
Water Planning Advisory Group 

November 21, 2017  

Meeting Minutes 

A meeting of the Water Planning Council Advisory Group (WPCAG or group) was held at the Public 
Utility Regulatory Authority (PURA), in New Britain, Connecticut. 

Members Present: 

John Hudak (Co-Chair)  SCCRWA 

Margaret Miner  (Co-Chair) Rivers Alliance 

Curtis Anderson   CICA 

Aaron Budris                                   Council of Governments 

Karen Burnaska   Endangered Lands Coalition/CFE 

Josh Cansler   SCWA 

Len DeJong   Pomperaug River Watershed Coalition 

Patrick Kearney   Town of Manchester 

Fred Klein   Pullman & Comley 

Dan Lawrence   Aquarion 

Kevin Schwabe   Avon Water Co. 

Henry Talmage   CT Farm Bureau 

Members by Phone: 

Eric Brown   CBIA 

Vincent Ringrose  Fisheries 

Tom Tyler   MDC 

Rich Sobolewski   OCC 

Other Attendees: 

Judy Allen   Save Our Water 

Steve Anderson   DoAg 



Alicea Charamut (Alt)  CRC 

Corinne Fitting   DEEP 

David Kuzminski  Portland 

Gail Lucchina   PURA 

Lori Mathieu   DPH 

Valerie Rossetti   Save Our Water CT 

 

1) Call to Order 

The meeting was called to order at 1:35 by John.  Margaret stated that there was a quorum.   

2) Approval of Minutes – October 17, 2017 minutes. 

The October minutes were approved with no corrections.  Richard Sobolewski abstained. 
Alternates Alicea and Kevin were present. 

3) WPCAG Ad Hoc Membership Composition Subcommittee – John stated the plan is to submit it 
to the WPC.  The subcommittee consisted of Len, Karen, Virginia, and John.  Karen stated that 
they were tasked with determining whether the WPCAG was in balance between consumptive 
and non-consumptive or in-stream and out of stream representation.  The subcommittee looked 
at affiliations and reviewed attendance.  They concluded that the balance is skewed to out of 
stream interests due to the multiple representatives from the water utilities, business and 
industry, and agriculture categories. There are also two members from interests not listed in the 
statute and two categories noted in the statutes that have no representatives on the WPCAG.  It 
was noted that the statute states that representatives “may” be from the listed categories and 
the WPC has stated this did not restrict members to this list.  They found that the attendance has 
been fairly balanced but they found that: 

The group needs to work together to promote better attendance. 

The WPCAG should continue to use work groups and there may be a need to bring experts into 
the work group process. 

The WPCAG should continue to have public participation at all of its meetings in order to get input 
from non-WPCAG members and can help find experts outside of the existing AG members. 

The subcommittee put forth the following recommendations: 

The membership should be kept at 20 members. 



The recommended future composition is 7 members representing in-stream interests, 8 
representing out of stream, and 5 representing neutral.  The subcommittee also proposes a 
reduction in water utility representatives from five to four members, with one each representing 
a large investor owned system, a large regional system, a municipal system, and a small system 
that can be any the three types of governance. 

This balance should be achieved through attrition. 

Margaret pointed out a typo on page 2 which listed 4 neutral members.  Karen stated that it 
should be corrected to 5 neutral members. 

Fred Klein noted that the energy sector is listed as out of stream.  He advised that thermal power 
does use water but hydro does not.  He stated that his group should probably be listed as neutral.  
Margaret responded that the idea of in-stream is that it doesn’t disturb the ecology.  She doesn’t 
regard some as neutral.  She noted that run of river may have a case to be made but in general, 
neutral would be more than generous.  She stated that hydro has been a main impairment on 
rivers.  She also stated that in the future, the WPCAG could have discussions on which projects 
are the least harmful.  Alicea stated that the SWP does give definitions of in-stream and out of 
stream so she suggested that the group use those definitions.    Karen advised that the 
subcommittee used in-stream and out of stream to be consistent with the SWP.   

Margaret contended that Power and Energy was never considered the “river friendly” category.  
Dan recommended that the subcommittee add the in-stream and out of stream definitions used 
in the SWP.  Len agreed with this suggestion. 

Aaron expressed concern with wastewater as in-stream.  John responded that Betsey Wingfield 
suggested that, based on the reliance of wastewater plants on adequate stream flows for 
discharge dilution.   Dan replied that it is not pulling from the stream by nature.  Karen found 
Aaron’s point interesting and noted that some WPCAG members are representing certain 
interests but also look at protecting other interests or considerations.  She noted that John 
represents a water utility but is also very concerned and conscientious about land preservation.   
Tom noted that there is a fundamental difference between drinking water and wastewater.  He 
said MDC has both but that is not true for all. 

Margaret said the member from academia is not explained like the other categories and there 
was a discussion of that position. 

Margaret called for a motion to submit the subcommittee report with minor changes to the WPC 
for their consideration and approval.  Karen so moved with the minor changes.  Vin seconded.  It 
was passed unanimously. 

3B.  Procedures – John advised that the WPC approved the procedures unanimously at the 
last WPC meeting.  The WPCAG now has to adopt them as a formality.  Karen so moved and Vin 
seconded.  Unanimously approved.  John thanked Alicea for all her work. 



3c.  Implementation Plan – Margaret stated that the WPC wants more discussion and the 
Council agreed to vote on it at the December meeting.  Len stated that he thought it was a great 
meeting with a very good discussion. 

4) State Water Plan – Lori Mathieu spoke to the WPCAG.  She stated that she would like to first 
comment on the statute previously discussed.  She noted that the statute uses consumptive and 
non-consumptive.  She added that the Policy Committee and the Science and Technical Group 
spent a lot of time and decided on in-stream and out of stream and she doesn’t think they are 
interchangeable with respect to the WPCAG makeup.  Lori stated that the academic member in 
statute is actually listed as “members”.  Thus, she contends that it means more than one person.   
She agrees that the membership should be limited to 20. 

Lori advised that 180 sets of comments were received and many issues have been raised.  Both 
DPH and DEEP filed comments.  Lori thinks the WPC will need a lot of help.  She noted that staffing 
resources are a concern.  She envisions five or six work groups.  She stated that the WPC will 
commit two or three extra staff to participate in implementation.  It is not known whether money 
will be available.  The statute requires a comment document and since 180 sets of comments have 
been received, it will require a summary.   Lori stated that she envisions the Outreach Group 
putting together a presentation on the comments and the WPC can use that to present to the 
Legislature.  She added that the WPC will rely on the WPCAG and the work groups.  Lori stated 
that the consultant’s contract calls for sufficient time to make certain the review is thorough and 
looks at priorities.  Senator Kennedy was quite vocal about drought and we want to focus on 
conservation and we need to explore what does it mean that water is a public trust?   Lori added 
that health equity is important to DPH and you must ensure you have safe and affordable water 
for everyone. She noted that everyone should have the same access whether they have a well or 
public water supply.  She would like to see a workgroup on this topic. 

John added that Senator Kennedy spoke about the confusion with different drought terms and 
plans.  Lori replied that the State Drought Plan was written in 2002 and it was pulled together 
quickly after two droughts.  She noted that a forecasting model is needed.  We need to determine 
how we link the state triggers with what the utilities are doing.  Lori stated that we were almost 
at Stage 3.  The thought was that we cannot have everyone at different stages.  Lori added that 
at some point it cannot continue to be this mixed message.  She wants regional planning 
organizations to be at the table as well.  Lori advised that the trigger levels are critical and if we 
don’t work on this then something will be done legislatively.   She stated the need to educate, 
clarify and make changes to the triggers.   

Lori told the WPCAG that the meetings in the towns were very good and the discussion in 
Westport was excellent.  Karen stated that she and Len both felt that Lori and Betsey did an 
excellent job answering questions at this outreach presentation.   

5. WUCC Update- Dan advised that they are continuing on with the Integrative Report.  He 
stated that he is the co-chair of the western WUCC and he attends all the WUCC meetings for 



Aquarion.  He stated that there are regional differences and they are trying to review the SWP 
and ensure that there is some level of consistency with modules of the Integrative Reports.  There 
has been great dialogue.  They are on the 18th round of meetings and attendance has been very 
good.  Dan advised that drafts will come out by the end of the year.  They will go out for public 
comment.  Margaret asked if there will be enough time for comments.  She noted that Tony 
Mitchell has some environmental concerns that need to be raised.  Dan said comments are 
encouraged.   

6. Legislation – Margaret stated that the Agencies are starting to think about what they will 
propose.  Margaret had nothing to report but stated that she guesses that some things in the SWP 
such as drought triggers will result in legislation.  Lori advised that DPH is not proposing anything 
new or different.   

7. New Business – Val Rosetti submitted a letter with her observations regarding FOIA.  
Margaret noted that the Hartford Courant just published an article stating that the language in 
the legislation will not result in what was hoped for.  Margaret advised that she will keep the 
WPCAG apprised of what is going on.  She stated that it is complicated.  John added that the law 
is off to a rocky start but it is a good law and he is optimistic that it will eventually work. 

Lori brought up the issue of safe yield and suggested that the WPCAG set up a workgroup and 
explore if they have consensus on the issue.  Margaret stated that if you do not know the safe 
yield you cannot do planning.  Margaret stated that objections and concerns could have been 
brought up by the Agencies and now it is awkward and late.  She stated that the Agencies did not 
play a good role.  Lori disagreed and said there was a tweak at the end and questioned whether 
it was intentional or accidental? 

Margaret also brought up the issue of the 5 million gallon October 9th spill of sewage into the 
Naugatuck River.  She stated that no one knew about it for a week.  She added that there was a 
fish kill associated with this.  She advised the group that DEEP is looking into the issue of public 
notification.  Margaret stated that the public has a right to know and the towns downstream 
should be notified.  She added that there may be legislation coming regarding this topic.  Tom 
Tyler stated that he has been responsible for four systems and there are very defined rules about 
reporting and they are not based on quantity.  He stated there is a very well defined reporting 
chain. 

The meeting adjourned at 3:16 

Next meeting – December 19, 2017 

Minutes prepared by Gail Lucchina, PURA 


