other three, I have my comments.
 9  I'm sure everybody else has, but those were more
10  factual.
11                 This, this is meant to be -- what
12  are the conflicts?  You know, you go right after
13  home rule.  You go right at class B.  You go right
14  at it.
15                 I mean, I could write this a whole
16  different way.  I could write a paper about class
17  A water and how wonderful it's been.  I could
18  write the fact that we have home rule and it's a
19  good thing for Connecticut.  I mean, you could
20  spin it many different ways and I think it would
21  be just good that we get all the people in the
22  room that want to hash it out an opportunity to
23  talk it through.
24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And I'm fascinated
25  by those comments, because as we wrote it we
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 1  didn't really try to put any spin on it at all and
 2  really didn't try to offer opinions.  And maybe --
 3  one of the problems I had when we were working on
 4  it was the title itself, conflicts and challenges.
 5                 We tried to write it not so much in
 6  the sense of conflicts, but in the sense of
 7  challenges.  That each one of these things, well,
 8  yes, it has provided Connecticut with clean water
 9  for years and years on end.  It will produce some
10  challenges moving forward.
11                 You know, the restrictions on class
12  B, just to use an example, restrictions on class B
13  water has been a wonderful thing for the State for
14  many reasons, but it's going to pose some
15  challenges moving forward.  And that's the kind of
16  thing that we were trying to draw out, not
17  necessarily pose it as a conflict because that's
18  where opinions and biases do work their way in,
19  but we cast it as a challenge, just as anything
20  else.
21                 The home rule, again it's the way
22  things work in New England.  There are many
23  benefits to that, but moving forward it will pose
24  some challenges.  And so maybe even reframing the
25  paper to even remove the word "conflict" and cast
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 1  it as, these are challenges.  These are all
 2  challenges moving forward.  I think it may be a
 3  more agreeable platform to post things as facts
 4  and not as opinions, because maybe we can talk
 5  about that as an option.
 6                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And just so you
 7  know, Kirk, Connecticut is the only State in the
 8  nation that has a constitutional provision
 9  guaranteeing home rule.
10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Betsy, do you
11  have any comments?
12                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  So we'll take that
13  off the list of options.
14                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  I think that the
15  thing is what you've identified as the list of
16  things that are intentional with one another, and
17  they're intentional with one another for good
18  reason.  I think the question is how we want to
19  weigh those and balance those.
20                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.
21                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that's the
22  challenge.  And I think even the word "conflict"
23  itself as the title casts a negative tone.
24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Immediately red
25  flags go up.
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 1                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Right, so that's
 2  something that we can maybe do.
 3                 One more quick thought on the whole
 4  thing.  I've heard some feedback from folks that
 5  there is angst within the State that you're doing
 6  this in 2016, and a lot of states did their plans
 7  in 1990 and 1995, and so forth.  And there's some
 8  concern that Connecticut is behind in the game.
 9                 But I look at it very differently.
10  A lot of western states, yes, have been working on
11  state water plans for 20 years, but they've been
12  water scarce or 80 years.  And you, I think, as a
13  State are doing this preemptively.
14                 A lot of the challenges that we're
15  projecting in this paper are not challenges that
16  exist today, but they are challenges that will
17  exist 20, or 30, or 40 years from now.  And so I
18  see this plan being done by Connecticut at the
19  right time, not too early and not too late.
20                 And in that sense you're ahead of
21  most states who wait too long to do it.  So I
22  wanted to complement you on that and just offer
23  that as a wrapup of my reflections on where we
24  are.
25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, we'll
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 1  take a complement to wrap it up.  Okay.  Thank
 2  you.
 3                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Just building on
 4  the policy subcommittee meeting a week from
 5  Thursday, because this is going to be one of the
 6  primary topics, Bob thought we might need a bigger
 7  room.  So MDC has very generously offered that we
 8  can do it at their training session on Maxim Road
 9  in Hartford.  So for those of you attending I will
10  send out a notice, but it's one o'clock a week
11  from Thursday at MDC's training facility Hartford.
12                 MARGARET MINER:  Where?
13                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  MDC's training
14  facility, Hartford.  What is the address?
15                 DAVID RADKA:  125 Maxim Road.
16                 MARGARET MINER:  So that's the
17  policy meeting next Thursday?
18                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Correct.
19                 MARGARET MINER:  It's going to be
20  at the MDC training center?
21                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  Correct.
22                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I unfortunately
23  cannot be at that meeting.  I'll be out of state.
24  It had gotten on my calendar as Friday the 14th,
25  unfortunately.  But Elaine will be there.  Dave,
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 1  I'm not sure if you're able to be there as well.
 2  I don't mean to put you on the spot, but I'm
 3  putting you on the spot.  You'll work on it?
 4  Okay.  But Elaine will certainly be there, and so
 5  we'll have representatives at the meeting.
 6                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Thank
 7  you so much.
 8                 CHRIS CLARK:  A question?
 9                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes?
10                 CHRIS CLARK:  Just out of
11  curiosity, when will the papers start to discuss
12  the economic impacts of the implementation of some
13  of these concepts?  I think they're going to be
14  significant in many cases.
15                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a specific
16  scope item for us in phase two of the work, where
17  we start to look at how some of the options for
18  water management get implemented.  What are the
19  impacts of those?  That is, we'll be producing
20  white papers on that in the next phase of work.
21                 But it's difficult to do that
22  without understanding the potential scope and
23  magnitude of problems, which is what all the
24  analytical work in phase one is leading to.  So
25  once we understand where the future problems are,
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 1  where they're likely to be, and how significant
 2  they're likely to be, then can we really address
 3  the potential economic impacts on how different
 4  management alternatives would affect them.
 5                 CHRIS CLARK:  I'm just concerned
 6  that later in the process, you know, people will
 7  be formulating opinions, not understanding what
 8  the impact is going to be.
 9                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  We will take that
10  into account.
11                 MARTHA SMITH:  Martha Smith.  Just
12  logistically for some of the meetings that you're
13  looking forward to in January and February, you
14  might want to have an alternative date kind of in
15  your back pocket because of weather.
16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  This is New
17  England.  That's right.
18                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  You're thinking the
19  drought might be over by then?
20                 MARTHA SMITH:  Well, I think so.
21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Any
22  other questions?
23                 (No response.)
24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
25  much.  We appreciate your presentation.
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 1                 Next we're going to have a status
 2  report.  Gil Bligh and Jim Ericson are here, and
 3  also we're going to hear from Kirk Wagner from
 4  CEQ -- Karl Wagner, sorry.
 5                 KARL WAGNER:  Good afternoon.  Karl
 6  Wagner.  I'm the Executive Director of the Council
 7  on Environmental Quality, and I really came today
 8  to answer questions, if you had any, but I did
 9  send you a short note on Friday to bring you up to
10  date.
11                 And I'll summarize that by saying,
12  in August our council had some misgivings about
13  the scope of study.  Councilmembers perceived some
14  inadequacies in it.  They decided that CEQ staff
15  should meet with consultants and they would
16  then -- there would probably be revisions and then
17  that would be discussed in some detail at the
18  council's October meeting.
19                 And we did meet with Lenard
20  Engineering, one of the sub consultants earlier in
21  September.  And by our account and their account
22  it was a productive meeting.  We exchanged a lot
23  of information.  Lenard Engineering revised the
24  scope of study.  I think that the date is
25  September 7th, and I distributed that to our
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 1  council.
 2                 Our Council discussed it briefly at
 3  its September 21st meeting, but didn't make any
 4  decisions.  Individual councilmembers expressed,
 5  you know, different points, but no decisions were
 6  made and no votes were taken.  And so coming up in
 7  the October meeting, the date of which is
 8  October 19th, the council will discuss it in more
 9  detail.
10                 And if it concludes there are some
11  short, you know, changes needed or perceived
12  shortfalls, whatever, that will be communicated to
13  Lenard Engineering.  Jim Ericson of Lenard was at
14  our September meeting and he heard what the
15  councilmembers had to say.  Some members of the
16  public also spoke at that meeting.
17                 And our council chair gave our
18  councilmembers until Monday to submit any
19  additional comments to me.  And the members of the
20  public also submitted some comments, and we got
21  quite a few detailed comments.  And I'll be
22  summarizing those, sending them all to our members
23  in advance of the October 19th meeting, and that's
24  where we stand.
25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you,
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 1  Karl.  Any questions for Karl?  Appreciate you
 2  coming today.
 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  Karl, are there
 4  still substantial concerns?
 5                 KARL WAGNER:  I would say it's fair
 6  to say some individual members have some
 7  substantial concerns.  And I don't know if
 8  Mr. Ericson is planning to go into the changes
 9  that were made -- in my mind, without the vote of
10  the council behind me here -- in my mind
11  significant change is the length of time for the
12  proposed study, instead of a very short study.
13                 It's now an almost year-long
14  multi-season study for the ecological impacts.
15  It's now proposed to go through next spring and
16  not be completed until June, which is a big, big
17  change.  And for the people who are concerned
18  about, you know, the analysis of ecological
19  impacts, that's a big improvement.
20                 But there are a couple of things
21  that people thought should still be in there that
22  have potential effects on historical or other
23  cultural resources.  I have a list, but they
24  basically fall into things that I think are
25  intended to be studied in the scope, water
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 1  quantity, water quality and some things that
 2  aren't directly related to that, such as the
 3  effects of blasting and turbidity and so forth.
 4                 In fact, since you asked I'll just
 5  make sure that covers it.  We received some
 6  detailed comments from highly qualified members of
 7  the public on some of the ecological
 8  considerations, such as invertebrates and rare
 9  species and ecological communities.  And I'll be
10  forwarding all those to the CEQ members.
11                 And there were some comments
12  about -- oh, yeah.  Not that it's not intended to
13  be in there, but people did wonder if the study is
14  going to review the current system, and whether or
15  not the New Britain system is efficient, and
16  whether the same amount of water could be obtained
17  through efficiency improvements.
18                 And also, discussion of
19  alternatives was on the minds of several people
20  who submitted comments.
21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions
22  for Karl?
23                 (No response.)
24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
25  Appreciate you being here.
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 1                 KARL WAGNER:  I'll be in the back
 2  if you have any more questions.
 3                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Gil and Jim?
 4                 GIL BLIGH:  Okay.  And the City
 5  thanks all the parties involved for constructive
 6  conversations that have occurred over the last few
 7  weeks.  So we were pleased that the work on the
 8  environmental study is continuing.  Jim Ericson is
 9  here to present the City of New Britain's periodic
10  update on the environmental study that's being
11  conducted as part of Public Act 16-61.
12                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.
13                 JAMES ERICKSON:  Thank you, Gil.
14  And good afternoon, ladies and gentlemen.
15                 Once again, my name is Jim Ericson.
16  I'm Vice President of Lenard Engineering.  One of
17  my partners, Mark Temple was here at the previous
18  meeting filling in for me while I was at a lake in
19  New Hampshire.  And I'm glad to see the study is
20  moving forward.
21                 And I'm the project manager leading
22  our firm, plus our three forms of experts in their
23  various studies.  We've summarized our work in a
24  letter dated October 4th.  I apologize for that
25  late date of the letter, but we wanted to get the
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 1  most recent information on there, what we've done
 2  and where we're headed.  I'm not sure if you want
 3  me to read it word for word, but --
 4                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If you could
 5  summarize it?
 6                 JAMES ERICSON:  I could summarize
 7  it.  That might be best.
 8                 Pretty much, as Mr. Wagner said,
 9  we've had a very, very nice relationship with CEQ
10  in the last month, month and a half.  Our ears are
11  wide open.  We're listening to both staff and
12  their members, and the members of the public,
13  their concerns about the scope.
14                 We've made significant changes to
15  the scope, especially in ecological studies.  As
16  Karl mentioned, we've gone from a, say, two-season
17  study to a four-season study from many of the
18  aspects of wetlands, wildlife, forestry aspects.
19  So we have a very nice picture of what is out
20  there today, and what we should be concerned with.
21                 In addition, we are working on a
22  few other odds and ends that were brought up at
23  the last meeting, the mention of air quality
24  impacts and noise.  We're checking with members of
25  our project team who we believe have expertise in
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 1  that to address those items.
 2                 Other items to strengthen the
 3  archaeological review of the site, we're going to
 4  be expanding that and presenting that at the CEQ
 5  meeting.  So we're very much -- we would be
 6  foolish not to listen to the agencies that have to
 7  review this and comment on it, because they'll
 8  say, we didn't do our due diligence.
 9                 So we're taking good notes.  We've
10  expanded our scope and we look forward at the 21st
11  to receiving more comments from them, and
12  hopefully revising our scope one final time and
13  proceeding to the next step.
14                 While we were negotiating and
15  adding to our scope we've been proceeding with
16  parts of the study that really were not of any
17  contention, and we have a sort of summary.  As far
18  as mapping, Lenard Engineering has completed both
19  the property boundary maps and topographic maps
20  for both the New Britain property as well as the
21  surrounding parcels.  So mapping is well underway.
22                 For waste bridge pond and raw water
23  transmission mains, once again the project
24  proposes taking excess flows from Copper Mine
25  Brook and flood skimming, using those flows to


BCT Reporting LLC







Page 64


 1  flood -- to flow to a future storage reservoir on
 2  this parcel.  And to use that reservoir during a
 3  drought to supplement supplies for New Britain and
 4  surrounding communities.
 5                 So we're looking at the source of
 6  the water, the waste bridge pond station, Copper
 7  Mine Brook in detail, studying, and that's well on
 8  its way.
 9                 Safe yield analysis, we're pretty
10  far along with that one.  Once again, using flood
11  skimming and looking at different sized
12  reservoirs.  Right now the city of New Britain,
13  all of their reservoirs have about 2.7 billion
14  gallons of water.  The proposed storage reservoir
15  on this site, we're looking at anywhere between 2
16  to 4 billion gallons.  So we have essentially
17  doubled the size of storage in the New Britain
18  system for that.
19                 So we're looking at different
20  withdrawal rates, pipeline capacity, storage
21  capacity to try to come up with feasible options
22  and quantify how much safe yield we can get out of
23  this scenario, and balancing that safe yield with
24  environmental effects.
25                 As far as private well inventory,
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 1  Leggette, Brashears & Graham are a hydrogeologic
 2  consultant -- has completed their private well
 3  inventory for the area plus 1500 feet around the
 4  properties.  And they're beginning their other
 5  research as well.
 6                 Their work slowed down a little bit
 7  while we were negotiating the scope, but now that
 8  the scope seems to be coming into focus they're
 9  continuing their work.
10                 As far as wetland ecological
11  studies, environmental planning services, I've
12  been working pretty much nonstop on the project.
13  Both office and field studies, they pretty much
14  finished delineation of wetlands across the site.
15  They're getting its GPS location so we can map
16  them.  They're doing those evaluations now.  So
17  they finished their summer.  They're getting to
18  their fall seasonal review.
19                 And as the executive director
20  mentioned, we're doing more things on forestry and
21  other aspects across the site.  So their scope,
22  not only was wetlands and endangered species, but
23  now has broadened out quite a bit.
24                 And lastly, drinking water
25  evaluations, Tighe & Bond is on board.  They've
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 1  compiled all the raw water quality.  They're
 2  beginning to evaluate that.  We need to really
 3  come up with a final reservoir size and shape
 4  before they can tell us the treatability impacts,
 5  but they've started their work.
 6                 So we are moving along fairly well
 7  with open ears.  We're looking to take all good
 8  suggestions, incorporate them into the scope of
 9  study.  And we're on board to deliver a report
10  probably in the summer of 2017, which will be the
11  comprehensive environmental report I think
12  everyone is looking for, and give all the decision
13  makers a chance to decide, is this a good project,
14  or is it a project too costly to the environment?
15                 So we thank you very much and would
16  be glad to answer any questions.
17                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions
18  for Jim?
19                 LORI MATHIEU:  I guess I've got to
20  ask, if I could.  The Copper Mine Brook is
21  mentioned twice.  There was a concern, there's
22  been concerns here quite a bit of the Copper Mine
23  Brook, and it was dry.  There were pictures shown
24  of it being dry.
25                 When I went out there with Gil and
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 1  Rob Longo there was water in it at that time.  I
 2  forget when that was.  You know, maybe May or
 3  June.
 4                 GIL BLIGH:  No.  No, we were up
 5  there in December.
 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  I remember it was
 7  horrible.
 8                 GIL BLIGH:  Time flies.
 9                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  It does.  So
10  when I was there I saw water.  But then I've seen
11  subsequent pictures that show it dry again.  So is
12  there water in that stream right now?  I'm just
13  wondering.
14                 JAMES ERICSON:  As of now, probably
15  very little, but if you look at the record, and
16  we're talking the City of Bristol, there's
17  historic flooding.  There's a very flashy stream,
18  flash droughts and flash floods.
19                 And there's an historic flooding
20  problem on Copper Mine from there down to Route 6.
21  And the City has actually proposed to do
22  floodwater storage area to mitigate flooding for
23  that area.  So there are large flooders.
24                 GIL BLIGH:  May I interrupt?  On
25  class-one land, that's where they want to propose
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 1  to do it, on our class-one watershed land to do
 2  flood mitigation so that should be considered,
 3  because this is a FEMA study and Dave Murphy has
 4  just agreed to send me the report without me
 5  having to FOI it.
 6                 JAMES ERICSON:  So there is -- the
 7  water rate, that changes drastically, but there
 8  are times of flood and there's times of low flow.
 9  And we're looking to capture those, the flood
10  times to fill the storage reservoir.
11                 LORI MATHIEU:  Are there any other
12  alternatives that you're looking at versus these
13  things to fill that reservoir?  Are there other
14  things you're looking at?
15                 Or should there be other things you
16  should be looking at, such as other sources, other
17  systems, other options, other ways to use this as
18  a drinking water supply source?
19                 Just throwing it out there, because
20  you and I have talked about this, Gill, that you
21  know, putting in other water from other utilities,
22  working together.  Making it, you know, something
23  that is a reservoir that could be used regionally.
24                 GIL BLIGH:  Right.  The Burlington
25  line right now that services the Whitebridge
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 1  Copper Mine Well field and pond station also has
 2  the Whigville reservoir that we own and we have, I
 3  don't know, two, two and half -- a thousand acres
 4  up there.  And so they're not differentiating
 5  between that source.
 6                 In their safe yield model, which
 7  they've developed historically and what's been
 8  approved in the water supply plan, we're not
 9  changing the flows out of Wolcott during a
10  drought -- I mean, not Wolcott, Whigville out of
11  drought.
12                 So this is -- basically what he's
13  saying is he's adding to the capacity of Copper
14  Mine what we can do during flood skimming periods,
15  but what we've been drawing historically and
16  what's in our models stays the same.  They haven't
17  changed any of that, if that helps.
18                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  So what you're
19  also saying is then there is no consideration
20  within the study for addressing the streamflow
21  impacts associated with the groundwater
22  withdrawals within Copper Mine?  You're not
23  looking at that from an ecological perspective?
24                 JAMES ERICSON:  Yeah, we're looking
25  at the combined withdrawal from that basin, both
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 1  Bristol's withdrawal as well as New Britain's
 2  withdrawal, both groundwater and surface water.
 3                 And there are level A models that
 4  we've completed which show, here's the withdrawal
 5  rate during average conditions.  Here's the
 6  withdrawal rate during 180-day drought, no
 7  rainfall.
 8                 So we have those flow rates, and
 9  those with lower withdrawal rates from the wells
10  which are plugged into this model so that in a
11  period of drought you're pumping a lower amount of
12  water from the wells as predicted in this approved
13  level-A model.  So we are taking into account all
14  the withdrawals in that basin.
15                 GIL BLIGH:  Right.  And that, that
16  was based on an actual pumping test she did in
17  2002 of the well field.  So we, you know, we're
18  basing it on real data that was done recently when
19  we had our 2002 water supply plan.
20                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia?
21                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  This may be a
22  discussion better put in a different context, but
23  would the level-A models for the Bristol system or
24  the New Britain system ever run as the two systems
25  pumping simultaneously?  In other words, modeling
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 1  both systems together?
 2                 JAMES ERICSON:  Yes, they were.
 3                 GIL BLIGH:  That's the only way
 4  that we know.
 5                 And I might add, what we decided to
 6  do is do that because the purpose of level A is to
 7  protect the aquifer.  So you want the cone of
 8  influence to go the furthest so you can protect
 9  the aquifer under the most stressed condition.
10                 So that's why we modeled them
11  simultaneously, not separately.
12                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir?
13  Please state your name.
14                 MARTIN DINEP:  Martin Dinep.  Did
15  you also calculate the amount, what the effect
16  would be if Tilcon stopped pumping out of their
17  two wells which pump out of the aquifer now?
18                 JAMES ERICSON:  That hasn't been
19  taken into account yet.
20                 MARTHA SMITH:  Are you planning to?
21                 JAMES ERICSON:  We were looking at
22  their registered withdrawals and their public
23  records to see what impact that has on the
24  environment.
25                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  My name is Susan
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 1  Brudny, 292 Linwood Street.  Is there any
 2  consideration being given to global climate
 3  change?  This drought has been drastic this year
 4  and we've had droughts for the past few years.
 5                 Given that Copper Mine is dried up
 6  this year and then we had a chemical spill, do you
 7  really think these are viable backups?  I mean,
 8  personally I went up and took pictures of the
 9  reservoir and I have them on my phone.  It's
10  48 percent at level, 50 percent down.  At shuttle
11  Meadow it's shocking.
12                 I don't think that we need another
13  reservoir.  You know, I think a lot of people
14  don't think we need another reservoir.  It's
15  pretty much a corporate profit thing.  And to tear
16  apart that amount of forest land is so
17  irresponsible.  If you turn that area into a
18  desert area, as the presentation we had a couple
19  weeks ago at the library done by Paul Zagorsky and
20  from Lynette, the Connecticut watershed and
21  Robert -- I mean, John Sokolowski, it's pretty
22  obvious that this is not good for our environment.
23  And that's what concerns me, that you guys aren't
24  looking at that.
25                 JAMES ERICSON:  Well, all I can say


BCT Reporting LLC







Page 73


 1  is we're taking into account all comments received
 2  including CEQ and the public.  What we're asking
 3  the commissions to do is to allow us to complete
 4  the study.  And then once the study is done, judge
 5  it on its merits.
 6                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, in 40 years
 7  from now, I mean, you know, we're already having a
 8  water shortage on this planet.  It's pretty
 9  obvious.  How are we going to fill another
10  reservoir, which I think it was Mr. Sawyer who
11  brought it up at the last meeting, the engineer,
12  that there was not going to be any rock left
13  there.
14                 That the plan you put out was a
15  quarry plan, and it wasn't really showing the plan
16  of what was going to hold a reservoir.  There's
17  going to be no rock there left to hold a
18  reservoir.  If in five years from now we are in
19  this 40-year plan, and we're only a thousand-foot
20  buffer zone from Crescent Lake, that's not very
21  long.  That's like from here, like, not even,
22  like, across the street and just a little farther
23  down.
24                 People are already having cracks in
25  their foundation, as we found out at our meeting
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 1  at the library.  You're not counting the
 2  respiratory problems, the settling of their
 3  foundations.  You know, already there's animals
 4  coming out of the forests.  It could only get
 5  worse.  You know, I just think it's just common
 6  sense.
 7                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir.
 8                 RICHARD L. JUDD:  Yes, my name is
 9  Dr. Richard L. Judd.  I was originally trained as
10  a biologist, and with due regard, and I'm also
11  considered a national expert in emergency medical
12  services and I recently retired as president of
13  CCSU.
14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Nice to see
15  you, Doctor.
16                 RICHARD L. JUDD:  Thank you.
17                 My comments for Lenard are asking
18  that the study provide us, provide you and the
19  rest of us with some, what I would call,
20  evidence-based scientifically documented research
21  on what you're suggesting to be done.
22                 And the first thing I want to look
23  for is, the potable water needs of the world is a
24  major problem, as you're all very aware.  I want
25  you to be able to show with some evidence base
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 1  what will be those potable needs in 50 years with
 2  the hole you're going to dig in the ground for
 3  2.4 billion gallons of water?  And I would also
 4  like to know what you're projecting with evidence
 5  on the quality and the potability of that water.
 6                 Secondly, I think your study needs
 7  to be much more emphatic on the demography of the
 8  region which these reservoirs are serving.  What's
 9  happening to all the towns that use the water?
10  Where is the population going?  Where the industry
11  is going, what's the growth going to be?
12                 I think the report is deficient on
13  the species that you're studying, number one.  For
14  example, you're studying -- right now you tell me
15  which species you're going to weigh, but if you've
16  been up in that watershed area there are a lot of
17  species like deer and turkey and other things that
18  live there.
19                 The third thing I want to see is
20  what you will tell me scientifically is going to
21  be based on the degradation of the watershed,
22  which will be irreplaceable down the road.  And
23  there's a lot of current research, ladies and
24  gentlemen, in most of the scientific journals, for
25  example, what conifer trees do with climate change
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 1  and how they adjust to those changes.  But I would
 2  like to see that information defined a little bit
 3  more greatly in your study.
 4                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
 5                 Yes?
 6                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I'll reserve my
 7  comments for the public comment section, but I
 8  think, Gil, will you confirm that New Britain is
 9  in a drought because -- and this hasn't been
10  publicized in August -- no, September meeting of
11  the water commission.
12                 Historically, we're at 72 percent.
13  Last year we were at 67 percent.  This year we're
14  at 52 percent.  And I think under our water alert
15  system if it's a 50 percent drop, it's supposed to
16  be notified, and the public has not been notified
17  at all to do any conservation efforts.  That was a
18  month ago.  My guess is we're below 50 percent at
19  this point in time.
20                 I know Bristol was at 58 percent
21  and they do have a water alert.  And the brook
22  that you're referring to, that is dry.  So I
23  think, you know, when people are making
24  presentations my concern is the public needs to be
25  made aware of a lot more than what the public is
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 1  being made aware of with respect to this
 2  situation.  But can you confirm that we are in
 3  fact in a water alert, Mr. Bligh?
 4                 GIL BLIGH:  Yes.
 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  That was
 6  easy.  Anything else for these gentlemen, because
 7  we're going to go right into a discussion of a
 8  drought plan, which is very timely.  So anything
 9  else for these gentlemen?  And then we'll have a
10  public comment.
11                 Yes, sir.
12                 TONY MITCHELL:  I'm Tony Mitchell.
13  I'm with Rivers Alliance of Connecticut.  Will
14  your study address replacing the water that won't
15  be available from the watershed while the water
16  construction is going on, assuming that weather,
17  blasting and all that, it digging the rock out,
18  that acreage won't be draining into the reservoirs
19  anymore like it is now?  Will it address where the
20  water to replace that will come from in New
21  Britain?
22                 The second part is in terms of
23  filling the reservoir eventually.  The central
24  WUCC preliminary assessment of the New Britain
25  water company mentions a future possible source of
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 1  water, a new reservoir in Burlington.  Is that
 2  also in the consideration in order to fill that
 3  reservoir perhaps during flood times?  Or is that
 4  already in?
 5                 Would that already be in the Copper
 6  Mine Brook watershed?  Or does it go into a
 7  watershed which eventually ends up in the
 8  Naugatuck River instead?  Would it be another
 9  major basin?  Basically it's, where is the water
10  going to come while building a reservoir?  And
11  then is New Britain still considering an
12  additional reservoir to be built individually?
13                 GIL BLIGH:  We're not taking any
14  water out of the Naugatuck.  I can guarantee it.
15                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I hope not.
16  That's mine.  That's the valley.
17                 Anything else?
18                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, just following
19  up on Mr. Zagorsky's question, will you be putting
20  a drought constraint on New Britain -- I was just
21  wondering about following up on what Mr. Zagorsky
22  said with our concerns of how low our reservoir is
23  now, and the other towns are being -- having water
24  restrictions.
25                 Is the mayor required to put in, or
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 1  shouldn't she put in as the mayor, that we should
 2  alert people that we should be watching our water
 3  usage?  I mean, isn't that part of the Town?  Or
 4  is that part of your Council.  I'm new to this.
 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  That's a good
 6  question.  So Gil, have you reported to us that
 7  you're in a drought trigger?
 8                 GIL BLIGH:  I sent a letter to you.
 9                 LORI MATHIEU:  How long ago?
10                 GIL BLIGH:  In December of 2015.
11                 LORI MATHIEU:  So it's posted up on
12  our webpage?
13                 GIL BLIGH:  I don't know what you
14  did with it, but we're in the first stage.
15  There's five stages.
16                 LORI MATHIEU:  If I could get the
17  Internet I could show it.
18                 GIL BLIGH:  Right.  But anyways,
19  there's five stages.  We've been in stage one.  We
20  began in December.  We actually went out of stage
21  one and out of the drought alert some time in the
22  spring.  I don't know if it was March.
23                 I didn't send you a letter saying,
24  we're all done, everything is safe, because, you
25  know, it rains and then it gets dry back and


BCT Reporting LLC







Page 80


 1  forth.  For example, believe it or not in August
 2  we measured, based on our 74-year historic average
 3  rainfall, we measured that August at Shuttle
 4  Meadow Station was average rainfall.  September
 5  was 71 percent below normal, so it fluctuates back
 6  and forth, at least our rainfall records that
 7  we're measuring at the reservoir.
 8                 The stage we're in right now is
 9  still a water supply alert.  The next stage of is,
10  I guess, it's a water supply advisory.  And other
11  than putting out what this lady is asking for,
12  that's when we put the notices in the paper and we
13  ask people to conserve.
14                 But during the water supply alert
15  we're complying with everything in our drought
16  plan and actually we were doing, prior to
17  declaring the water supply alert, we were doing
18  all the activities that are required under that
19  drought plan, which is taking water that's in our
20  auxiliary reservoirs and pumping it up into the
21  distribution reservoirs.
22                 LORI MATHIEU:  So I don't think
23  you're on our webpage.  So you know, and I've been
24  asking utilities, any utilities in the audience,
25  please pay attention to our circular letters and
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 1  let us know what is going on.  And actually,
 2  you'll be hearing more from us because it is, to
 3  your point, it is very dry and our reservoirs are
 4  dropping quickly.
 5                 And so we need to see more -- we'll
 6  talk more about that later, but we need to see
 7  more information quicker and we need to make sure
 8  we know so that we can publicize that on our
 9  webpage what's going on with all the systems so
10  that people know.
11                 Because, you know, I think some of
12  the things that are going on right now is drought
13  trigger levels for every surface water supply are
14  set too low, because they were set 30 years ago.
15  And they may need to be reviewed, because you're
16  kind of waiting too long to hit that first
17  trigger.  If it doesn't rain it's a concern.
18  So --
19                 GIL BLIGH:  Well, you do realize
20  that New Britain is unique because 5 million
21  gallons a day of supply, our safe yield is from
22  the MDC.
23                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  Everybody
24  has a different situation.  Not everyone is
25  comparable.
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 1                 GIL BLIGH:  We don't solely depend
 2  on all these reservoirs.  Five million gallons of
 3  the 17.64 comes from the Metropolitan District,
 4  and because that has a wholesale raw water rate,
 5  that's obviously the one that we hold in reserve.
 6  We don't go out and buy water when we have water
 7  in our reservoirs.
 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  You're making my
 9  next point for me, so it's perfect, actually.
10                 GIL BLIGH:  You're welcome.
11                 LORI MATHIEU:  Reservoir capacity
12  needs to be modified so that we can find a
13  different metric to track, such as days of supply
14  remaining.  Because to your point, you have
15  reserves that can make up the difference versus
16  others that don't.
17                 GIL BLIGH:  Right.
18                 LORI MATHIEU:  So to your point, I
19  think it's well taken.  Everybody needs to know
20  what is my utility -- what's the status?  I think
21  a lot of people are asking those questions these
22  days, and I think it needs to be publicized.
23  Where are they?  What should we be doing?
24                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  On the news, not in
25  the newspaper.  The Herald kind of picks and
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 1  chooses what it puts in.  I really think it should
 2  be on the news, because a lot of people don't read
 3  the Herald if they're working or whatever, because
 4  it's kind of a biased paper.  But the news, like,
 5  you know, you do, every other town does.
 6                 Thank you.
 7                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Anything else,
 8  because we're going to talk about drought more in
 9  a second here?
10                 (No response.)
11                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you,
12  gentlemen.  I'm sure we'll hear more from you in
13  the future.
14                 Okay.  I'm going to move the
15  drought report and the drought protocol up under
16  our business here.  And Lori, would you give a
17  report on the protocol?
18                 LORI MATHIEU:  On the plan?
19                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Either the plan
20  or Greenwich.  Whatever you want to do first.
21                 LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  Is anyone
22  here from Aquarion?
23                 (No response.)
24                 LORI MATHIEU:  No?  Okay.  Good.
25  Then I can speak freely.  So the last --
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 1                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You'll be
 2  interested in hearing this is in Southwest
 3  Connecticut where there actually is an emergency
 4  situation down there, and Lori is going to talk
 5  about that.
 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  So on September 28th
 7  Aquarion wrote my, Commissioner Dr. Pino, and ask
 8  for the Commissioner of DPH to declare a public
 9  water supply emergency.  We have done that.  We
10  have met as three agencies, met with Aquarion on
11  the 27th of September, as a matter of fact here,
12  and PURA along with DEEP and ourselves.
13                 We met with their staff and tried
14  to get a handle on exactly what Aquarion would be
15  looking for and what measures they have taken so
16  far, and what they were doing to alleviate the
17  concern and exactly what the concern was.
18                 So the concern for Aquarion, and
19  Aquarion serves many, many towns in the 50 or 60
20  towns in the state of Connecticut, but concern
21  specifically is for demands in Greenwich, Stamford
22  Darien and New Canaan, and for that part of the
23  system of which I call the southwest tail of
24  Connecticut.
25                 So the next day, on the 29th the
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 1  Commissioner of the Department of Public Health
 2  issued an order along with a declaration of
 3  emergency.  That information, if anyone is
 4  interested in seeing the details, it's a five-page
 5  order.  It is up online on the Department of
 6  Public Health's main webpage as well as under the
 7  drinking water sections page so you can read
 8  through the details.
 9                 It's an order that allows for --
10  essentially allows for Aquarion to move more water
11  beyond permitted registrations and permits by
12  DEEP, but allows them only for a temporary manner.
13  And in a 30-day period they can ask for extensions
14  up to 150 days in this emergency that they're
15  under.
16                 The details of those withdrawals
17  and increased withdrawals are itemized within the
18  order itself.  And it's not -- there's an awful
19  lot of reporting requirements within the order.
20  They are, Aquarion is required to report to the
21  State, the agencies, the local health directors of
22  the four towns, and the chief elected officials of
23  the four towns on a weekly basis what exactly is
24  going on.
25                 There is a number of reporting
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 1  requirements in the order itself on the last page.
 2  Anybody who's very interested in this, certainly
 3  there's a lot of detail involved.  Aquarion does
 4  sell water to three municipalities in New York,
 5  Rye, Rye Brook and Port Chester.
 6                 We've worked with -- I've worked
 7  with my colleague in New York State, of health,
 8  Roger Sokol.  We were on the phone with him a
 9  number of times and they are working with those
10  three towns in New York to work on similar
11  mandatory outdoor water bans.
12                 I will pass this around, just to
13  your point about public information about what's
14  going on.  Aquarion also was mandated to do an
15  extensive communication plan and they worked
16  really hard on that, and are getting the word out.
17  What I'm passing around there I think is a
18  postcard that they'll be sending out.  They're
19  also doing mass media on this, and there's quite a
20  bit of communication going out.
21                 Yesterday I was involved in a
22  meeting in Stamford, a meeting with the mayor of
23  Stamford, the first selectmen from Greenwich, New
24  Canaan and Darien, as well as the health
25  directors, and Aquarion to put our thoughts
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 1  together, walk through the order and fully
 2  understand what is going to take place and how
 3  it's going to take place.  And then we toured the
 4  reservoir itself, the Putnam Reservoir itself.
 5                 The Putnam Reservoir itself is down
 6  to 22 percent of capacity.  There are temporary
 7  pumps installed there to move water to the
 8  treatment plant, because it's so low.  We had an
 9  opportunity.  The press followed us, so there was
10  a lot of press by Channel 12, which I think is out
11  of New York or out of that area -- or out of
12  Norwalk, as well as the Stamford Advocate and the
13  Greenwich paper.
14                 So there's a lot of press going on
15  out there.  There is a lot of work that Aquarion
16  has to do.  This is to alleviate the storage, the
17  depletion of storage capacity within the
18  reservoirs in Greenwich as well as Stamford, and
19  to move more water down, eventually down the
20  southwest pipeline from the Greater Bridgeport
21  system, which could be a phase-two project.
22                 So this is a first -- if it doesn't
23  rain, there will be another water group that comes
24  along and allows additional authorities to
25  Aquarion, but it would impact more of your system.
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 1                 So with that?
 2                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions
 3  for Lori?
 4                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I will say that I
 5  am well aware of what's going on with Aquarion,
 6  because that has been publicized heavily in a
 7  number of papers.  And I would say everybody in
 8  the room knows that, and I would like to see all
 9  water assets treated the same way with
10  transparency so the public does know exactly
11  what's going on.  So I appreciate your efforts.
12                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Is Aquarion a
13  private company?
14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, private,
15  investor owned.  And I have to say that I was a
16  small part of this whole process.  And Lori and
17  her staff and Denise Ruzicka who works with Betsy
18  Wingfield did a fantastic job turning this around
19  and turning it around very, very quickly and
20  efficiently, and everybody worked very
21  hand-in-hand together.  It was really great.
22                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  I think that's
23  true.  I think -- and this goes back to something
24  that Lori said earlier.  I think we were surprised
25  when all the sudden we were at this point, rather
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 1  than sort backing up and preparing to get to this
 2  point in a different way to maybe not need to be
 3  able to respond in the timeframe that we needed
 4  respond to, and with the level of severity.  So I
 5  think we need to go back and look at triggers and
 6  responses and planning.
 7                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I agree.  Okay.
 8  Moving on, are we going to talk about the
 9  statewide?
10                 LORI MATHIEU:  So the state drought
11  plan has been revised.  And Virginia De Lima has
12  done an excellent job in working on that over the
13  years.  And a number of staff from the four
14  agencies have been involved, and actually the six
15  exigencies that are responsible for the state
16  drought plan.
17                 Right now the state drought plan,
18  that is up for sale.  Right Bruce, on Amazon?
19  Right?  If you had $16 you could buy a state
20  drought plan, but I guess anything -- you could
21  publish anything and ask for money.  Right?
22                 But anyway, it's up online on the
23  water status webpage.  You can get that for free,
24  but it's from 2002, I think, Bruce, the original
25  plan, 2002.  So we took an effort to update that
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 1  recently with Virginia.
 2                 So I think what Virginia has
 3  written is very well done.  I think what needs to
 4  happen now is some public comment.  And at the
 5  last meeting we spoke about opening up a docket, I
 6  believe, so that we could get public comment and
 7  get stakeholder input.
 8                 I think to our point in talking
 9  about the trigger levels I would like to see
10  things change.  And I'd like to have the utilities
11  be better connected with the state plan.  Because
12  often we sit in the meetings and Dave is the chair
13  of the group.  And we sit in the meetings and we
14  try to figure out how these seven metrics that we
15  track actually work together, and how it impacts
16  regions in different regions of the state and what
17  we should do.
18                 And I think big parts of what we do
19  today need to be revised, and I would agree with
20  that, but I think there needs to be an opportunity
21  for more public input and comment on the revisions
22  that Virginia has been working on.  Because I'd
23  like to see that input from the water industry,
24  because I didn't want to see a closer tie in.
25                 And I think the metric -- and I
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 1  would agree with the number of comments, and
 2  Virginia and I have talked about this, about
 3  reservoir capacity being a metric that is good to
 4  have.  We have about 30, 40, 50 years of record in
 5  most cases, but it doesn't tell the whole story of
 6  how much water is left.
 7                 And I think when you think about
 8  what we did the other day with this order, when we
 9  asked Aquarion how much water in Greenwich do you
10  have left, and they said 60 days, I think we were
11  all kind of shocked at that.  That's not that long
12  and if it doesn't rain, you know, they've got a
13  lot of work to do to keep moving water from east
14  to west.
15                 So I think things need to change
16  and I think the stakeholders need to have an
17  opportunity to comment on that, on that most
18  recent revision.
19                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any comments
20  from my colleagues here?
21                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I concur.
22                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Do you agree?
23                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  I agree.
24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You agree.  We
25  will set up a docket, and basically we'll set it
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 1  up very similar to our dockets.
 2                 Yes, Nick?
 3                 NICK NEELEY:  What Virginia
 4  submitted has been posted in the water plan
 5  docket, so people can simply submit comments under
 6  the plan itself.  I mean, administratively it's
 7  six on one, half a dozen the other.  We can
 8  collect comments either way.  It's really an
 9  administrative vehicle.  Correct?
10                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I think that
11  there's some confusion.  I think people were
12  expecting after the vote we took at our last
13  meeting to have a separate docket for it.  And
14  because of that I believe people have not realized
15  that they could make comments under the state
16  water plan docket.
17                 And the other point is, quite
18  frankly, we established a docket for the New
19  Britain matter, and certainly this affects the
20  whole state.  I think it merits it's own docket.
21                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  And I also think
22  it's distinct from the state water plan.  I mean,
23  it was an effort that was underway much before the
24  state water plan was even --
25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And actually,
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 1  Nick, we had discussed what you were talking
 2  about.  But I think we need to come up with a
 3  schedule just like we would with a docket.  So
 4  people have -- we have to have a cutoff time,
 5  because I'd like to get this voted on by the
 6  Council.
 7                 So people have so long to submit
 8  their comments.  Then we'll have maybe a public
 9  session here and then we'll vote on it.  That's
10  when I'd like to do that.
11                 NICK NEELEY:  And two other
12  questions.  How much time would you like us to
13  give people to comment?  A week?  Two weeks?  A
14  month?  You tell me.
15                 LORI MATHIEU:  I would say 30 days.
16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thirty days?
17                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I'm a little bit
18  concerned that -- and I'm thinking actually a
19  little bit longer.  I was thinking 60 days simply
20  because we lost the month of September because we
21  didn't establish it.
22                 And I think there's a lot of
23  confusion out there.  People are familiar with the
24  docket system.  It's easy to track.  When the
25  docket is established for this they'll be able to
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 1  find it, comment on it, and I would rather bend
 2  over backwards and give the public a little more
 3  time to comment.
 4                 LORI MATHIEU:  I would agree with
 5  that.
 6                 NICK NEELEY:  So 60 days.  And then
 7  my second question is, what are your suggestions
 8  on who this should go out to for comment?  I mean,
 9  where is the list of people we want to comment on
10  this?  Where do we find that?
11                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, certainly
12  towns, council of governments.
13                 NICK NEELEY:  169 towns?
14                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Given the
15  discussion that we had yesterday with the four
16  CEOs, they were very, very interested in what
17  we're doing here with the state water plan, and
18  very interested in this drought plan.  And what is
19  the State doing?  So you know, I was on the hot
20  seat explaining what we do and how we do it.
21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would say,
22  Nick, a lot of those parties, that during our
23  presentation, like Kirk, a lot of those parties we
24  saw up there would be the same ones we would want
25  to get this out to.
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 1                 LORI MATHIEU:  Exactly.  Utilities,
 2  the local health directors, towns, all the
 3  environmental groups.
 4                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Regional groups,
 5  like the COGs.
 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  Regional groups,
 7  COGs, CEQ, CCM, COST, even CIWC, Council of Inland
 8  Wetland Commissioners.
 9                 NICK NEELEY:  What about fire
10  departments?
11                 LORI MATHIEU:  What's that?
12                 NICK NEELEY:  Fire departments.
13                 LORI MATHIEU:  Oh, yes.  Emergency.
14                 NICK NEELEY:  Okay.  I'll work on
15  this.
16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Save Our Water
17  Connecticut, somebody just whispered in my ear
18  over here.
19                 NICK NEELEY:  Does it go out to the
20  people that were on the committee that worked on
21  the report?  Or that's sort of their report, so
22  there's nothing to comment on.
23                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia is
24  going to, I'm sure, have something.
25                 DAVID RADKA:  We're done with it.
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 1  We don't want to see it again.  We just want it to
 2  be adaptable.
 3                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Anything
 4  else?
 5                 ALICIA CHARAMUT:  I have something.
 6  Hi.  Alicia Charamut from the Connecticut River
 7  Watershed Council.  I was driving to Massachusetts
 8  on Monday and on the highway I saw these signs
 9  that said, we're in a drought, conserve water.
10                 Now I have been reading the
11  interagency work group's minutes.  I understand
12  that we want to be conservative and we don't want
13  to raise alarm bells prematurely, but if Matthew
14  doesn't pay us a visit we really need to start
15  letting everyone in the State know that we're in a
16  drought.  Everyone should be conserving water.
17                 I listened to the discussion about
18  New Britain's capacity in their reservoirs.  On
19  New Britain City's website there is nothing about
20  water conservation.  There are no press releases
21  on that website that the people of New Britain
22  should be conserving water.
23                 And on the monthly status reports
24  for the past year, because I look at them every
25  month, it said that New Britain doesn't have
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 1  restrictions.  And I understand they're supposed
 2  to report that to you, but these are in -- and I'm
 3  sure the new drought plan is going to address a
 4  lot of these things, but we have a problem right
 5  now and we really need to act.
 6                 Thank you.
 7                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  To your point,
 8  the interagency drought workgroups meet again a
 9  week from tomorrow -- a week from Friday, and
10  we'll be revisiting and reviewing the data.
11                 And to be quite honest with you, up
12  to this point while things have continued to
13  deteriorate none of the measures have -- there
14  hasn't been a point where all seven of the
15  measures have triggered into that next phase of
16  the drought watch, so we're still in a drought
17  advisory.
18                 And we have issued a request for a
19  10 percent voluntary conservation in the last
20  press release that went out from two weeks ago.
21  And if we get to the next phase it will be raised
22  to 15 percent.
23                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Is that statewide,
24  sir?
25                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  Yes.
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 1                 ALICIA CHARAMUT:  I appreciate
 2  that, but I think if you asked, you know, people
 3  on the street randomly I think probably only about
 4  30 percent would know that there is even a drought
 5  advisory.
 6                 And I think the methods need to be
 7  stepped up a little bit as to informing the public
 8  that they really should be conserving water and
 9  that we are -- we have issues coming down the
10  road.  Until everybody -- until their top is dry
11  people are not going to realize that we have a
12  problem.
13                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But we've been
14  advising that there is a drought advisory since
15  the end of June.  This is not new news.  I mean,
16  that's when it was declared.
17                 ALICIA CHARAMUT:  I understand
18  that.  I've seen the advisories.
19                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  But we also can't
20  step it out without the data to justify that.
21                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  To follow up on what
22  this woman has said, and she brought up it has not
23  been on New Britain's website.  Why does New
24  Britain not, the mayor not follow the rules?
25  Don't you have any repercussions?  If I was the
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 1  mayor I'm sure you'd be all over me.
 2                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I'm going to
 3  say what I said in another meeting.  This is not
 4  the New Britain Town Council.
 5                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  No, I understand.
 6                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You need to go
 7  to the town council meeting and voice --
 8                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Right.  But
 9  shouldn't we follow -- no, because we get nowhere
10  with her, because she sits in the other room and
11  doesn't say anything.
12                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I'm not going
13  to comment.
14                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  All right.  Well,
15  she should put it on.  It should be on the news.
16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, sir?
17                 DAVID RADKA:  David Radka again.
18  This will be a serious comment on the drought
19  plan.  As one who worked with Virginia and many
20  others on the town plan, which as Lori noted
21  correctly did include many, many agencies and it
22  was a long process.
23                 I guess, I would make my appeal.  I
24  would welcome the opportunity for public comment.
25  That's always important.  We had many
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 1  opportunities for lots of comment, but not
 2  publicly.  So it is a good addition.
 3                 We were very deliberative about
 4  making the recommended changes which would
 5  facilitate the kind of thing you're talking about,
 6  David, in that we're recommending don't be so hard
 7  and fast and stuck to exact metrics, because you
 8  need the flexibility to say, these are the
 9  conditions on the ground.
10                 Let's use our best professional
11  judgment of the group which has professionals in
12  it, and say, you know what?  It's time to go to
13  another level, and let's communicate that out.
14  That we think was a very important change, if I
15  may speak on behalf of the group.
16                 And the other thing, because of
17  where we are let's seize the opportunity to engage
18  the municipalities, because we've also never
19  gotten over that hurdle of getting municipal
20  ordinances in place.  We have very few throughout
21  the state.  We've never done a good job
22  communicating why that's necessary and important.
23  And I think now we have the chance to do that, so
24  that should be a big part of our outreach.
25                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I concur.
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 1                 LORI MATHIEU:  And I would say what
 2  I heard yesterday, Greenwich has a wonderful --
 3  because of Denise Savageau, they have a wonderful
 4  municipal ordinance and they are enforcing it and
 5  they are issuing fines.  It's $91, but it's a
 6  fine, all right?  For not abiding by the ban.
 7                 Stamford was considering it, and
 8  actually the mayor who was there said that he was
 9  going to work to adopt one right away for
10  Stamford.
11                 Darien and the New Canaan said, we
12  can't do that that quick, and we don't really
13  believe in it, and they've had some concerns about
14  it.  So it's really very interesting how different
15  towns, different people will think this through,
16  and then they all turned to Aquarion and said, why
17  don't you enforce this?  Why doesn't the water
18  company do this?
19                 So I think there needs to be that
20  discussion.  I think that now -- I agree with you.
21  Now is the best time to engage towns in this
22  discussion.  I think finally, David, we maybe
23  could get a few more towns adopting.  We tried for
24  what?  Fifteen years.
25                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  How many times
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 1  have we gone out and identified potential towns
 2  where we thought there was enough awareness and
 3  the effort has fallen short with the exception of
 4  Greenwich every time?
 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.
 6                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Virginia?
 7                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  May I?
 8                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Of course.
 9  Would you like to come up here and sit?
10                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Sure.  Well,
11  thank you for the opportunity to further along the
12  review of this, and also thanks to Lori and Dave
13  and David for doing half of my presentation for
14  me.
15                 As you know, this group got the
16  water plan at the meeting a month ago.  And at
17  that time, as somebody has mentioned already,
18  there was a request that there be opportunity for
19  comment, which has been ongoing and will continue
20  to be ongoing.
21                 Personally, I've just gotten one
22  question and that was whether the new version of
23  the plan would allow for a very small focus on
24  individual geographic areas, which it does,
25  because any sized geographic area can be
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 1  considered in a drought situation.
 2                 The rewrite group, as has been
 3  mentioned here, has actually has been meeting
 4  since early 2010.  And over the years it has had
 5  representatives from all the state agencies who
 6  are involved, as well as the water industry,
 7  particularly David Radka as well as others.
 8                 Also other folks, like from the
 9  irrigation industry, from agriculture and from
10  academia.  So we've had a fairly -- a very wide
11  group that has been discussing this, on the new
12  version of the plan has been endorsed by the Water
13  Planning Council advisory group, which also has a
14  wide range of stakeholders.
15                 What my understanding is, is that
16  there are two major concerns.  One of them is that
17  there are potentially differing messages from
18  water utilities and from what might come out of
19  the state drought plan.  This is true.  It's true
20  now.  It's true under the current version that's
21  in place of the plan.
22                 And the new plan explicitly
23  addresses this saying that there could be
24  different messages coming from water utilities as
25  from a state declaration.  And that's something
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 1  we'll just have to deal with, and that all
 2  information should be considered in determining
 3  what actions are taken at a particular time.  A
 4  good example, clearly, is the MDC system which has
 5  a large reservoir and a lot of capacity.  And it
 6  could be very, very dry, but they still could have
 7  plenty of water.
 8                 The reverse could also be true.  It
 9  could be that a public utility that had a very
10  small reservoir might be running dry when it
11  really wasn't all that dry in the surrounding
12  areas.  So it could work either way, and there's
13  no way we can get around it.  But as I said, the
14  new version of the plan explicitly mentions that
15  and says that all input has to be considered.
16                 The other concern that I have heard
17  is the one that David Radka just addressed, and
18  that is the, not only -- well, the encouragement
19  from professional judgment and flexibility.  And I
20  think our current drought is a very good example
21  of why I feel that's very -- and the group felt
22  that that was very important.
23                 As you know, all of us know it's
24  pretty dry out there.  My neighbors know it's
25  pretty dry out there, so it's not just those of us
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 1  who are in the business.  And if you look at the
 2  U.S. Drought Monitor which is updated every week
 3  on Thursday, last Thursday's U.S. Drought Monitor
 4  had two thirds of the state in a severe drought.
 5                 Here under the use of the existing
 6  drought plan the state has been in a drought
 7  advisory, which is the very first level.  So
 8  there's a bit of a mismatch there.
 9                 There's a bit of an inconsistency,
10  and the reason why is, that if you look at some of
11  those parameters that the interagency drought
12  group monitors and precipitation is one of the
13  significant ones.  To move to a drought watch
14  precipitation has to be below 65 percent of normal
15  for three consecutive ones.
16                 Well, Gil mentioned when he spoke
17  earlier that August was fairly, fairly wet.  I
18  know I got one inch and three quarters of rain in
19  one 24-hour period at my house.  So we do not have
20  3 consecutive months below 65 percent of normal.
21                 However, in a large portion of the
22  state we've had six months below 70 percent of
23  normal.  So 65 versus 70, and in some areas of the
24  state it's been a full year below 70 percent of
25  normal.  And then conversely, the month of
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 1  September the entire state was below 50 percent of
 2  normal, and in some areas below 25 percent of
 3  normal.
 4                 So one of the things that is stated
 5  in the rewritten plan is that professional
 6  judgment would allow you to have a longer period
 7  of time, slightly less severe; or a shorter period
 8  of time, much more severe.  Now, clearly things
 9  vary a lot and you can't really focus on one
10  month.  I understand that.
11                 So looking at just the month of
12  September is not perhaps a legitimate focus, but
13  still that kind of flexibility may very well have
14  had the State declaring a drought watch using the
15  current language earlier if it hadn't been so
16  prescribed that it had it be three consecutive
17  months below 65 percent of normal.  So as I say,
18  that need for the flexibility is demonstrated in
19  what we've been going through right now.
20                 Comment, public comment is always
21  welcome and I certainly would be interested in
22  seeing what comes of that.  I do think that also
23  is mentioned, the lack of the local ordinances for
24  enforcing whatever drought restrictions are in
25  place are a very significant issue.  And again,
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 1  that's something that is in the new version of the
 2  drought plan.
 3                 The communication between towns and
 4  citizens, between towns and water utilities,
 5  between water utilities and the public is also
 6  something that is focused on in the new version of
 7  the plan with a starting point of having each
 8  local community designate a water coordinator who
 9  would be a point of contact for that kind of
10  communication.
11                 The communication with the
12  Department of Health is supposedly in place now,
13  but we need it to be going in more directions than
14  just between utilities, towns and the Department
15  of Health.  So many of the concerns that were
16  brought up today by several people are in the new
17  plan, and those are the reasons why I think it's
18  important that it be adopted as soon as possible.
19                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
20                 Any questions?  Yes?
21                 NICK NEELEY:  Virginia, would you
22  e-mail to me what you consider to be the new, the
23  most recent version of the plan?
24                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Certainly.
25  Would you like it?
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 1                 NICK NEELEY:  No, I mean an
 2  electronic copy.
 3                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Okay.
 4  Certainly.
 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Anything
 6  else?  Anything else for Virginia?
 7                 (No response.)
 8                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you and
 9  your committee for all your work.  And it will get
10  acted upon as soon as we get those comments in.
11                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  And, Mr. Chairman
12  my apologies.  I need to leave.
13                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, but before
14  you leave -- I just want to do a vote before you
15  leave.  David, I want to do that business so you
16  can vote on it real quick.
17                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  I wanted to
18  update everyone that the state bond commission met
19  last Friday and authorized the allocation of
20  $500,000 for phase two of the statewide water
21  plan.
22                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You can
23  applaud.  That's pretty good.  In this climate,
24  $500,000 is pretty darn good.  Thank you.
25                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  And so in order
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 1  for us to move forward I need a motion from the
 2  Water Planning Council to authorize us to enter
 3  into the next phase of the MOU with NEIWPCC.
 4                 BETSY WINGFIELD:  So moved.
 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  Second.
 6                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Moved and
 7  seconded that we move to the next phase with
 8  NEIWPCC, the MOU between the Water Planning
 9  Council and NEIWPCC.  Any questions?
10                 (No response.)
11                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  If not, all
12  those in favor signify by saying, aye.
13                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The motion is
15  passed.  Thank you.  Thanks.  Take care.
16                 Okay.  Now we'll go back to you.
17  Your cohort is not here today.
18                 MARGARET MINER:  Margaret Miner.
19  No, she's not.
20                 I was going to say for the town
21  ordinance, Len and his predecessor in Southbury
22  have been working for quite a while.  I think it
23  would be helpful if the Water Planning Council
24  would in some way support at the local level our
25  turnout, or we could have a more formal stressing
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 1  the importance of the ordinance and what it will
 2  do.
 3                 Because without a little more
 4  support it's very hard to get these plans through.
 5  People just say they just need to talk about it,
 6  think about it, and they've been thinking about it
 7  for quite a few years.  And you know that Len
 8  makes incredibly good presentations, and Superman
 9  couldn't get that done without a little more help.
10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret, I
11  just want to say we had talked about this many,
12  many years ago about the Water Planning Council
13  sending out a letter to all 169 towns asking them
14  to enact some type of ordinance.  And I think once
15  this plan is adopted, then I think we should do
16  that.
17                 And I like the idea of water
18  coordinated towns, too.
19                 MARGARET MINER:  Yes, there's some
20  excellent, excellent ideas in the plan.
21                 Are we up to the other committees?
22                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, you're up.
23                 MARGARET MINER:  Oh, okay.  We had
24  a presentation on the plan.  And Maureen was very
25  good at collecting everybody's comments.  We had a
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 1  presentation on Tilcon, and Gil Bligh was back,
 2  and that was fine.
 3                 I think the exciting news is that
 4  among the workgroups, the watershed lands
 5  workgroup -- Karen Burnaska and I are cochairs --
 6  we have an appointment with Lori Mathieu and it
 7  has a set date and time.  Only a slight overlap
 8  with others.
 9                 And we're going to talk about what
10  criteria DPH uses when it permits a clean energy
11  product on class-one or class-two land projects.
12  Sometimes product -- project.  I think we're all
13  pleased -- well, I don't know if we're all
14  pleased.  I think we are, but I can't speak for
15  everybody.
16                 There's considerable involvement in
17  carrying about the state water plan.  People
18  really worked hard to get comments in, as did I.
19  There was confusion.  I did it through the policy
20  group.  I can say personally, a personal comment
21  is, there's an enormous amount of talent going
22  into these plans.  The WUCC plans and the state
23  plan, and a lot of hard work.
24                 I'm concerned that under the
25  schedule that these consultants have to work under
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 1  and the groups they work with, it may not be a
 2  case of the perfect being the enemy of the good.
 3  I understand that.  We want to be sure it's good.
 4                 I don't know if anything -- if at
 5  any point people would want to think about the
 6  schedule.  Another approach might be to focus more
 7  on what topics can be covered, good plus, not
 8  perfect, but good plus, and which ones are sort of
 9  a morass.
10                 And this is just something I'm
11  thinking of and saying personally going forward
12  there's too much, too much talent and too much
13  hard work to have it wait, to have important parts
14  of it not meet the standard that would really be
15  useful or we'd be proud of.
16                 So I'm extremely impressed by the
17  progress, but I'm worried that sometimes we may be
18  sloughing over things -- is that a word?  Without
19  sufficient care.  So that's my comment there.
20                 I think that covers the advisory
21  group.  It was really mostly on the water plan and
22  Tilcon.
23                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And one of the
24  things you indicated is that you will be --
25  hopefully utilize the advisory group to
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 1  communicate what you want to do with your
 2  stakeholder.
 3                 MARGARET MINER:  We will.  We
 4  discussed that and I think we've affirmed and
 5  reaffirmed it.  And we will do that.
 6                 We're intrigued by the idea that
 7  we'll have some responsibility for discussing and
 8  making recommendations on how the plan will be
 9  implemented at the local level.  That was, to me,
10  something new and I really kind of like it.  I
11  don't know if we know yet what we're supposed to
12  be doing, but I look forward to it.
13                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any questions
14  for Margaret?
15                 (No response.)
16                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
17  much.
18                 MARGARET MINER:  It's more fun than
19  doing e-mail blasts.
20                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  A little
21  WUCC update?
22                 LORI MATHIEU:  Sure.  Recently in
23  the last week or so the draft preliminary
24  assessments are out for public comment.  All three
25  WUCCs have completed their drafts of their
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 1  preliminary assessments and they're up on the
 2  Department of Public Health's webpage under the
 3  drinking water section's page, under WUCC.  So
 4  that's a significant effort.  There's a lot of
 5  really good information out there.
 6                 David is here and -- both Davids,
 7  Dave Radka and David Murphy.  Is there anything
 8  else to add at this point on the assessment?
 9                 (No response.)
10                 LORI MATHIEU:  You're shy.  You're
11  not going to say anything?
12                 But it's a significant amount of
13  work by Milone and MacBroom to put that
14  information together and a significant amount of
15  effort.  There's quite a bit of pages.  It's a
16  very good read, and I think as we heard before
17  from CDM Smith, that there it's a great piece of
18  information that will help inform the state water
19  plan as well.  So it's good timing, I think.
20                 The next step in the WUCC process
21  is the exclusive service area boundaries process,
22  which is moving forward in the next set of WUCC
23  meetings, which are coming up in October.  We'll
24  kind of lay out how that's going to move forward.
25  So that's where we are.
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 1                 David, anything to add.
 2                 DAVID RADKA:  And I will add
 3  relative to the ESA designation for anyone who's
 4  involved in the process we did have a little bit
 5  of miscommunication recently.  And some material
 6  that went out as draft and was going to be
 7  discussed in future meeting, people were seeing
 8  that and thinking they had to fill out these
 9  forms, et cetera, especially the municipalities.
10                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.
11                 DAVID RADKA:  So we're trying to
12  figure out how to re-communicate and inform
13  people, but for now ESA declarations are not being
14  asked of anyone.  And for those who already have
15  an exclusive service areas, we're just saying just
16  indicate informally even if you just want to make
17  sure that you're maintaining that.
18                 And the process for previously
19  un-contained areas will come, but to worry about
20  meeting some deadline that isn't even here yet?
21  So especially the municipalities, I would say,
22  we're getting a lot of confusion.
23                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  The draft
24  form was sent out for review and they took it as,
25  we need to fill this out.  And it was pretty clear
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 1  it said, draft.  It's pretty clear the e-mail
 2  said, review, but I think people misunderstood
 3  that, which is understandable.  And so I believe
 4  we're sending out another communication, if not
 5  today already.
 6                 GIL BLIGH:  And it was just David's
 7  region that had that problem.
 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yeah, that was the
 9  problem there.  Everyone else got it.
10                 So that's it.
11                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
12                 Any public comment?
13                 MARGARET MINER:  On the WUCCs, can
14  I comment?
15                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Oh, yes.
16  Please.
17                 MARGARET MINER:  There is a
18  tremendous amount of information in the documents
19  much of it very helpful.
20                 Two points.  As you know, most of
21  our meta-groups in the State would like to see
22  more attention to the environmental implications
23  of ESA before ESAs are finalized.  And we did get
24  a letter from Milone and MacBroom yesterday
25  addressing that point.  So I'll look at it.
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 1                 In the meantime I was looking at,
 2  not just the statute, but at the regulations which
 3  I think actually do call for some consideration
 4  of, you know, I'm talking about physical
 5  resources.  I'm assuming that might mean water in
 6  some cases.  And so that I'm sure will continue to
 7  be debated, but I thank Milone and MacBroom for
 8  sending an answer.
 9                 My quick comment on the preliminary
10  assessments, one thing that struck me -- well,
11  it's the importance of interconnections.  And so
12  we look closely at who says they're, you know,
13  they're interconnecting.  Is A interconnecting
14  with B, and does B know that?  You know, those
15  kind of maybe small corrections.
16                 But what really struck me was that
17  over something like 94 percent of the companies
18  that responded said they might need more water
19  outward of their five-year plan.  And I looked at
20  that and thought, oh my goodness.  That's a lot of
21  companies saying they might need more water just
22  five years from now.
23                 Now that is something I'm assuming
24  could be refined, but it sent up a red flag to me.
25  Where is all this water that these companies all
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 1  say they might need five years from now?  So that
 2  was an overarching question that really emerged as
 3  I was looking at the plan.
 4                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
 5                 MARGARET MINER:  And preliminary
 6  assessment.
 7                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Public comment?
 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  Just, it's a good
 9  point.  That's why we're doing the plan.
10                 That's why we do the plan.  That's
11  the reason to do the plan, because in the State
12  there are utilities.  There are 90 that serve over
13  a thousand people.  There are 400 that serve
14  smaller populations, and it needs to be a
15  coordinated effort.
16                 It's where is the water going to
17  come from to meet the demand?  Where is the
18  coordination going to come from?  So that in an
19  overarching way you just summarized what the plan
20  is all about.  So the assessment is to tee up the
21  issues that are out there.  So that's good that
22  you caught that, because that's exactly what the
23  assessment is to do.
24                 DAVID MURPHY:  And I wanted to
25  thank Margaret for the comments, because we
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 1  haven't received very many comments on the
 2  preliminary assessments, which has surprised us.
 3  But so it's good to get some comments and you've
 4  underscored some of the issues, which is just what
 5  we needed to happen.
 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  Exactly.  And the
 7  last point, if I might, Jack?
 8                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You know, I
 9  usually give him a break after an hour and 50
10  minutes.  You okay, Rob?
11                 Okay.
12                 LORI MATHIEU:  So I'll be brief.
13  The comment period for each one of the
14  assessments, each one is a little bit different
15  for each one of the WUCCs.  It's all published up
16  on our webpage, but I want to make sure that's
17  clear to everybody.  So?
18                 DAVID MURPHY:  For the western and
19  central regions it's 30 days since the last
20  meeting.  So I don't know the dates, but 30 days
21  since the meeting in September.  And I think the
22  eastern is doing a 45-day comment period since
23  they're meeting.
24                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.
25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I saw I hand
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 1  back here?
 2                 TONY MITCHELL:  My question was
 3  about when the comment periods were ending.  And
 4  if the information I have is correct on the
 5  western WUCC, comments are due on October 14, the
 6  central on October 24, the eastern on October 27.
 7  They will be discussing comments they got so far
 8  at the meetings just before those.
 9                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Now Paul?
10                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Thank you, Jack.
11  You know my name.
12                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We've seen you
13  a few times before.
14                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Yes, you have.
15  Probably too many.  Paul Zagorsky, New Britain,
16  Connecticut.
17                 A couple comments.  I did actually
18  go to the beginning of the Water Planning Council
19  meeting you guys had at Central, which I thought
20  was very informative.
21                 But one of the commentators said
22  something to the fact that, you know, there should
23  be some of you from CDM who's just doing outreach.
24  And you talked about a website, social media and
25  things of that nature.  Because one thing that did
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 1  kind of alarm me, it was at Central.  I don't
 2  think I saw anybody, any students there
 3  whatsoever.
 4                 And I think, you know, they talked
 5  about the stakeholders, which are all the people
 6  who own water companies or environmental groups,
 7  but I think the citizens are.  So I thought that
 8  was a really good comment, that CDM Smith should
 9  have somebody who just works on outreach.  They're
10  paid enough money.  They can do that.  It's not a
11  big expense to set up a Facebook page, Twitter
12  account, whatever.  So that's on that.
13                 With respect to the New Britain
14  Tilcon proposal, I was at the last CEQ meeting.
15  And Lori, you had asked the question, did people
16  feel there was significant deficiencies in the
17  study?  They did.  I'm just looking at the minutes
18  and I don't think that covers everything.  And I'm
19  summarizing their last names, because that's what
20  it said.
21                 Hall said the potential air quality
22  impacts should not be postponed to post completion
23  tasks.  Reiser said it is best to make the scope
24  of work as comprehensive as possible to achieve a
25  good study.  Hilding said that she did not see
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 1  among the list of consultants anyone in air
 2  pollution.  Kolesinskas said he would like to know
 3  about the efficiency of the New Britain water
 4  supply, the amount of conservation in place.
 5                 And in order to know if the need is
 6  real he stated that the need for ecological
 7  impacts is great.  You need to look at the impact
 8  beyond the site, which they just were focused on
 9  the site.  To include the site's role in the
10  larger landscape he cited migration impacts as an
11  example.
12                 Hilding asked for analysis of the
13  surface water and groundwater tradeoff consequence
14  to creating a reservoir.  Paul said the study
15  needs to include the data upon which the report's
16  conclusions are based.
17                 Other comments is -- and this is
18  one of mine, because there's a presumption in the
19  language of the scope of study that the reservoir
20  will be built.  Because the original proposal was
21  all about Tilcon and it actually said that they
22  had a 15-week period.  It was supposed to be done
23  by October 1.  They planned on getting to the
24  Legislature, the Public Health Committee in March
25  of 2017.  That's of the communications between the
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 1  parties, and long-term impacts, the effect of
 2  climate change, and they talked about they should
 3  study how long it will take the water quality in
 4  the new reservoir to stabilize.
 5                 Some periods said that could take a
 6  period of ten years.  That's not being addressed,
 7  whether the land will hold water effectively and
 8  the effect of the operation on water supply to the
 9  existing Shuttle Meadow Reservoir, specifically
10  the degradation of the existing water supply.
11                 And when I went through this --
12  I've done some FOIA requests on this and there's a
13  lot of information on this.  And I guess my first
14  question I asked myself -- because Lori, you had
15  talked about you look at the biases and agendas
16  that people have that.
17                 And you know, this whole thing came
18  about in 2007.  This is just a resurrection of
19  that.  And the Attorney General issued an opinion
20  in December of 2007 saying that neither Tilcon nor
21  the City of New Britain can have anything to do
22  with it, Tilcon especially because they have a
23  financial interest in this.
24                 And then I see this is a May 16,
25  2016, e-mail from Gil Bligh to Gary Wall.  Gary
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 1  Wall is the president of Tilcon.  And it's CCed to
 2  Joe Laliberte who's from CDM Smith.  And they
 3  already -- it says, Gary, CDM Smith is working on
 4  the proposal that I need to submit to the Water
 5  Planning Council.
 6                 We referenced the Leggette,
 7  Brashears & Graham proposal from 2007, because the
 8  DEEP made four pages of comments on it.  We need
 9  information, and you to comment on that.  And that
10  Graham Brashears proposal, which I have, is a
11  Tilcon quarry expansion and reservoir creation
12  proposal.
13                 And my question is, why should
14  Tilcon have any input into the scope of study that
15  they are supposed to have nothing to do with?  And
16  the fact of the matter is they clearly have input,
17  so that answered one of my questions specifically.
18  How can this scope of study be so unbelievably
19  biased toward Tilcon?
20                 Because all the e-mails refer to
21  it, the Tilcon quarry reservoir proposal.  The
22  word "environment" is it's almost like it's a
23  four-letter word, because it's just not in there.
24  So that's a concern.
25                 I also had another question.  I
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 1  said, well is it the fact that the City just
 2  doesn't know or conveniently forgot about the
 3  2007 -- 2009 opinion letter from the Attorney
 4  General, and this actual proposal goes back
 5  because the City clearly is aware of it.
 6                 This is an e-mail April 17, 2014,
 7  from Gil Bligh to Jay Malcynsky.  Jay Malcynsky is
 8  Tilcon's chief lobbyist.  At the time New Britain
 9  had not hired Gaffney Bennett to work with them.
10  They did when this proposal came about.
11                 He specifically mentions in here,
12  this is quote, unquote, are we trying to pick up
13  where Attorney General Blumenthal's December 19th,
14  2007, letter left off.  To me, that's horrific.  I
15  mean, they know Tilcon is not to have anything to
16  do with it.  And he's communicating directly with
17  Tilcon from the New Britain water department.
18                 So if you're looking at a bias or
19  an agenda here, it's clear.  We know what the bias
20  is.  The bias is to build a quarry reservoir.
21                 It gets where, actually, because on
22  June 27th after your Council and the CEQ approved
23  the four consultants -- this is an e-mail from Jim
24  Ericson to Gary Wall, Tilcon's president.
25                 My name is Jim Ericson.  I'm the
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 1  Vice President of Lenard.  I'll be project manager
 2  for the, quote, unquote, quarry reservoir study.
 3  Gil asked me, that's Gil Bligh, to try and set up
 4  a kickoff meeting with you.  And they did have a
 5  kickoff meeting with you.
 6                 I actually have, hard to believe,
 7  but they had a kickoff meeting at Tilcon who's
 8  supposed to have nothing to do with it.  And they
 9  actually had a sign in-sheet that says, New
10  Britain/Tilcon quarry reservoir project.
11                 We have Jim Ericson from Lenard.
12  We have Sarah Nichols from Lenard.  We have Gary
13  Wall from Tilcon, Paula Clark, Gaffney Bennett
14  Associates/Tilcon.  We have another, Chris Velardi
15  who i believe is here, Gaffney Bennett public
16  relations here.  There's a total of five people
17  from Tilcon.  They're meeting with all the
18  engineers.  So again, if you're looking at bias or
19  an agenda I don't know why they're meeting with
20  Tilcon.
21                 And then on top of it they follow
22  it with subsequent e-mails.  This is July 21.
23  This is addressed to Frank, Chris and Gary who are
24  all Tilcon employees, one of whom is the
25  president.  Here's a copy of our original 7560,
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 1  and I assume that's the contract.  And then
 2  they're looking for information from Tilcon.  And
 3  he says, can Tilcon or your environmental
 4  consultants get back to us for the remaining
 5  information on this?  I mean, not only are they
 6  using Tilcon's environmentalist to put this
 7  together -- that to me, makes no sense whatsoever.
 8  That just shouldn't be happening.
 9                 I did hear, you know, Gil Bligh and
10  I heard Mr. Ericson speak today.  And Mr. Ericson
11  said, you know, I hear what the CEQ is saying.
12  Our ears are open, we're listening to them.  And
13  that's what they're saying publicly.
14                 Now this is an e-mail from Jim
15  Ericson to all the project people who are working
16  on this proposal.  His team I think is four groups
17  which is Leggette, Brashears & Graham
18  Environmental Planning Services and Tighe & Bond.
19                 And this is what he says.  Good
20  morning.  Good Monday morning.  Here are some
21  letters to brighten up your day.  Seems our, this
22  is in quotes, friends at the counsel for
23  environmental quality are starting to reconsider
24  their acceptance of LEI and, I guess, their
25  project team.
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 1                 It seems that although they already
 2  approved our firm as one of several acceptable
 3  consultants, and admitted they are not involved in
 4  the project scoping, they and some helpful
 5  environmentalist in their audience are starting to
 6  dissect our scope, find flaws in their minds and
 7  recommending to the Water Planning Council to
 8  start over.
 9                 To me, it's almost like when I'm
10  reading these, can it get worse?  It does.  I
11  think Lenard has a serious -- personally I would
12  say this would be a vote of no confidence.  They
13  are dealing with them directly.  This is not an
14  environmental study.  It's a mining study as
15  Dr. Judd clearly indicated.  We have submitted
16  experts who have done documents for the State
17  saying that this is a very poor, poor quality
18  environmental consultant.
19                 So when I hear them sitting here
20  today, that our ears are wide open, we're
21  listening, what I said, and then I hear what
22  they're saying behind their back, I'm concerned.
23  I mean, I did an FOI request to the State Office
24  of Ethics.  They paid Gaffney Bennett 85,000 just
25  to June.  This didn't start heating up until the
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 1  last couple of months.
 2                 They also are not required to
 3  disclose the money that they pay to Gaffney
 4  Bennett lobbyists, because that's a separate
 5  entity.  My guess is before the end of this year,
 6  and this is probably very conservative, that they
 7  will have spent probably 250 to 300,000 dollars
 8  pushing this out here.
 9                 I'm involved with a group of people
10  that are trying to get the other side of that.
11  We've been criticized as saying we're one sided.
12  We're biased.  We're only getting one side of the
13  story.  Well, I am biased.  I'm against it.  I'll
14  tell you that right now, so you don't have to
15  worry about that.
16                 On the other hand, if anybody is
17  naive enough to think that all the information
18  that Tilcon or the City is putting out is not one
19  sided, then I think that's an issue.  And I think,
20  you know, at one point there's e-mails where Jay
21  Malcynsky tells the mayor after this agency had
22  met, we have to be careful because there's, quote,
23  unquote, a lot of prying eyes on this.  I think
24  that's a good thing.
25                 I hope you pry.  I hope the Council


BCT Reporting LLC







Page 130


 1  on Environmental Quality pries.  I'm thankful that
 2  they took the action that they did in July to put
 3  the brakes on this and stop it, because otherwise
 4  this plan was supposed to be done by October 1st,
 5  the study done, and then they're planning on going
 6  to the Legislature in March of 2017.  That was
 7  their game plan.  It's just laid right out.
 8                 So you know, I'm glad the public is
 9  responding to this.  They need to respond to this.
10  This is an issue of significant importance.  And
11  thank you for your time, Jack.  You've been very
12  helpful always giving me the time to speak.  So
13  thank you very much.
14                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
15  Well, I appreciate you being here and I'm glad
16  you're part of the process.  I mean, that's what
17  it's all about.  We have this forum for people to
18  speak at and hopefully we'll make an informed --
19                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  There may be other
20  people willing to speak to it, Jack?
21                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Does anybody
22  else want to speak, or did Paul say it all?  Yes?
23  You can come up here, please.
24                 Just again, state your name for the
25  record.
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 1                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Susan Brudny.  I'm
 2  pretty much just kind of just reinforcing very
 3  quickly what Paul said.  It's like a case of the
 4  chicken watching the hen house, and I still can't
 5  understand why you have let Lenard Engineering
 6  stay.
 7                 I appreciate that you guys, I mean,
 8  it seems everything was much more reassuring today
 9  to hear you've gone around the state and you found
10  out and you know all about the drought situation.
11  And you've informed us on a lot of things, but I
12  still think it's completely wrong that Lenard
13  Engineering is continuing, and this other CDM
14  place, they are not biased, you know.  And why are
15  they still doing this study?  This should have
16  been thrown out.
17                 And as far as, like, I don't know
18  about going about how we put it in place and to
19  get our elected official -- that I didn't vote for
20  personally, but to just write on the website,
21  we're in a state of drought, or get on the local
22  news.  She manages to get on the local news about
23  every other little thing, giggling, and you know,
24  he, he, he, you know.  And you know, and
25  everything not really being taken seriously.  It's
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 1  very disturbing.  I mean, I grew up in New Britain
 2  and our water is our only asset that we have to
 3  sell.  We sold that Paten Brook.  It was
 4  ridiculous.  94,500, Southington is their median
 5  income, and the New Britain median income is
 6  34,500.
 7                 Clearly Southington could afford to
 8  pay for that pipe.  And hopefully they can reverse
 9  it, but I don't think they can, the Paten Brook, I
10  think it was an atrocity that that thing was sold.
11  Coming up with two guys who could barely put their
12  words together to say, are you going to sell us
13  the well or not?  That's what it came down to and
14  it got voted in.
15                 You know, we have so many
16  intelligent people in this community.  I'm very
17  impressed with all these people.  Thank you.  All
18  the experts, you came out here today.  You guys
19  are experts and I was very impressed with our
20  population, actually.  And even people who have
21  come over out of town that know so much.  I don't
22  know anything.
23                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You know, and I
24  appreciate all of you to come here and speak on
25  behalf of this, this proposed reservoir.  But I
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 1  have worked with state government for very long
 2  time and I can assure you before that's approved
 3  it's going to go through so much scrutiny that
 4  between her department, environmental protection,
 5  other regulatory agencies, that it's going to take
 6  a very long time, but keep speaking.  We'll all be
 7  friends by the end of this.
 8                 SUSAN BRUDNY:  Yes, we have a lot
 9  of confidence in you.  Thank you.
10                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
11                 WILLIAM OSTAPCHUK:  Bill Ostapchuk,
12  New Britain, Connecticut.
13                 I was taught at church and at home
14  that no one can serve two masters.  I was taught
15  in the beginning of elementary school that a good
16  paper begins with a good topic sentence.
17                 The purpose of Public Act 16-61 is
18  to conduct an environmental study to determine the
19  impact on a quarry on Shuttle Meadow Reservoir,
20  its water table, denuding its watershed and the
21  disruption of natural habitat.
22                 The first stated purpose of the
23  Lenard Engineering study, review proposed quarry
24  operations, quarry expansion and reservoir
25  development.  The name Shuttle Meadow Reservoir
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 1  doesn't appear until page 3 under the discussion
 2  of safe yield for the new proposed quarry
 3  reservoir.  It's inferred in the remaining pages.
 4  It doesn't appear again until page 10.
 5                 Lenard affirms that based on its
 6  conceptual model it should be able to develop the
 7  impact of quarrying on watershed.  To do so it
 8  will review the literature and data from Tilcon,
 9  the New Britain Water Department, identify
10  locate -- and approximately locate, map and
11  describe.
12                 Furthermore, they will identify and
13  map private wells surrounding homes, will use
14  Tilcon data concerning quarry water currently
15  being discharged into the Quinnipiac River.  And
16  identify other water quality parameters that would
17  be of interest, that would be of interest relative
18  to considering quarrying.
19                 A review of guidelines for
20  environmental studies and hydrogeological models
21  suggest you need calibration of field data to
22  predicted values.  What they're doing initially is
23  collecting data.  It needs to be analyzed and then
24  you need analytic models to verify that.  There's
25  no discussion of that in the paper.
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 1                 There's a very interesting innocent
 2  statement.  There is unlikely to be sufficient
 3  data to develop groundwater elevation contours.
 4  This raises a serious question because the
 5  definition of class-one watershed, subdivisions 3,
 6  4 and 6 relate directly to a 15 percent slope and
 7  greater, the proximity of groundwater wells, and
 8  shallow depth to bedrock of 20 inches or less in
 9  poorly drained soil.  Without contours you can't
10  trace what happens in watershed one and watershed
11  two.  Okay?
12                 LEI denotes that it will identify
13  private wells, but it makes clear it will make no
14  depth to water determinations and it's not going
15  to really deal with erosion both from water or
16  wind.  Without elevation data one can't calculate
17  and affirm the impact of blasting on existing
18  fissures and present groundwater flow.
19                 There's no mention of alien dust
20  and its impact on habitat or watershed, nor is
21  there a discussion of the disruption of natural
22  habitat.  What happens to everything once you
23  denude it?  Where do things go?
24                 It's interesting.  I think Mr.
25  Bligh and Attorney Malcynsky are aware of this,
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 1  because on February 9, 2016, Attorney Malcynsky
 2  sent a memo to Mr. Bligh expressing confusion
 3  about parcels three and four.  Mr. Bligh
 4  responded.
 5                 He said, the problem is this, and
 6  he referred to a memo back in 2009 when Mr. Taylor
 7  testified to the State Legislature about the Act
 8  72-44, releasing and production of public
 9  watershed.  In which he said, there is significant
10  differences between the testimony I gave then in
11  figures A, Roman numeral 7-2 of the water supply
12  plan for New Britain.
13                 Furthermore, figure A7-2 does not
14  account for the land that drains into Crystal
15  Lake, and the depicted class-two land appears to
16  be limited to the land areas that were originally
17  trained to Boysenberry Pond.
18                 He said, I feel that we should make
19  every effort to avoid getting into detail defining
20  areas as class one based on physical criteria,
21  such as slope, soil type, depth of bedrock, and
22  scoured by streamflow.  That's the definition of
23  class-one watershed.
24                 Relative to the .31, the safe
25  yield, it's noted in the original, in the revised
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 1  study, there's a potential to modify the plan.
 2  Okay?  In 2008 on that same proposed legislation
 3  07-244, Mr. Bligh noted that New Britain owned all
 4  of the land in the area of Lampson Corner for the
 5  development of a dam and reservoir.
 6                 His predecessor, and I quote from
 7  Jack McManus' description of the New Britain
 8  watershed, he says here Lampson Corner Reservoir
 9  is a future reservoir planned to be constructed to
10  hold between 500 million to a billion gallons of
11  water of storage in the Whigville watershed.
12                 It will be supplied with water
13  running naturally from a local drainage area of
14  2.4 square miles.  That's in response -- I think
15  you had a question, is there an alternative
16  source?  Okay.
17                 Relative to one other point,
18  Mr. Bligh stated that Wassel Reservoir did -- in
19  that same testimony said, Wassel Reservoir holds
20  36 percent of the city's water supply and that
21  class-one and class-two watershed was excavated in
22  its construction.  I think that was to set a
23  precedent for this reservoir.  He failed to state
24  that the City had to acquire 44 properties to
25  construct it.  Okay?  And that Wolcott Reservoir
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 1  is the source of water, because Wassel only has a
 2  half square mile of watershed.  An alternate
 3  source are the Hart's ponds.  Actually a secondary
 4  source for feeding was Paten Brook well.  Okay?
 5                 My public comments against the sale
 6  were dismissed as inaccurate and untrue when I
 7  said that its daily output was 1.2 million gallons
 8  of water.  However in a response to an FOIA
 9  request there's a 2014 letter signed by Mr. Bligh
10  to Southington town officials acknowledging that
11  we were relinquishing a diversion registration of
12  1.27 million gallons of water a day.  Mr. Bligh in
13  testimony about Paten Brook well said it was
14  excess supply.
15                 Following the vote to sell the well
16  the mayor of New Britain said in the New Britain
17  Journal that we just sold six tenths of an acre of
18  land worth $61,000.  I had documentation for all
19  of that for all of you.  I wish to apologize.  My
20  computer is acting up and I can't scan it.
21                 And I have for each of you a copy
22  of Mr. MacManus' report that he described the
23  system and how it works.
24                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  And all
25  that has been submitted.
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 1                 WILLIAM OSTAPCHUK:  Thank you very
 2  much.  Can I just tell you one thing is true, what
 3  the clergy and my parents and my English teacher
 4  told me were true.
 5                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you for
 6  being here.  Anyone else?  Anyone else wish to
 7  address us?
 8                 PAUL ZAGORSKY:  I would just add
 9  one comment.  Lenard said something about a safe
10  yield.  They did a 2007 report on the quarry
11  reservoir and safe yield proposal.  They've
12  already studied this.
13                 The study was that this would
14  produce 160,000 gallons a day serving 2,000 people
15  a day.  That's out there.  That's a given.  Mayor
16  Tim Stewart testified on March 8th, I think in
17  2008, in the Legislature and gave those same
18  numbers.  So that's already been done when they're
19  saying we're -- ascertained that it's been done.
20                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All right.  If
21  there's nothing else to come for us, motion to
22  adjourn.
23                 DAVID LaVASSEUR:  So moved.
24                 LORI MATHIEU:  Second.
25                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All those in
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 1  favor?
 2                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
 3                 CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you all
 4  very much.
 5                 (Whereupon, the above proceedings
 6  were concluded at 4:00 p.m.)
 7
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