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� 1                 THE CHAIRMAN:  All right.  Good

 2  afternoon.  Happy new year, everyone.  Welcome to

 3  the first Steering Committee meeting of 2017.

 4                 I'd like to welcome Betsey

 5  Wingfield, who will be the new member of the

 6  Planning Council and the Steering Committee,

 7  taking the place of Michael Sullivan, Deputy

 8  Commissioner, who has told us that he's going to

 9  be retiring at the end of March.

10                 But we're still going to see him

11  between now and the time he retires --

12                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Correct.

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  -- according to him.

14  So we wish him the very best, and thank him for

15  his service to the State of Connecticut, and to

16  the Steering Committee, and to the Water Council.

17                 And we are going to start off today

18  with a report -- unless there's anything else to

19  come before us -- the update.  The phase one

20  interim report has been distributed and we're

21  going to get a little overview this afternoon from

22  CDM Smith about where we're at and where we're

23  going.

24                 Before I go any further, who is on

25  the phone, please?
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� 1                 LARRY BINGAMAN:  Hi.  This is Larry

 2  Bingaman from the Regional Water Authority.

 3                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Larry, happy new

 4  year to you.

 5                 LARRY BINGAMAN:  Happy new year.

 6                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Maureen

 7  Westbrook from Connecticut Water.

 8                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Happy new year to

 9  you, Maureen.  Anyone else?

10                 BETH BARTON:  Beth Barton.

11                 GENE LIKENS:  Gene Likens.

12                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Did I hear Beth

13  Barton?

14                 BETH BARTON:  Yes, I'm here.

15                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Happy new year.

16                 BETH BARTON:  Happy new year to you

17  too.

18                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Anyone else?

19                 (No response.)

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  If I hear

21  beeps we'll identify those on the phone.

22                 Okay.  Kirk, it's all yours.

23                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Good afternoon,

24  everyone.  It's Elaine Sistare, CDM Smith.  And

25  I'm going over a few slides about the phase one
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� 1  interim report.  We've been busy on that for the

 2  last few weeks and already received a number of

 3  review comments.

 4                 As we went over last month, and now

 5  you've seen for yourself the phase one interim

 6  report includes a number of sections, an executive

 7  summary, an introduction, current condition

 8  assessment; section three, preparing for change,

 9  future conditions and opportunity; section four,

10  stakeholder participation and outreach; section

11  five, plan recommendations.  And while this is a

12  somewhat completed, most of the plan

13  recommendations are really part of phase two.

14                 Section six, implementation of the

15  state water plan, and that is almost exclusively

16  phase two.  So a good reminder that this report is

17  the interim phase one report, but will be

18  continued and updated -- during phase two, become

19  the actual stage one plan report.

20                 Number of appendices --

21                 THE CHAIRMAN:  We can ask.  As we

22  go along, please feel free to interrupt and ask

23  questions, for the people on the Steering

24  Committee or on the phone, please.

25                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Thank you.
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� 1                 So the number of appendices, the

 2  fact sheet, the other state plan group report, the

 3  data quality plan, the water system supply

 4  information tables.

 5                 Basin summary sheets, these are

 6  those series of maps of the basins throughout the

 7  state; our memo on climate change and the

 8  technical component behind that.  And then our

 9  white papers from our task 1-B, which includes the

10  executive summary in white papers 1-B1 through

11  1-B4.  So you see --

12                 LARRY BINGAMAN:  Elaine, this is

13  Larry.

14                 Since this is an interim draft, are

15  you still open to receiving any further comments

16  on this, or is that closed?

17                 ELAINE SISTARE:  It's a good

18  question, Larry.  Overall it is an interim draft

19  and what we were -- we requested and aimed for

20  review of this version was for inaccuracies, and

21  keeping the goal in mind that we were trying to

22  develop a platform that we can use for phase two,

23  but ultimately the comment period has ended.

24                 We have received a number of

25  comments.  We're trying to move onto a revised
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� 1  plan that we can submit in January.  However, if

 2  there are any inaccuracies we certainly would like

 3  to hear about them and if there are any sections

 4  that we can -- that it remains in draft form

 5  through the spring of 2017.

 6                 So whether comments come, you know,

 7  immediately, if they are, you know, something that

 8  we need to address, then we certainly will, but

 9  any sort of minor comments I think we would

10  appreciate waiting until the next review cycle.

11                 LARRY BINGAMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.

12                 ELAINE SISTARE:  You're welcome.

13                 So the slide I have up now is the

14  phase one report review steps and this is the same

15  slide we went over last month.  So the draft phase

16  one report delivered to the Water Planning Council

17  in mid December, and then it was forwarded to the

18  committees a few days following that.

19                 We supplied a similar Excel-based

20  comment sheet, so that we did receive comments in

21  that Excel sheet from the various committees, some

22  in individual organizations.  And we're responding

23  to those comments.  So when we -- we're looking at

24  a schedule to have a revised draft interim phase

25  one report next Tuesday, which is what?
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� 1  January 10th.

 2                 And along with that we will have,

 3  similar to what you saw with task 1-B, an Excel

 4  sheet that shows the consolidated comments

 5  received along with our response to those

 6  comments.  And we expect that revised version with

 7  those comments and responses will go to the Water

 8  Planning Council, and then as long as there are

 9  no, you know, no objections then that revised

10  version will then be made available to the public.

11                 And that schedule as shown on this

12  table would be available for public access.  We

13  want -- our goal, and I think as long as these

14  steps go forward, we have our public meeting

15  January 26, our first phase two public meeting.

16  And we want to have the draft phase one report

17  available for public review prior to that

18  January 26th meeting.

19                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Bob Moore, do you

20  have a question?

21                 BOB MOORE:  Yeah, we have a meeting

22  or workshop on the 12th.  Are we going to discuss

23  the plan at that time, the interim plan?

24                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Kirk is going to

25  go over the workshop and what components are going
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� 1  to be included in that, but overall it's not, you

 2  know, we're not using that workshop as a review of

 3  the report.  We're focusing really on trying to

 4  make recommendations on how we're going to move

 5  some of the challenges and different options

 6  forward in phase two.  So it's not, you know, it's

 7  not a review workshop by any means.

 8                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Are you okay with

 9  that, Bob?  I can see your mind working.

10                 BOB MOORE:  I think there's a bunch

11  of issues that the report brings out that are not

12  going to be addressed by edits.  They're going to

13  be addressed by policy questions or discussion on

14  that.

15                 You know, in particular the issues

16  on some of the, you know, the basin analysis.  And

17  you know, when you look at the Farmington basin,

18  for example, it doesn't reflect that some of the

19  water is in the Hockanum basin as delivered from

20  East Hartford and Glastonbury and Portland.

21                 And so when you look at some of

22  those numbers you don't get a real sense of what's

23  actually happening in that basin.  And I'm sure

24  it's true of other basins where you have larger

25  water companies dealing with moving water from one
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� 1  place to another.  So I was just trying to think

 2  of, how are you going to handle that issue, and

 3  issues like that which I think are going to be

 4  complex for the phase two portion to deal with?

 5  So I just want to try to figure out, how do you

 6  deal with that and those kind of questions of the

 7  workshop?

 8                 ELAINE SISTARE:  I think --

 9                 LARRY BINGAMAN:  Bob?

10                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Go ahead.

11                 LARRY BINGAMAN:  I was just going

12  to add on to Bob's point there's also some policy

13  recommendations from the beginning -- at the very

14  end, I mean, that I don't believe have been

15  reviewed by the policy subcommittee.  So I would

16  hope that there would be an opportunity to do that

17  before this is finalized.

18                 THE REPORTER:  And that was Larry

19  Bingaman?

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes.

21                 LARRY BINGAMAN:  Yes.

22                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Please, people on

23  the phone identify yourself before you speak

24  today, please.

25                 ELAINE SISTARE:  And, you know, I
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� 1  guess I can have two comments back.  One, Larry,

 2  you know, "finalized" is probably too strong a

 3  word, you know, to consider any components for,

 4  like I said, at least the next few months.  But I

 5  think we also want to recognize that we don't want

 6  to continually go back and refine, refine, refine.

 7  So again, we want to make sure that any

 8  inaccuracies or, you know, if we have the wrong

 9  general themes then we do want to try to identify

10  and correct those.

11                 But -- and Bob, as far as some of

12  those maps I think those issues, as an example,

13  we're working with the science and technical group

14  on trying to, you know, identify and make sure

15  that we do have the most accurate representation.

16                 BOB MOORE:  It just seemed like the

17  workshop would be for four hours.  Might it be a

18  good time for us to talk about some of these

19  things?

20                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Uh-huh.

21                 LORI MATHIEU:  Do you think you can

22  address all the comments that you received

23  adequately just by yourselves addressing them

24  without any discussion?

25                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  No, there will
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� 1  always be discussion.  I'll think I'll get into a

 2  lot of the comments and my observations on the

 3  comments in a few minutes, but there will always

 4  be discussion.

 5                 And I think our goal, as Elaine

 6  said, is to get our responses back to you next

 7  week Tuesday so that you have a chance to look at

 8  that and decide what you want to do with them, and

 9  what issues still require some discussion.  And

10  then we can discuss how best to do that.

11                 I guess my thinking is that if

12  you've only had a day to review all of our

13  responses, and there are hundreds of comments, it

14  may not be enough time to have a meaningful

15  discussion in the workshop.  And I do want to

16  focus a little bit on the workshop in a minute,

17  and sort of the change in tone in the next four

18  workshops, as opposed to the first two in that we

19  do need to start making some decisions.

20                 So my recommendation is that if we

21  have some time left in workshop number three next

22  week to talk about specific questions that you

23  have in the report that aren't addressed in our

24  responses, we can try to reserve some time for

25  that.  But that my feeling is that those questions
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� 1  and the discussions will best play themselves out

 2  through the course of the workshops and our work

 3  with the individual committees through this phase

 4  of work in that one discussion is probably not

 5  sufficient.

 6                 But that said, I think it's a valid

 7  point, and we try to reserve some time for some

 8  specific large picture questions that you might

 9  have that aren't addressed satisfactorily in the

10  way we've responded to questions.

11                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Thanks.  This

12  is Maureen Westbrook.

13                 And I would say I kind of had the

14  same question, because even as I look back, you

15  know, the first round of comments that we got, you

16  know, it was very clear some were accepted.  Some

17  were deemed inappropriate or declined, whatever.

18  But then there were several that said, for further

19  discussion.

20                 And so I feel like there's kind of

21  even a bucket from then that may have been

22  addressed in the subsequent draft or not, but so

23  whether it's through that larger group, or whether

24  we just kind of set aside an hour at some point on

25  one of the committee meetings or the Steering
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� 1  Committee or something to just kind of walk

 2  through those and see where we are on that, and

 3  which ones need further, broader perspective, or

 4  which ones could be dealt with pretty easily.

 5                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yeah.  I appreciate

 6  that, Maureen.  And I've had some discussions with

 7  others about that, too.  And then to a large

 8  extent a lot of those issues are being dealt with

 9  through the committees and the meetings that we're

10  having, but at some point -- and through this

11  report in the revisions that we've made to the

12  white papers as part of this report process and so

13  forth, and that that will continue.

14                 But if there are issues that people

15  feel have not been addressed and need to be

16  addressed, and won't be addressed through the

17  course of these workshops and continued

18  meetings -- and we can certainly set aside some

19  time at some point to do that.

20                 LORI MATHIEU:  So should we hold a

21  policy committee meeting in January after we see

22  the comments on the policy and stuff to address

23  that?

24                 BOB MOORE:  Why don't we on the

25  12th work out a date for another meeting?  So on
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� 1  the 12th we work out a date for another meeting in

 2  between, because there are a number of issues that

 3  I think are left open in the report.

 4                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  There will be

 5  opportunity for some followup from the workshop,

 6  too, if we have a policy meeting this month, I

 7  think, in direct response to what we're going to

 8  be talking about in the workshop.  So I'd

 9  recommend that we try to convene that group this

10  month.

11                 BOB MOORE:  It usually seemed like

12  there was -- four meetings was plenty, but it

13  seems like we better have a short policy meeting

14  in between.

15                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I would support

16  that.

17                 LORI MATHIEU:  Do we have an idea

18  of the dates overlooking that?

19                 BOB MOORE:  We had the 19th as one

20  date, but I don't --

21                 LORI MATHIEU:  That makes sense

22  whether they are receiving comments back --

23                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So neither the

24  19th or the 26th would work for a variety of

25  reasons, Bob.
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� 1                 BOB MOORE:  Right.

 2                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Which is why we

 3  pulled those off the table.

 4                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, could we come

 5  up with another date?

 6                 BOB MOORE:  Well, I think the 19th

 7  worked.  Right?

 8                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Kirk, were you

 9  proposing that the policy meeting be after the

10  workshop?

11                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Not immediately,

12  but --

13                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Okay.  Oh,

14  that's the public meeting, is the 26th.  Excuse

15  me.

16                 ELAINE SISTARE:  And I guess just

17  to be clear, it wouldn't necessarily hold up

18  making the phase one report available to the

19  public.  It's just to continue discussion on some

20  of those items.

21                 All right.  To step through --

22                 LORI MATHIEU:  Hold on.  Hold on.

23                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Go ahead.

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  Because we forgot

25  about things.  I'd like to settle on a date, so --
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� 1  because my calendar, everyone's calendar is

 2  filling up.

 3                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So the policy

 4  subcommittee is much broader than the Steering

 5  Committee, I would likely benefit if the Chair

 6  agrees of reaching out to the policy subcommittee

 7  and looking for some other dates.

 8                 I know that the 19th didn't work

 9  for a variety of reasons and those last two weeks

10  were really hard, but we can look at some dates,

11  but I defer to the Chair on that.

12                 BOB MOORE:  Well, why don't we send

13  out something.  Maybe Betsey can send out

14  something tomorrow and we can get some dates, but

15  the 23rd, '4th and '5th work for me as well as the

16  19th and the 20th, unless you want to watch the

17  inauguration.

18                 LORI MATHIEU:  No.  The 20th seems

19  appropriate.  So we'll send out dates then.

20                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I would send out an

21  unattractive suggestion that the workshop will be

22  in the morning of the 12th.  And if the afternoon

23  is free and everybody has some energy remaining

24  and wants to just continue, that would be an

25  option, too.  Not a great one, but it's an option.
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� 1                 BOB MOORE:  Isn't that workshop at

 2  UConn?

 3                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  It is in the

 4  morning, which is why that was the original date

 5  for the policy subcommittee.  It was in the

 6  afternoon at one in Hartford.  And the group's

 7  decision was to change that.

 8                 BOB MOORE:  I'm willing to work on

 9  the 12th if we had space up at UConn.  So we'd

10  have to go somewhere else.  So if you can arrange

11  for us to stay for another hour or so?

12                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Just a classroom

13  somewhere is all we need.

14                 BOB MOORE:  We are in the ballroom,

15  I think.  Right?

16                 ELAINE SISTARE:  We are.  It's

17  the -- yeah, the Rome Ballroom by the -- what's

18  the hotel?

19                 LORI MATHIEU:  It's the Nathan

20  Hale.

21                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Nathan Hale Hotel.

22  You know, it shares a parking lot with that.  We

23  do have that ballroom, until one just as a --

24  because it usually takes us a little bit of the

25  afternoon to clear the room.
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� 1                 BOB MOORE:  Well, if you can find

 2  space there until two o'clock, maybe they can --

 3                 ELAINE SISTARE:  I'll request that.

 4  Yeah.

 5                 BOB MOORE:  So tentatively we'll

 6  have it on the 12th after the workshop.  Is that

 7  okay, Betsey?

 8                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  You know, we'll

 9  get as many people there as we can.  I don't think

10  I can be there, but we can work on that.

11                 BOB MOORE:  All right.  Thank you.

12                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  We've gone

13  over a bit of these.  I think even since then,

14  Betsey we did -- I don't have your comments on

15  this list, but we've received, I think, comments

16  from a large number of groups and, like I said,

17  organizations.  And I think late last week Betsey

18  received from DEEP also.

19                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Well, they were

20  my comments on Friday.  They were DEEP comments

21  that you also received as part of the policy group

22  piece, too.

23                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  And like I

24  said, I guess while I hate to say, you know,

25  comments are closed, I certainly want to be made
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� 1  aware of any significant issues or comments, but

 2  in order to keep schedule I guess we do want to,

 3  you know, address the comments we've received and

 4  we have in hand now.

 5                 So this is generally a summary,

 6  because I think we've talked about it, but we've

 7  got all the consolidated comments.  We've

 8  consolidated the comments that we have received.

 9  We are reviewing the comments.  I think we've

10  gotten through, you know, 75 percent of them in

11  preparing responses.

12                 We are updating and modifying the

13  phase one report and we'll prepare the revised

14  report to issue to the Water Planning Council.

15  And then following that review, post and make

16  available for public review, although similarly

17  noted that it does continue as a draft report.

18                 One thing I maybe would like some

19  feedback on is, I saw it's a big report.  It's,

20  you know, 50 megabytes.  I think I used a drop box

21  pretty successfully for most, but how -- any ideas

22  on how we can easily make that type of document

23  available to the public?

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  Why don't you just

25  post it on our webpage, and they're in chapters.
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� 1                 ELAINE SISTARE:  That's different

 2  chapters, yeah.  Or maybe, yeah, like I might have

 3  e-mailed it.  You know, here's the main section,

 4  appendices, a second one, something like that.

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  That makes

 6  sense.

 7                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Is Eric Lindquist

 8  the right one to work with for that?

 9                 DAVE LaVASSEUR:  Yes.

10                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes?  Okay.

11                 Before Kirk goes in --

12                 BOB MOORE:  One more thing.

13                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Go ahead.

14                 BOB MOORE:  Can I get a hardcopy,

15  too?

16                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah.  That's what

17  Kirk just sort of noted to me.  We do have -- I

18  think I've managed to get paper copies to almost

19  all the Steering Committee members.  Bob, we have

20  some here today so I can get one to you.  And any

21  other Steering Committee members, we may have a

22  few extra.

23                 Kirk and I have decided that

24  perhaps the committee chairs could take those

25  extras and distribute as appropriate.
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� 1                 BOB MOORE:  My printer did not like

 2  this.

 3                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah, I bet.  And

 4  so --

 5                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Extra credit, Bob.

 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  Did you run out of

 7  pink?

 8                 ELAINE SISTARE:  So as Kirk will go

 9  over, the workshop is next Thursday, January 12th.

10  It starts promptly at 8 a.m., the Rome Ballroom at

11  UConn.

12                 One thing I think we've talked

13  about before, but certainly getting that info out

14  I think to our normal attendees and participants,

15  I think we probably have already been pretty

16  successful at.  But previously we did have, I

17  think, a legislator attend -- or has there been,

18  you know, there might be some update going on.  So

19  whether it's the press or legislators, et cetera,

20  you know, however we can share that information

21  would be good, especially now that it is a

22  recommendation that's, as we're saying, we're

23  going in phase two.

24                 So phase one, if they missed some

25  of those workshops it's, you know, that was the
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 2  really is, you know, get your voice heard.  It's

 3  starting to make decisions about recommendations.

 4                 GENE LIKENS:  Hello?  This is Gene

 5  Likens on the phone.  I'm trying to butt in about

 6  the copies.  I would really like to have a hard

 7  copy.  I printed out as much as I could.  My

 8  printer wouldn't take any more.  If you could send

 9  me one I'd really appreciate it.

10                 ELAINE SISTARE:  I can probably Fed

11  Ex you one, Gene.  Is that the most reasonable

12  method of getting a copy to you?

13                 GENE LIKENS:  Yeah, that would be

14  fine.

15                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  Anyone have

16  his address?  Or Gene, you have my e-mail.  Can

17  you e-mail me your e-mailing address?

18                 GENE LIKENS:  I'll just give it to

19  you right now.  Eighty-eight Bridge Road, Clinton

20  Corners, New York, 12514.  And thank you very

21  much.

22                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Clinton Corner?

23                 GENE LIKENS:  Clinton Corners, New

24  York, 12514.  And thank you very much.

25                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  I think I
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 2                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Elaine, I think

 3  the point that you just made is very important,

 4  that we make sure that the legislators and perhaps

 5  the press are included.  And I would like to

 6  decide today who's going to follow up on that and

 7  actually -- and what would be the mechanism to

 8  invite the key legislators?

 9                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, we're going to

10  get out a press release as we did last time on

11  this.  And OPM will be working on that to get a

12  press release out, hopefully sooner than later,

13  maybe this week.

14                 And Mr. Neeley will assume the

15  responsibility of getting the appropriate

16  legislators there.  Right, Nick?

17                 NICK NEELEY:  Yeah, and we would be

18  invited.  And what with their participation

19  involve?

20                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Just that they

21  be there.

22                 LORI MATHIEU:  Be where?

23                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Be where?

24                 NICK NEELEY:  Are they given an

25  opportunity to speak and ask questions?
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� 1                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Like anybody else,

 2  I think that's part of the public process.  We'll

 3  have two half-hour sessions again where anybody is

 4  able to speak, express comments, questions.

 5                 NICK NEELEY:  Are people

 6  comfortable with that idea?

 7                 DAVID SUTHERLAND:  Well, it's going

 8  to be very tough getting them out to UConn on the

 9  second week of the legislative session.

10                 MARGARET MINER:  A session at eight

11  in the morning?

12                 THE CHAIRMAN:  No, I think the

13  point -- we're not going to debate whether they

14  can make it or not.  I think what I'm hearing from

15  Virginia is from an informational standpoint.  We

16  will let them know we are having this and if they

17  choose to come, they may.  If they want to send a

18  staff, which many times they might want to do --

19  we know legislators are very busy, but it would be

20  up to them.

21                 But at least the ones that have

22  been very helpful to us getting this process

23  along, those are those ones we don't to let go.  I

24  think that's --

25                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Right.  That's
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� 1  your point, because if you recall the meeting that

 2  we had in this room, Mary Mushinsky stood up and

 3  said that she'd heard about it from the CFE

 4  website.  To me, that's an embarrassment.

 5                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Correct.

 6                 NICK NEELEY:  So it's sort of

 7  advisory.  We're going to let them know this is

 8  being held, you're welcome to attend, you or your

 9  staff to attend.

10                 MARGARET MINER:  If any legislators

11  do get out there I really think it would be that

12  we all know they're going to be busy today.  To

13  say that they have to be blended in with the

14  half-hour public comment, I don't think they would

15  like that.

16                 LORI MATHIEU:  I would agree.  We

17  should give them -- if they show up we should give

18  them special time, because they are, you know, if

19  they come --

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  We will give our

21  legislators the due respect they deserve.  They

22  come out --

23                 MARGARET MINER:  No, something

24  better than that.

25                 THE CHAIRMAN:  We will be able to
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 2  they come out.  When I do rate cases we put them

 3  at the top of the list.  We'll accommodate their

 4  schedule, that they make the trip out to UConn.

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  And could I ask that

 6  we contact John Hampton --

 7                 NICK NEELEY:  We're going to

 8  contact all of them.

 9                 LORI MATHIEU:  -- Mary Mushinsky,

10  and who's is the other gentleman from Westport?

11  John Steinberg directly by phone.  I will call him

12  if --

13                 NICK NEELEY:  I'll give him a call.

14                 LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.

15                 NICK NEELEY:  But I will invite all

16  legislators, house, senate, Republicans and

17  Democrats, en mass, and let them know it's going

18  to happen.  If they show up they'll be given a few

19  minutes to speak.  And I will call Hampton and

20  Mary and Steinberg to say, this is coming and

21  here's what it is.

22                 LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.

23                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Mr. Neeley, I would

24  also suggest we get in the house bulletin, which

25  is their bible.  Give it in the house bulletin.
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 2  you if they're coming.

 3                 NICK NEELEY:  So just get me the

 4  agenda and the details when they're available.

 5                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Nick, the other

 6  thing is we have the benefit of having the future

 7  meetings already planned out for the spring, and

 8  if the advisory can include those just as an FYI

 9  so we can plan ahead.

10                 NICK NEELEY:  The future public

11  meetings and workshops?

12                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Yes.

13                 NICK NEELEY:  Okay.  I can push

14  that out to them as well.

15                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Could you let us

16  know what kind of feedback you get so we can plan

17  the schedule appropriately?

18                 NICK NEELEY:  Yes.  I was thinking

19  RSVPs and -- okay.

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Did you

21  have anything else, David?

22                 DAVE LaVASSEUR:  No.

23                 ELAINE SISTARE:  So my last item

24  before Kirk talks --

25                 THE CHAIRMAN:  We're getting a lot
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� 1  accomplished here.  Aren't we?

 2                 ELAINE SISTARE:  It's a new year,

 3  Jack.

 4                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, it's new year.

 5                 ELAINE SISTARE:  As I was just

 6  reviewing the report and as we were preparing the

 7  report I included a list of Steering Committee

 8  members.  And I noticed, you know, I missed David

 9  Sutherland.  So apologies to David, and I will add

10  him in the revised version.

11                 But a few of the members perhaps

12  haven't, you know, we're going to be depending a

13  lot on the Steering Committee in phase two and I

14  want to make sure that, you know, if we needed to

15  make any adjustments to members, then now I think

16  January is probably our only opportunity before we

17  finish the report.  And I think, you know, there

18  are a couple members perhaps that haven't been

19  attending the meetings or participating.

20                 And whether we just need to

21  reengage or something else, I guess I'd like to,

22  you know, open that discussion a bit, and then

23  whether, you know, what's the decision-making

24  power of that Steering Committee.  You know, as we

25  move forward in the workshops obviously it's
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� 1  active participants, and whether that's going to

 2  continue as we've been in that number one and

 3  number two workshops.

 4                 So any comments to that before Kirk

 5  talks about the workshop three coming up on the

 6  12th?

 7                 LARRY BINGAMAN:  Jack, this is

 8  Larry.  You know, since there's only a few, to a

 9  Elaine's point, I think there's only a few members

10  that fall into that category.  Maybe a call from

11  either yourself or Nick just to see what their

12  level of continuing interest may be and then make

13  a decision after that.

14                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Ms. Gail Lucchina

15  and Nick and I will look at the attendance records

16  of those that have come and we'll make appropriate

17  phonecalls.

18                 NICK NEELEY:  And I'll see many of

19  them tomorrow at the capitol for opening session.

20  I will sort of mention it to them then, and then

21  follow up in writing.

22                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.

23                 ELAINE SISTARE:  That's very

24  helpful.  Thank you.

25                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Anything else,
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 2                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Nothing from me.

 3                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.

 4                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Happy new hear,

 5  everybody.  We are at something of a crossroads in

 6  this plan.  We are transitioning from phase one to

 7  phase two, and I want to share a couple thoughts

 8  about the workshop next week and expectations of

 9  how it may be different than the earlier two

10  workshops, and how it will be different going

11  forward.

12                 Also share some thoughts about what

13  this phase is anticipating, very different than

14  the first phase.  It is certainly the continuation

15  of work, but it has a very different tone to it.

16  So I just want to talk about that a little bit.

17                 And then share a few, frankly,

18  concerns that I have about the track that we're on

19  going into phase two, just from reviewing the

20  comments on the phase one report, and try if we

21  can to get everybody on the same page going

22  forward.  And I think we can do that with a few

23  minor course corrections.

24                 So first on the workshop, this will

25  be a workshop to really build on a lot of the work
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 2  Bob, I know you've been anxious for us to get to

 3  this one, so we're here.  We will be looking at

 4  all of the challenges and all of the options for

 5  future water management that we've identified in

 6  phase one and grouping them into three bins, three

 7  categories.

 8                 One will be areas, or options or

 9  challenges, any kind of issue that we feel we can

10  develop a consensus on as a group of stakeholders

11  in the next four months and make an actual

12  recommendation in the plan.

13                 The second category will be issues

14  that can't possibly be reconciled fully in the

15  next four months, but can benefit from a plan

16  forward, or a path forward.  And the plan will

17  then focus on developing those pathways forward in

18  the next few months.

19                 And the third bin will be issues

20  that we either just acknowledge outright -- this

21  is a condition that we can't change, or this is an

22  issue that's being dealt with elsewhere and we're

23  not going to duplicate the effort.

24                 So one of those three bins, and

25  we'd like to go through each of the options that
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� 1  we've identified in earlier workshops and each of

 2  the challenges that we've identified through the

 3  white papers and the workshops and make sure we

 4  can categorize them so we can begin moving

 5  forward.

 6                 And the policy committee has

 7  drafted some language, some temporary, or some

 8  preliminary language, anyway, on a lot of the

 9  issues that it feels as a committee can garner

10  some consensus.  And so we use that as sort of the

11  basis of some of the discussion, but a lot of the

12  other issues will be facilitated by Claire.

13  She'll be back for this, and we'll work through

14  for those issues one by one.

15                 I've taken the liberty of doing

16  this on my own.  I've looked at all these issues

17  and tried to guess where I think they might fall.

18  And I think the group will be able to identify an

19  appropriate bin for each of the three, each issue

20  that we're talking about without any bias from me.

21  Just that is an exercise to see where we might

22  find stumbling blocks, but that's what we'll focus

23  on in workshop number three next week.

24                 The two that follow that then will

25  be taking those first two bins and actually
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 2  a group in true workshop fashion to develop

 3  language for those, those issues that we feel that

 4  we can have a consensus on and to start crafting

 5  those pathways forward for the issues that need

 6  more time.

 7                 Any questions on the workshop?

 8                 DAVID SUTHERLAND:  So the workshop

 9  next week will be primarily to go over the

10  grouping of that?

11                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yeah.  And what

12  that will allow us to do, and that's why I

13  suggested that we do have a policy group meeting

14  this month, because I think we can take that first

15  bin, the group of options, challenges that

16  consensus is likely and start drafting some

17  language for that, building on the policy piece

18  that's already developed.  The sooner we can do

19  that the better.

20                 MARGARET MINER:  And the second

21  group will be, not consensus now, but do you see a

22  way forward?

23                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Exactly, right.

24                 MARGARET MINER:  And the third

25  group will be -- are they still working on it?
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 2  in this plan?

 3                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  It will be

 4  acknowledged in the plan, but not changed or

 5  addressed in any different way.  Right.

 6                 MARGARET MINER:  Okay.

 7                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  An example might

 8  be, and I'm not suggesting that this should fall

 9  into that category, but an example could be the

10  drought plan.  You know, the state water plan may

11  acknowledge that there is a drought plan being

12  developed separately and that it endorses that

13  plan, but not redevelop another drought plan.

14                 MARGARET MINER:  Okay.  Thank you.

15                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So Kirk, I want

16  to make sure I understand.  The list of activities

17  will be what is addressed in the two white papers.

18  Is that correct?

19                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yes.  Yes, three

20  and four.

21                 Any other questions on the

22  workshop?  Okay.

23                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Actually, yes, I

24  do have a question.

25                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yeah, go ahead,
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 2                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Do you envision

 3  that as, where does the public comment fit into

 4  that process of binning all the things that have

 5  come up?  Is that responsibility going to fall

 6  totally to this Steering Committee?  Or will it be

 7  happening after there's input from the public?

 8                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a good

 9  question.  I think what we'll try to do -- I think

10  it's worked well in the past -- have two sessions

11  for public comment and maybe focus on different

12  themes.  If we do set aside some time to talk

13  about the report, maybe ask some questions about

14  the overall process of the plan.

15                 But then I think before we make all

16  of the decisions on the binning and so forth, the

17  public is going to need to see that play out a

18  little bit.  They're going to need to see you talk

19  about these and debate these issues, and then ask

20  some questions and then offer their opinions on

21  these things.

22                 So we'll try to do that sort of in

23  the middle of that, I think, so that you have a

24  chance to respond to what they're suggesting

25  before we make final decisions.
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 2  segue.  It leads into what I really wanted to

 3  drive home today, and that is phase one was

 4  largely focused on three things.  Just

 5  establishing some goals for the plan, collecting

 6  data and processing the data so that it can be

 7  useful to helping inform decisions, and then

 8  establishing the background.  How are things done

 9  today in Connecticut that could change in the

10  future, maybe?

11                 We've really stayed away from

12  making recommendations to this point, because I

13  think we need to let the process play out.  But

14  only recommendations that we've made in the report

15  have focused on, I think, what we all agree on is

16  a need for more data.  We need to find ways to get

17  more data.  The actual means of doing so can vary,

18  and people have different opinions on that, but

19  that's really the only thing that we've

20  recommended so far in the report.

21                 Phase two will be very different

22  from that, that we are making decisions now and

23  these decisions will lead to recommendations in

24  the report that gets finalized in May and June.

25  And so it's important, and this is why we have a
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 2  debates and to make decisions that people are

 3  comfortable with, because we're not going to have

 4  enough time to come back and revisit those.

 5                 We had the luxury in phase one of

 6  being somewhat iterative in data collection, the

 7  data processing and the discussions on policy

 8  issues.  Phase two doesn't give us that luxury

 9  just because of time.  We need to make decisions,

10  use the information we have and move on.  So just

11  sort of a change in tone from the workshops from

12  here on out.

13                 We will be making decisions, and if

14  we're not ready to make the decisions, that's

15  okay.  We're always going to have a way out of

16  that.  In this coming workshop if we don't feel

17  that we can resolve an issue and then come to

18  consensus on it, we'll put it in the other bin and

19  we'll work on a path forward.  And all of the

20  other workshops will have ways out, but each one

21  needs to result in some firm decisions and

22  commitments on what we'll be putting into the

23  plan.

24                 The last thing I wanted to say

25  today is just share some of my reactions to the
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� 1  comments on the phase one report, and some

 2  concerns that I have, and then some suggestions

 3  for some course corrections that I think can help.

 4  You've asked us as a consultant to do a difficult

 5  job in a year with limited funding to develop a

 6  state plan with a lot of information, a lot of

 7  different input.  And we're making some progress,

 8  and I think that that's in large part due to the

 9  participation from so many people in the

10  committees, the Steering Committee and the

11  planning council.

12                 I'm going to turn the tables a

13  little bit and ask a difficult task of everybody

14  else, and that is that you trust the process.

15  It's difficult.  You haven't been through a

16  planning process like this that's structured and

17  confined in time, to trust that there will be an

18  outcome that is durable and agreeable.  It's

19  difficult.

20                 And I see in a lot of the comments

21  that we get on the report that a lot of people are

22  jumping ahead to conclusions or to recommendations

23  a little bit before their time, before they've

24  been discussed and before they've been brought out

25  for consensus discussions.
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 2  of looking back at what we've done.  And again, in

 3  phase one when we had that luxury, to be able to

 4  look back, make sure we're using the right

 5  information, make sure we're presenting

 6  information clearly, make sure we're getting

 7  enough information out there at the right

 8  resolution to support these decisions that we're

 9  going to make in phase two.

10                 Phase two needs to focus on this,

11  what is now a fairly linear process, taking that

12  information and making some decisions on it and

13  moving forward.  And so we don't have necessarily

14  the luxury to refine, and refine, and refine

15  technical information.  We want to make sure that

16  the technical information that's presented and

17  collected is accurate and not open to

18  misinterpretation.

19                 We'll continue to work, Virginia,

20  with your group on that to make sure that it's

21  presented clearly and concisely, but also at the

22  right level of resolution.  And quite frankly,

23  we're not going to have enough time to address a

24  lot of the technical comments that we received,

25  because they're either beyond our scope or beyond
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 2  resolution necessary to answer the questions that

 3  this plan is addressing, and we can talk a little

 4  bit about that, Virginia, some more in the meeting

 5  on Monday with your group.

 6                 But we need to stay focused on the

 7  big picture and quite frankly, there are comments

 8  and requests that we've received that we don't

 9  have the ability to do even in the state plans

10  that have ten times the funding for technical

11  analysis.  And we've got to be very careful with

12  what we do.

13                 And so I'm really encouraging

14  people to take what we have and make sure that

15  it's clear.  It's not perfect.  It isn't thorough.

16  It's missing pieces, but it is what it is.  We've

17  got make use of what we have available.  We just

18  want to make sure it's clear and able to support

19  the decisions and discussions that will take place

20  in phase two with the understanding, hopefully the

21  common understanding that it will never be

22  perfect.

23                 So I'd like to focus on that, and

24  then I'd also like to focus on not jumping ahead

25  to much.  I think a lot of the comments that we
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 2  making this kind of recommendation?  Or the plan

 3  absolutely needs to recommend the following three

 4  things.  We haven't gotten there yet.

 5                 We've talked about -- a lot about

 6  these things and I think a lot of people have

 7  strong opinions that this is what the plan needs

 8  to get to, but what I'm asking is that you trust

 9  the process.  Through these workshops, through

10  these facilitated discussions and through a lot of

11  the backroom conversations that we have with the

12  committees, those will get addressed.

13                 They will get addressed, but not in

14  this first report.  This first report is really a

15  data dump.  It's what we have.  It's the summary

16  of how things are done right now in Connecticut,

17  and it's a platform for making decisions in phase

18  two.

19                 The other concern I had with the

20  comments in phase one -- and this was sort of

21  universal.  The first thing that we agreed on I

22  think by consensus in the first workshop was that

23  the ultimate goal of the plan would be to balance

24  the use of water, to satisfy all needs.  And I

25  think in that consensus, the inherent recognition
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 2  and worthy of being addressed and satisfied.  Now

 3  the challenge is to try to balance them.

 4                 If that's the case I think we need

 5  to honestly assess and be willing to state that

 6  all uses have some benefits and all uses have some

 7  consequences.  And I think one of the things I'm

 8  seeing in the comments is that, particularly for

 9  ecological uses, that there are times that we

10  talked about the benefits of ecological uses and

11  environmental sustenance, and in stream flows and

12  so forth.  And a lot of times that we talk about

13  the consequences of leaving water in the river.

14  There are limitations to that.

15                 I think we need to be honest about

16  that, that all uses have consequences.  All uses

17  have benefits and the protection of a resource or

18  the utilization of a resource all in our context

19  fits the definition of a use.  The water is being

20  put to use for some benefit, but that benefit

21  comes with some consequences.

22                 And in so doing I think we need to

23  recognize that it's okay to say these things.

24  It's okay in, you know, public documents to say

25  that there are consequences to any use of water,
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� 1  but there are also benefits.  And to maintain the

 2  equivalence at this point without prioritizing any

 3  use or protective activity over any other, to be

 4  honest in acknowledging that.

 5                 I think we're going down a slippery

 6  slope if we start to elevate a particular use over

 7  others by avoiding discussion of its consequences.

 8  So that's just a caution.  I've come across this

 9  before and I've seen it tend to immediately create

10  the perception of bias, that the report is not

11  addressing all uses honestly and fairly and from

12  the starting point of equivalence.

13                 Now as we start to assess the uses

14  and address the goal of balancing these uses,

15  balancing all the water for drinking, for ecology,

16  for public health, for industry, for energy, for

17  agriculture, balancing all of these things then

18  they start to become priorities.  But at this

19  point in the process it's dangerous to create a

20  false perception that there's not an equivalence,

21  that one use is -- any use is more important than

22  others.  There's a danger in that.

23                 And I think we run the risk of

24  having a plan that's not widely accepted by the

25  public and not very durable in the eyes of
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 2  language.  So I think the recommendation I'm

 3  making is that we simply allow ourselves to be

 4  honest.  Any use of water or any protection of

 5  water has both benefits and consequences, and we

 6  need to be able to discuss those in the report in

 7  a fair and balanced way.  So those are just my

 8  observations on the comments in the report.

 9                 The one other thing I'll say is

10  that some of the comments that we've gotten on the

11  appendices, the white papers were based on some

12  versions that were outdated.  So please, as you're

13  reviewing these and continue to read, make sure

14  you're looking at the ones that are included in

15  this, in this document.

16                 I think it was a separate PDF file,

17  Elaine, that you sent that included all of the

18  appendices with outdated white papers.  We have

19  made a lot of substantial revisions to those from

20  some of the earlier versions of that.  So the

21  request is to please make sure you're looking at

22  the most current ones which are in this, in this

23  report.

24                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And just to

25  verify, the white paper four is the public one, so
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 2  opportunity to give input to that, because that

 3  was withheld, as you recall.

 4                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's withheld and

 5  still has not been posted, but it is included in

 6  this document at this point, which has also not

 7  been posted.

 8                 And so the plan, as Elaine

 9  mentioned, is that we are going through all of the

10  comments.  And those comments include comments on

11  white paper four, which is an appendix to this

12  report.  And we'll have those responses back to

13  the committee by next Tuesday if everything goes

14  according to our plan and then you can decide what

15  to do at that point.

16                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  I think Kirk

17  made some really good statements there and I know

18  we're going to get some reactions and comments.

19                 David?

20                 DAVE LaVASSEUR:  Just to clarify a

21  little more.  You said that your second concern

22  was sort of universal.  By that, you mean you saw

23  it cutting across a lot of the comments.

24                 And so was that just an example you

25  used?  Or was that the predominant way in which
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� 1  you saw an imbalance, was that it's expressions of

 2  concern about the ecological features, that that

 3  was primarily the way you saw it, that people who

 4  are expressing concern about the ecological

 5  aspects were not tolerating any discussion of the

 6  other consequences of ecological?

 7                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a good

 8  question.  It was used as an example, but probably

 9  the most prevalent example of that kind of thing

10  in the report.  That one was -- it appeared -- I

11  say universal because it appeared from all

12  different groups, all different people,

13  individuals.

14                 There seemed to be a significant

15  reluctance to talking about the consequences of

16  ecological protection.  And I think we all have

17  the sense that there, there's a good side and bad

18  side to everything.  And I think my recommendation

19  is that at this point in planning we may be

20  creating an artificial sense of prioritization if

21  we don't talk honestly about consequences to

22  anything that we talk about in the plan.  And that

23  was the example I saw as most prevalent.

24                 MARGARET MINER:  A follow-up

25  question?  I don't know that we've been addressing
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 2  sort of surprised at you're saying that the -- in

 3  terms of everything being done and now we have to

 4  work with the data that we have, they've been -- I

 5  see -- I'm trying to sort through some serious

 6  questions raised about the science data, the

 7  hydrology data, the ecological data with some

 8  major questions.

 9                 And so I asked at the last time,

10  the data that you're showing is sort of for

11  screening.  And if -- so it's rough and not

12  necessarily useful for many of the actual basin

13  situations with respect to either supply or

14  groundwater or streamflow.

15                 But I suspect that even we need to

16  get more, better data quickly even to make

17  preliminary decisions, or perhaps the elements

18  that are lacking in the science report should be

19  made very clear.  This report does not include

20  whatever kind of data on groundwater.  This report

21  cannot be used for -- and that might help.  So

22  those are my two comments.

23                 I really haven't seen much on

24  consequences of any type and I'm concerned that

25  we're going into it with different perceptions of


                            49
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 2  screening tool and not really representative or

 3  useful for a particular basin, that's one thing.

 4  If there's an implication that at least the

 5  essential factors are all represented in some way,

 6  that's another.  So we look forward to an

 7  explanation in what -- or clarification of what

 8  the science section covers and does not cover.

 9  Thank you.

10                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a good

11  point, Margaret.  And I think we can probably

12  delineate some guidelines in the report for what

13  the information can and can't be used for.  I

14  wouldn't take the information in the maps that

15  you've seen and go off and develop a basin plan on

16  that information.  It's not detailed enough to do

17  that.

18                 But it is detailed enough to

19  identify what types of policies and management

20  activities could be beneficial for different parts

21  of the state, and that's what it's intended to do

22  at this point.  And in phase two we'll be working

23  with the science committee on, you know, where we

24  need to be going into some more depth and zooming

25  in, developing some desktop case study analyses to
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 2  policies and basically anything that may be

 3  appropriate.

 4                 MARGARET MINER:  So thank you.

 5                 I guess I like the work you did on

 6  the maps.  It's interesting, but I guess I'm not

 7  sure yet and haven't had the chance to study the

 8  different reports from Virginia's committee, from

 9  DEEP.  I'm not sure that the maps and the data in

10  the maps is sufficient ground for policy decisions

11  when we're talking about science.

12                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that's

13  something we'll continue to talk about, Virginia,

14  with your group.  You know, from our perspective

15  this is sort of the standard of practice in

16  statewide planning.  It's an analysis of supply

17  and demand within a basin, but not necessarily a

18  network model of the way all the tributaries and

19  storage basins interact and operate within a

20  basin.

21                 I think one of the recommendations

22  of the plan will be in certain basins that needs

23  to be done, to start with this information as a

24  starting point.  But the intent of the scientific

25  information here is to make the best use of what's
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 2  broad with, frankly, limited funding.

 3                 And so what we typically do in

 4  statewide plans is develop this kind of map that

 5  can show areas of relative stress and serve as a

 6  template for further analysis.

 7                 As an example, two of the things

 8  that we'll do in phase two that are part of our

 9  scope are to take those maps and see how they

10  change when we superimpose the climate change

11  analysis we did in phase one on those maps.  How

12  does that change things?  Does it change it

13  significantly?  Does it vary across the state, or

14  is it fairly insensitive to that?

15                 We'll also do the same thing with

16  conservation.  There's a task in our scope that

17  asks us to look at how those statistics change if

18  we were to achieve certain conservation goals.

19  How does that change?  And we can do that with

20  other types of policies, too.

21                 That's an example of how we can use

22  this information to test policies to see if they

23  can be effective, if they are, you know, if these

24  basins are insensitive to certain policies, or

25  maybe to identify where interconnections might be
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 2  more heavily at groundwater versus surface water.

 3  High-level things like that are the types of

 4  things that we hope to be able to test with some

 5  additional desktop studies in phase two.

 6                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Bob?

 7                 BOB MOORE:  Kirk, I think you're

 8  somewhat dreaming in that, you know, when the

 9  consultant does a process for a committee that

10  everybody is going to trust you.

11                 I haven't been a consultant for

12  five years.  I don't think that ever occurred,

13  when you know there's lots of people on the other

14  side with all different issues, and so that the

15  issues come out.  Every person here represents

16  some issue that is important to them or they are

17  required to manage.

18                 So I mean, in terms of balancing

19  the thing, a lot of discussion in the report, as I

20  read it, didn't attempt to say that there already

21  are priorities established by Connecticut statutes

22  and regulations.  There, there are already

23  unbalances built into the system of water supply

24  class-A standards, low flow regulations.  Those

25  policies and laws exist.
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 2  equal balance until you decide which one of those

 3  policies or priorities are more important than the

 4  other.  And so I'm not sure you can work that from

 5  the bottom.

 6                 What you're trying to do is -- I'm

 7  not sure you can take all the water use in the

 8  state and say it's all equal and let's see how

 9  it's divided, because it's already been divided

10  for centuries by other decisions that have been

11  made and many will not change.  And so I don't

12  know how you work that philosophy of balancing

13  this.

14                 You have to kind of balance the

15  statutes perhaps first, and then balance the water

16  that's left and then say, well, you need to change

17  the statutes because this doesn't work.

18                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And I don't

19  disagree with you, Bob.  I think that not starting

20  from scratch, but trying to recommend policies

21  that improve the balance is really the ultimate

22  goal of the plan.

23                 BOB MOORE:  I would agree with

24  that.

25                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  It's not a pie in
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 2  balance, but identifying ways to improve that.

 3  And I think that starts from a perception that all

 4  uses are created equal, and if we can use that as

 5  a foundation for that kind of thinking I think

 6  we'll make some progress.

 7                 BOB MOORE:  I think the comments

 8  that you got, that I looked at, were really

 9  because they didn't see those protections, or

10  statutes, or regulations built into their

11  particular issue, whether it's water supply or

12  whether it's ecological use, or whatever.  You

13  know, and the hydropower people didn't comment at

14  all.

15                 So you know, all of these things

16  are out there, but I'm not sure that they're

17  represented in the report so that they can see

18  that they have, you know, a flag in the game here.

19                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a good

20  observation.  And that goes back a little bit to

21  the question of trust.  I don't think I asked you

22  to trust us.  I asked you to trust the process.

23  It is two different things.

24                 BOB MOORE:  That wasn't my words.

25                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  No, I know.  I
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 2  all of us here, Elaine and myself included

 3  professionally have responsibilities to advocate

 4  for what we believe in and what our agencies

 5  believe in.  We all have that responsibility and

 6  we bring that responsibility to the workshops, to

 7  these meetings and these discussions, and without

 8  that we're nothing.  We have to have those simple

 9  discussions.

10                 And what I think I meant to say,

11  and maybe could have said more clearly, is that

12  through this process those issues should filter up

13  to discussion, but not before their time.  And

14  that's sort of where the trust in the process

15  comes in and I think a lot of the comments on the

16  report were aimed at, well, let's just jump at

17  this conclusion.  Let's make this recommendation

18  now.

19                 And before it goes through the

20  process of being debated and discussed and

21  prioritized, our feeling was that in some cases

22  it's too early.

23                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  My concern has

24  actually been heightened by this discussion, and

25  let me see whether I can sort of lay that out for
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 2                 So as you went through and did the

 3  basin analysis and set forth both supply and

 4  demand, supply fundamentally is the natural order

 5  that's available in the system.  The demand is

 6  what's actually being taken out of the system to

 7  be used.  What there has been no discussion of is

 8  not a regulatory requirement, but basically sort

 9  of base ecological demand.

10                 And in each of those basins there

11  is a base ecological demand.  We don't have a

12  number for it.  I absolutely agree with that.

13  It's going to be a really hard thing to do, but if

14  someone who is uninformed was coming to the table

15  and looking at those maps, they would think it was

16  as simple as supply and demand.  And where do we

17  end up in a place where we have an intersection

18  where there's excess demand and adequate supply?

19                 Then when the issue of minimum

20  streamflow is talked about in the report, it's

21  talked about as a regulatory requirement.  It is a

22  regulatory requirement that drives part of that

23  balance, but there still is a fundamental balance

24  of part of our water -- and I think this is where

25  the state water plan is driving from.  How we get
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� 1  here is really unclear, but it's for base

 2  ecological flows.  And my concern is the way that

 3  the data is put together in the basin analysis,

 4  that's not at all clear.

 5                 It's not a regulatory requirement.

 6  I'm not saying it needs to be a regulatory

 7  requirement.  I'm saying it is a fact and we need

 8  to figure out how to share that with the public

 9  and how to communicate that.

10                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think that's a

11  very good point, and I did pick up on that, that

12  comment numerous times as I went through them

13  individually.  I think that one of the things that

14  the plan can do is focus on that particular

15  question.

16                 And how can we achieve this

17  balance, not just by the numbers, but by why what

18  we know is needed and right to do.  Can we agree

19  on that?  Or do we need to develop a new process

20  to blend the regulatory requirements in with

21  additional scientific requirements to address

22  ecological flows in a way that we can't do

23  numerically yet?

24                 So I agree with you that it's a

25  major issue that needs attention from the plan.
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 2  we need to just explain very clearly that the

 3  numbers that are presented don't necessarily

 4  include all of the scientific need for flow, for

 5  data, whatever it may be and make sure people

 6  understand we don't have the numbers for it.  Good

 7  point.

 8                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Or potentially

 9  agree with the science and technical committee on

10  some small portion that you can set aside for

11  that.  And at least represent it graphically,

12  because one of the most powerful things in sort of

13  the phase one is the data, yet when you're looking

14  at the basin assessments that data is

15  fundamentally missing unless it is a regulatory

16  release.

17                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  That came

18  through loud and clear in the comments from the

19  science and technical group.  The large portion of

20  the agenda of our meeting on Monday is going to be

21  talking about the ecological flows, and how can we

22  come up with perhaps an estimate to be able to put

23  in that bar so that it is visually included?

24                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  That's exactly

25  what it needs to be.  Right.
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 2  that's going to be the primary focus for our

 3  meeting next Monday.

 4                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Anything

 5  further for -- yes, Bart?

 6                 BART HALLORAN:  Yeah, Bart

 7  Halloran.

 8                 I just want to be clear for this

 9  meeting on the 12th.  It's to discuss the issues

10  raised in the policy papers three and four, and

11  are those policy papers available to the public at

12  this point?

13                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Number three is.

14  Number four is still not, no.

15                 BART HALLORAN:  Okay.  But aren't

16  we seeking public input on these positions?  Or

17  how are they going to input if they don't have

18  access to the paper?

19                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That is a good

20  question.  There will be discussion on these, so

21  the discussion on the issues will be public during

22  that workshop, but I agree that they may not have

23  the full background.

24                 Our goal is to get the papers to

25  the Planning Council by Tuesday, and I know that
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� 1  you had established a protocol for 24-hour

 2  turnaround time.  If that works, people can have

 3  that coming in, maybe not in an ideal amount of

 4  time to review it and prepare.  So that that could

 5  be a limitation, I agree.

 6                 BART HALLORAN:  Okay.  To the

 7  extent that it is doable, I would request that we

 8  make those policy papers available to the public

 9  before the hearing.

10                 Secondly, the policy committee

11  recommendations.  You stated you looked at it and

12  there already had been a lot of work done on what

13  would be consensus, what would be a path forward

14  and what would be left for the future.

15                 Are those recommendations available

16  to the public?

17                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I don't think those

18  are public, unless the minutes of all of your

19  meetings are public, which they probably are.

20                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  I mean, they're

21  certainly public documents.  I do not think

22  they're available on the website.

23                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Say that again,

24  Betsey?

25                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  They are public
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� 1  documents so they are -- but I don't think they're

 2  readily available.

 3                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And probably not

 4  organized in a way that would make that

 5  information imminently clear.

 6                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  It would be, I

 7  mean, if we got all of the final summaries it

 8  would be really easy to make that available.

 9                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  But the challenges

10  and certainly the water management options are

11  publicly available through the slides that were

12  used for the earlier workshop.  There's those

13  lists.

14                 DAVE LaVASSEUR:  It would just seem

15  to me it would inform the discussion if we were

16  able to share what is already the work done by the

17  policy committee prior to the 12th in some sort of

18  summary fashion, so that we have it and the public

19  has it and then we can comment on that.  It would

20  just make the meeting on the 12th more productive,

21  I would think.

22                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, don't we make

23  the meeting minutes public?

24                 BOB MOORE:  The meeting minutes are

25  on the website, but I don't know if these were
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 2  out.  The item I'm talking about is the model

 3  table comments where we put all of the history of

 4  our model of our policy recommendations in a

 5  single page.

 6                 We have that electronically.  I

 7  can, you know, Corrine I think had sent that out.

 8  Right?  We can make that available online.  I

 9  don't know if it's on the website.

10                 So you know, we can put both the

11  two papers, the conflicts and challenges and the

12  model table of contents in relation to policy

13  recommendations online, and as those are the

14  documents that we have that we've already reached

15  consensus on.

16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And Bob, what I

17  like about the first one there is that you cite

18  the meeting date in which each one was discussed.

19  So if anybody wants to look back and get more

20  information --

21                 BOB MOORE:  Yeah, they can look at

22  the minutes on the discussion.

23                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  -- it's in the

24  final minutes for that.

25                 DAVE LaVASSEUR:  I would just
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 2  these documents and where you can look at them.

 3  Thank you.

 4                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And as a

 5  followup to that I would request that somebody --

 6  and I'm looking at Nick because I think it's going

 7  to fall on you -- be tasked to making sure that

 8  all the available information is readily

 9  accessible on the website, and that includes the

10  transcripts of the various meetings we've had as

11  well as the documents that have been shared.

12  Because right now if they're on the website, I

13  don't know if they're easily findable.

14                 NICK NEELEY:  Yes, they're on there

15  now.  For the Water Planning Council and the

16  Steering Committee meetings there are.

17                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  So things like

18  the policy recommendations and the science and --

19                 TYRA PELUSO:  I don't know if it

20  was recommendations.  I only received the meeting

21  minutes.

22                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  So we'll make

23  sure that the additional recommendations from the

24  policy committee are on the website.  We'll get

25  those up there and I think that we need to have,
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 2  people will be referenced where to find them.

 3                 BOB MOORE:  Betsey, couldn't we

 4  send that to Tyra?

 5                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Absolutely.

 6                 DAVE LaVASSEUR:  And I think you

 7  guys should send them to me so I can get them to

 8  Eric.

 9                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, since he's

10  going to be sending out all the notices.  Okay.

11                 Anything else for our -- yes,

12  Margaret?

13                 MARGARET MINER:  Do I understand

14  that we're not supposed to share the hard copy of

15  white paper four with our network and our

16  colleagues at this point?

17                 THE CHAIRMAN:  At this point,

18  that's correct.

19                 MARGARET MINER:  I just find that

20  so difficult to accept.  If I were sitting out

21  there and someone else was sitting here I would be

22  steaming.  How come you all can see it?

23                 You know, 50 people can see it, but

24  a member of the public, maybe not someone who's

25  here, but let's say someone prominent in the
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� 1  watershed association, or prominent in an

 2  environmental justice group -- I'm thinking of our

 3  board -- can't see it.  It's not to be

 4  distributed.  I don't understand that.

 5  Information wants to be free.  Remember the 1950s

 6  and 60s.

 7                 THE CHAIRMAN:  It will be.  Let's

 8  put it this way.  It will be available for

 9  discussion by the 12th.  I mean, what happens is

10  that the process -- Margaret, you come to all

11  these meetings -- is that we have documents that

12  are written.  They're screened by the members of

13  the Council.  There was the particular member of

14  the Council that had a problem with this number

15  four.  And the comments have been submitted and

16  it's being revised.

17                 Am I getting all this right?

18                 LORI MATHIEU:  Are you talking

19  about me?

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, I'm talking

21  about you.  So -- and full disclosure here, so --

22  and it's being revised and it's going to be

23  distributed.

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  You've thrown me

25  right under the bus.
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� 1                 Yes, he's correct.  I'm the one

 2  that had the problems with it.  I look for certain

 3  revisions.  I have taken my time, unfortunately,

 4  to get the comments and I have delayed my

 5  comments, but I have now given my comments to CDM

 6  Smith before Christmas.

 7                 So until I see a rewrite of paper

 8  number four I am not going to be okay with

 9  releasing it to the public.

10                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  And I trust it

11  will come back to the full Water Planning Council

12  with the rewrites?

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Correct.

14                 MARGARET MINER:  My point is that I

15  think it already has been released to the public.

16  It's been released here.  It's been released -- if

17  it's in here it's been released.

18                 I just don't see -- I just think

19  it's extremely awkward and the kind of thing that

20  really doesn't help a discussion and

21  understanding.  Nothing more annoying to sit in a

22  room, and as I used to see when the selectmen in

23  Roxbury, they're going through the budget and they

24  won't show it to you.  You know, it's really

25  aggravating.
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 2  situation where we're sitting on something.  I can

 3  understand if you want something changed.  I'm

 4  always fighting to get things changed, but to

 5  withhold it really makes me uncomfortable.  I'll

 6  just leave it there.

 7                 Since it's a public document and

 8  anyone asks me for it --

 9                 THE CHAIRMAN:  It's not going to be

10  withheld.  It's going to be available for you to

11  see in the very near future.

12                 MARGARET MINER:  But you don't want

13  me to put it online this afternoon.

14                 THE CHAIRMAN:  No, because it would

15  not be an appropriate document to put online this

16  afternoon, because it hasn't been fine-tuned by

17  this Council.  That's what we do.

18                 You know, it's like I'm on lots of

19  different boards, and before we distribute things

20  to the public we want to make sure we're

21  comfortable with it and that's exactly what's

22  happening with this.

23                 MARGARET MINER:  I do believe it

24  already is a public document, but we'll leave it

25  there and discuss it later.  We'll put it online
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 2                 THE CHAIRMAN:  No --

 3                 MARGARET MINER:  I'll hold back,

 4  but I think it's a very, very awkward position you

 5  put us in.

 6                 THE CHAIRMAN:  So noted.

 7                 Anything else from our good

 8  consultant friends this afternoon before we move

 9  onto committee reports?  Any other questions or

10  comments?

11                 (No response.)

12                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Thank you

13  very much.  We're going to move onto subcommittee

14  reports.

15                 BOB MOORE:  The policy committee

16  met several times since we had the last Steering

17  Committee, I think.  A couple of things that we've

18  done, we've prepared a paper of all the policies

19  that we just talked about that put the data and

20  the time in the draft proposed policy that we

21  reached consensus on.

22                 And we also had indicated policies

23  in there that we are recommending but have not

24  agreed to, things like interconnections and a few

25  other things where we have had a great deal of
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� 1  discussion, but not a comment.  But those are all

 2  indicated in that paper which will soon be online.

 3                 And the second thing we did is

 4  prepare the list of challenges and conflicts

 5  extended up to these in 42 different policy -- 42

 6  issues that we discussed and there's some

 7  annotation of each of these at several meetings

 8  related to what those challenges and conflicts are

 9  for the report.

10                 And again, some of those have been

11  resolved.  Some of them are just issues that we

12  need to deal with in this report, or we felt we

13  should deal with in the report.  And that's

14  available now also online.  So that those are kind

15  of the two biggest things that we did.

16                 We did put a summary of all the

17  dates and topics that we discussed, also was

18  prepared as a separate list.  And that's also out

19  there.  We did -- and those are kind of the

20  outputs that we've had that are physical and

21  documents that we've talked about, handed out.

22                 A lot of those issues are in the

23  conflicts and challenges -- I think are being

24  addressed in the report.  But they, you know,

25  they're a very wide group of issues that need to
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� 1  be looked at.

 2                 Betsey did talk about, at one of

 3  our meetings, on the reorganization of the DEP and

 4  the changes in the staff structure that is going

 5  to deal with the water planning in the future.

 6  We've had a lot more discussions on the diversion.

 7                 We had a paper from Water Works

 8  Association on the ways to handle some of the

 9  diversion issues in the future.  We had their

10  reports from the WWA on a list of how things could

11  be addressed, including interbasin transfers and

12  discussion of the interbasin transfers between

13  drinking water, between storm water and

14  wastewater, and how they're being handled.

15                 We also discussed the need for

16  priority for allocation.  We indicated that it had

17  basically been on a first-come first-serve basis,

18  but as this report comes out, the priorities, we

19  didn't resolve that issue.  We just talked about

20  it in some detail on the allocation.

21                 On the diversion discussion we held

22  a variety of discussions on that over the last

23  couple of months.  And really we're focusing on,

24  you know, the registration part and how to undo

25  the registrations that are now defunct, how to get
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� 1  rid of them, and how to, you know, get a better

 2  handle on what's the action being used and not

 3  being used in treated diversions and the

 4  registrations.

 5                 We talked about the need for

 6  transparency in these documents and handling it,

 7  and how we're going to make sure that the public

 8  knows what we're working on.  We did talk a lot

 9  about --

10                 THE CHAIRMAN:  What did you say

11  again, so Margaret could hear that, please?

12                 BOB MOORE:  Yeah.  Well, Margaret

13  was there.

14                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.

15                 MARGARET MINER:  I did hear that

16  word, "transparency."

17                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.

18                 BOB MOORE:  The issue came up by

19  Lori, though.

20                 LORI MATHIEU:  What?

21                 BOB MOORE:  Transparency, Lori was

22  the advocate of the transparency.  Just so you

23  know we're all working on the same page.

24                 LORI MATHIEU:  Trying to.  Right?

25                 BOB MOORE:  We had a great deal of
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� 1  discussion on conservation issues.  And at the

 2  last meeting we talked about that in detail and we

 3  had a very big discussion on the link of water use

 4  during the drought.

 5                 And in particular we spent a lot of

 6  time on lawn watering and the need, referring to

 7  Aquarion's report on that change in consumption

 8  based on the ban of lawn watering in that time

 9  period and, you know, we gave a lot of information

10  on what was available.

11                 We have a number of upcoming issues

12  that are on our plate, some that are particularly

13  important to me, asset management and funding,

14  unaccounted for water and data collection and

15  management, and the use of real-time data in that,

16  how we get there in the report.  Those were of

17  particular concern for me to bring up in the

18  future.

19                 And then we had some discussion

20  from CDM Smith and Kirk about how we're going to

21  deal with these issues, the coordination of the

22  WUCC, coordination of dealing with home rule,

23  coordination with other state plans, data gaps,

24  fine tuning of the water, of energy and food, and

25  water nexus, although we've had a fairly
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� 1  comprehensive report on agriculture, class-B water

 2  protections and uses -- and I can't read my last

 3  item.

 4                 But anyway, so the issues are

 5  issues that are up for discussion.  The future, it

 6  sounds like they're going to be addressed in some

 7  of the workshops.  I had a particular issue with

 8  the home rule.  An issue that has come up a lot in

 9  Kirk's discussions is that, although home rule has

10  a great role in development in siting of certain

11  issues, it didn't seem to have a significant role

12  in water delivery and water supply.  Those issues

13  came up years and years ago, and they seem to

14  overlap home rule in many cases.  The same with

15  wastewater.

16                 Authority was given, you know, to

17  allow the DEP to make the best use of wastewater

18  based on water quality.  And then, so those two

19  large water uses -- the home rule, I'm not sure

20  that it plays a significant role as in the report

21  kind of indicates in terms of large water uses.

22                 It may have an impact on

23  development and septic systems and wells and

24  stuff, but it really hasn't had the long-term

25  impact.  I think the implication was that
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 2  of an issue for us, but I didn't get that.

 3                 So those were the issues and that's

 4  where we're going to go in the future.

 5                 THE CHAIRMAN:  I think we have a

 6  question.

 7                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Bob, just a

 8  comment on the home rule related to water.  Where

 9  I have seen that it does come up as we were

10  developing the drought plan and looking at the

11  necessity of having an adoption of an ordinance so

12  that local enforcement could happen.

13                 That is at a very local basis, town

14  by town and it really needs to be, based on the

15  experience in the Pomperaug, really it needs to be

16  more of a regional approach.

17                 BOB MOORE:  But with large water

18  utilities they're imposing the action levels on

19  their customers which goes --

20                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And yet they

21  have no enforcement mechanisms.

22                 BOB MOORE:  They could shut off

23  water.  I mean, I think that that was my issue, is

24  that I didn't see that the home rule made a great

25  deal in the planning issue, and that was just a
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� 1  copout.  So -- and some of these other issues, the

 2  conservation issue and the data management are

 3  going to be critical for the future of the plan.

 4                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Any questions

 5  for Bob?

 6                 (No response.)

 7                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much

 8  to you and your committee.

 9                 Virginia?

10                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  In the science

11  and technical group, as Kirk mentioned we've had a

12  lot of interaction with the development of the

13  phase one report.

14                 We've got a great group with a lot

15  of different perspectives, and the discussions

16  range from the practical, to the philosophical, to

17  the picky.  And I think one of our challenges is

18  going to be, as Kirk was mentioning going into

19  phase two, of really focusing those energies and

20  things that will affect the plan and the decisions

21  that need to be made.

22                 So ringing in scientists can

23  sometimes be a little bit difficult, because we

24  all want to understand -- well, I'll speak for

25  myself.  I want to understand everything before
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� 1  I'm comfortable doing anything.  So that, that's

 2  one of the challenges, but I trust that we'll just

 3  continue to work with the team.  And they bounce

 4  ideas off of us and we've alerted them the

 5  concerns that we have.  And I think it's been a

 6  very beneficial working relationship.

 7                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you for your

 8  brief report.

 9                 Any other business -- I'm going to

10  open up the public comment in a second, if there's

11  any public comment.  Is there any public comment?

12                 (No response.)

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Is there any

14  other business, because we're going to close this

15  meeting.  We're going to open the meeting of the

16  Water Planning Council.

17                 SUSAN SAYRE:  Just one quick note.

18  This is Susan Sayre calling in from Smith College.

19  And I was a couple minutes late signing on, and so

20  I don't know if you did ask who was on online --

21  or was on the phone at the beginning.  I just

22  wanted to let you know that I've been listening.

23                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

24  Okay.

25                 BOB MOORE:  I just have one more


                            77
� 1  comment.

 2                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, I'm going to

 3  open it up to anybody on the Steering Committee --

 4  has any comments about anything before we adjourn.

 5  We're going to do that actually, and we'll start

 6  with you, Mr. Moore.

 7                 BOB MOORE:  I just wanted to say I

 8  thought that the report was well written and well

 9  prepared.  The issue is that it was very long, but

10  I thought that it did cover the technical issues

11  that we have discussed, and handled them quite

12  well.  I have the issues with some of the stuff,

13  but on their hand I thought it was well done.

14                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Hear, hear.

15                 THE CHAIRMAN:  And I would agree

16  with that.  I mean, it's a -- but this is not the

17  final document.  You know, this is the foundation.

18  We're making progress here.  We've never made it

19  this far in terms of water planning in the state.

20  So that's a good thing.  And I think we have a

21  schedule and very ambitious schedules for the next

22  six months so we can adhere to our statutory

23  framework, but we've got a lot of work to do.

24                 And thank you very much to the

25  committees and the councilmembers, and the
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� 1  Steering committee for getting us as far as we

 2  have gotten.  We'll get the information out to

 3  people prior to next Thursday in terms of what the

 4  agenda will be.

 5                 David and staff will do some public

 6  relations and Nick will follow up with some

 7  website information, and also with contacting the

 8  Legislature, and people that are -- Bob with our

 9  water planning, particularly.

10                 And with that, is there anything

11  else, Virginia?

12                 (No response.)

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  I will entertain a

14  motion to adjourn.

15                 BOB MOORE:  So moved.

16                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Second.

17                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and

18  seconded that the Water Planning Council Steering

19  Committee be adjourned.  All those in favor?

20                 THE COMMITTEE:  Aye.

21                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, all very

22  much.

23                 (Whereupon, the above proceedings

24  were concluded at 2:25 p.m.)

25
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 1                  THE CHAIRMAN:  All right.  Good
  


 2   afternoon.  Happy new year, everyone.  Welcome to
  


 3   the first Steering Committee meeting of 2017.
  


 4                  I'd like to welcome Betsey
  


 5   Wingfield, who will be the new member of the
  


 6   Planning Council and the Steering Committee,
  


 7   taking the place of Michael Sullivan, Deputy
  


 8   Commissioner, who has told us that he's going to
  


 9   be retiring at the end of March.
  


10                  But we're still going to see him
  


11   between now and the time he retires --
  


12                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Correct.
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  -- according to him.
  


14   So we wish him the very best, and thank him for
  


15   his service to the State of Connecticut, and to
  


16   the Steering Committee, and to the Water Council.
  


17                  And we are going to start off today
  


18   with a report -- unless there's anything else to
  


19   come before us -- the update.  The phase one
  


20   interim report has been distributed and we're
  


21   going to get a little overview this afternoon from
  


22   CDM Smith about where we're at and where we're
  


23   going.
  


24                  Before I go any further, who is on
  


25   the phone, please?
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 1                  LARRY BINGAMAN:  Hi.  This is Larry
  


 2   Bingaman from the Regional Water Authority.
  


 3                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Larry, happy new
  


 4   year to you.
  


 5                  LARRY BINGAMAN:  Happy new year.
  


 6                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Maureen
  


 7   Westbrook from Connecticut Water.
  


 8                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Happy new year to
  


 9   you, Maureen.  Anyone else?
  


10                  BETH BARTON:  Beth Barton.
  


11                  GENE LIKENS:  Gene Likens.
  


12                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Did I hear Beth
  


13   Barton?
  


14                  BETH BARTON:  Yes, I'm here.
  


15                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Happy new year.
  


16                  BETH BARTON:  Happy new year to you
  


17   too.
  


18                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Anyone else?
  


19                  (No response.)
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  If I hear
  


21   beeps we'll identify those on the phone.
  


22                  Okay.  Kirk, it's all yours.
  


23                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Good afternoon,
  


24   everyone.  It's Elaine Sistare, CDM Smith.  And
  


25   I'm going over a few slides about the phase one
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 1   interim report.  We've been busy on that for the
  


 2   last few weeks and already received a number of
  


 3   review comments.
  


 4                  As we went over last month, and now
  


 5   you've seen for yourself the phase one interim
  


 6   report includes a number of sections, an executive
  


 7   summary, an introduction, current condition
  


 8   assessment; section three, preparing for change,
  


 9   future conditions and opportunity; section four,
  


10   stakeholder participation and outreach; section
  


11   five, plan recommendations.  And while this is a
  


12   somewhat completed, most of the plan
  


13   recommendations are really part of phase two.
  


14                  Section six, implementation of the
  


15   state water plan, and that is almost exclusively
  


16   phase two.  So a good reminder that this report is
  


17   the interim phase one report, but will be
  


18   continued and updated -- during phase two, become
  


19   the actual stage one plan report.
  


20                  Number of appendices --
  


21                  THE CHAIRMAN:  We can ask.  As we
  


22   go along, please feel free to interrupt and ask
  


23   questions, for the people on the Steering
  


24   Committee or on the phone, please.
  


25                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Thank you.
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 1                  So the number of appendices, the
  


 2   fact sheet, the other state plan group report, the
  


 3   data quality plan, the water system supply
  


 4   information tables.
  


 5                  Basin summary sheets, these are
  


 6   those series of maps of the basins throughout the
  


 7   state; our memo on climate change and the
  


 8   technical component behind that.  And then our
  


 9   white papers from our task 1-B, which includes the
  


10   executive summary in white papers 1-B1 through
  


11   1-B4.  So you see --
  


12                  LARRY BINGAMAN:  Elaine, this is
  


13   Larry.
  


14                  Since this is an interim draft, are
  


15   you still open to receiving any further comments
  


16   on this, or is that closed?
  


17                  ELAINE SISTARE:  It's a good
  


18   question, Larry.  Overall it is an interim draft
  


19   and what we were -- we requested and aimed for
  


20   review of this version was for inaccuracies, and
  


21   keeping the goal in mind that we were trying to
  


22   develop a platform that we can use for phase two,
  


23   but ultimately the comment period has ended.
  


24                  We have received a number of
  


25   comments.  We're trying to move onto a revised
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 1   plan that we can submit in January.  However, if
  


 2   there are any inaccuracies we certainly would like
  


 3   to hear about them and if there are any sections
  


 4   that we can -- that it remains in draft form
  


 5   through the spring of 2017.
  


 6                  So whether comments come, you know,
  


 7   immediately, if they are, you know, something that
  


 8   we need to address, then we certainly will, but
  


 9   any sort of minor comments I think we would
  


10   appreciate waiting until the next review cycle.
  


11                  LARRY BINGAMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.
  


12                  ELAINE SISTARE:  You're welcome.
  


13                  So the slide I have up now is the
  


14   phase one report review steps and this is the same
  


15   slide we went over last month.  So the draft phase
  


16   one report delivered to the Water Planning Council
  


17   in mid December, and then it was forwarded to the
  


18   committees a few days following that.
  


19                  We supplied a similar Excel-based
  


20   comment sheet, so that we did receive comments in
  


21   that Excel sheet from the various committees, some
  


22   in individual organizations.  And we're responding
  


23   to those comments.  So when we -- we're looking at
  


24   a schedule to have a revised draft interim phase
  


25   one report next Tuesday, which is what?
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 1   January 10th.
  


 2                  And along with that we will have,
  


 3   similar to what you saw with task 1-B, an Excel
  


 4   sheet that shows the consolidated comments
  


 5   received along with our response to those
  


 6   comments.  And we expect that revised version with
  


 7   those comments and responses will go to the Water
  


 8   Planning Council, and then as long as there are
  


 9   no, you know, no objections then that revised
  


10   version will then be made available to the public.
  


11                  And that schedule as shown on this
  


12   table would be available for public access.  We
  


13   want -- our goal, and I think as long as these
  


14   steps go forward, we have our public meeting
  


15   January 26, our first phase two public meeting.
  


16   And we want to have the draft phase one report
  


17   available for public review prior to that
  


18   January 26th meeting.
  


19                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Bob Moore, do you
  


20   have a question?
  


21                  BOB MOORE:  Yeah, we have a meeting
  


22   or workshop on the 12th.  Are we going to discuss
  


23   the plan at that time, the interim plan?
  


24                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Kirk is going to
  


25   go over the workshop and what components are going
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 1   to be included in that, but overall it's not, you
  


 2   know, we're not using that workshop as a review of
  


 3   the report.  We're focusing really on trying to
  


 4   make recommendations on how we're going to move
  


 5   some of the challenges and different options
  


 6   forward in phase two.  So it's not, you know, it's
  


 7   not a review workshop by any means.
  


 8                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Are you okay with
  


 9   that, Bob?  I can see your mind working.
  


10                  BOB MOORE:  I think there's a bunch
  


11   of issues that the report brings out that are not
  


12   going to be addressed by edits.  They're going to
  


13   be addressed by policy questions or discussion on
  


14   that.
  


15                  You know, in particular the issues
  


16   on some of the, you know, the basin analysis.  And
  


17   you know, when you look at the Farmington basin,
  


18   for example, it doesn't reflect that some of the
  


19   water is in the Hockanum basin as delivered from
  


20   East Hartford and Glastonbury and Portland.
  


21                  And so when you look at some of
  


22   those numbers you don't get a real sense of what's
  


23   actually happening in that basin.  And I'm sure
  


24   it's true of other basins where you have larger
  


25   water companies dealing with moving water from one
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 1   place to another.  So I was just trying to think
  


 2   of, how are you going to handle that issue, and
  


 3   issues like that which I think are going to be
  


 4   complex for the phase two portion to deal with?
  


 5   So I just want to try to figure out, how do you
  


 6   deal with that and those kind of questions of the
  


 7   workshop?
  


 8                  ELAINE SISTARE:  I think --
  


 9                  LARRY BINGAMAN:  Bob?
  


10                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Go ahead.
  


11                  LARRY BINGAMAN:  I was just going
  


12   to add on to Bob's point there's also some policy
  


13   recommendations from the beginning -- at the very
  


14   end, I mean, that I don't believe have been
  


15   reviewed by the policy subcommittee.  So I would
  


16   hope that there would be an opportunity to do that
  


17   before this is finalized.
  


18                  THE REPORTER:  And that was Larry
  


19   Bingaman?
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes.
  


21                  LARRY BINGAMAN:  Yes.
  


22                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Please, people on
  


23   the phone identify yourself before you speak
  


24   today, please.
  


25                  ELAINE SISTARE:  And, you know, I
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 1   guess I can have two comments back.  One, Larry,
  


 2   you know, "finalized" is probably too strong a
  


 3   word, you know, to consider any components for,
  


 4   like I said, at least the next few months.  But I
  


 5   think we also want to recognize that we don't want
  


 6   to continually go back and refine, refine, refine.
  


 7   So again, we want to make sure that any
  


 8   inaccuracies or, you know, if we have the wrong
  


 9   general themes then we do want to try to identify
  


10   and correct those.
  


11                  But -- and Bob, as far as some of
  


12   those maps I think those issues, as an example,
  


13   we're working with the science and technical group
  


14   on trying to, you know, identify and make sure
  


15   that we do have the most accurate representation.
  


16                  BOB MOORE:  It just seemed like the
  


17   workshop would be for four hours.  Might it be a
  


18   good time for us to talk about some of these
  


19   things?
  


20                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Uh-huh.
  


21                  LORI MATHIEU:  Do you think you can
  


22   address all the comments that you received
  


23   adequately just by yourselves addressing them
  


24   without any discussion?
  


25                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  No, there will
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 1   always be discussion.  I'll think I'll get into a
  


 2   lot of the comments and my observations on the
  


 3   comments in a few minutes, but there will always
  


 4   be discussion.
  


 5                  And I think our goal, as Elaine
  


 6   said, is to get our responses back to you next
  


 7   week Tuesday so that you have a chance to look at
  


 8   that and decide what you want to do with them, and
  


 9   what issues still require some discussion.  And
  


10   then we can discuss how best to do that.
  


11                  I guess my thinking is that if
  


12   you've only had a day to review all of our
  


13   responses, and there are hundreds of comments, it
  


14   may not be enough time to have a meaningful
  


15   discussion in the workshop.  And I do want to
  


16   focus a little bit on the workshop in a minute,
  


17   and sort of the change in tone in the next four
  


18   workshops, as opposed to the first two in that we
  


19   do need to start making some decisions.
  


20                  So my recommendation is that if we
  


21   have some time left in workshop number three next
  


22   week to talk about specific questions that you
  


23   have in the report that aren't addressed in our
  


24   responses, we can try to reserve some time for
  


25   that.  But that my feeling is that those questions
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 1   and the discussions will best play themselves out
  


 2   through the course of the workshops and our work
  


 3   with the individual committees through this phase
  


 4   of work in that one discussion is probably not
  


 5   sufficient.
  


 6                  But that said, I think it's a valid
  


 7   point, and we try to reserve some time for some
  


 8   specific large picture questions that you might
  


 9   have that aren't addressed satisfactorily in the
  


10   way we've responded to questions.
  


11                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Thanks.  This
  


12   is Maureen Westbrook.
  


13                  And I would say I kind of had the
  


14   same question, because even as I look back, you
  


15   know, the first round of comments that we got, you
  


16   know, it was very clear some were accepted.  Some
  


17   were deemed inappropriate or declined, whatever.
  


18   But then there were several that said, for further
  


19   discussion.
  


20                  And so I feel like there's kind of
  


21   even a bucket from then that may have been
  


22   addressed in the subsequent draft or not, but so
  


23   whether it's through that larger group, or whether
  


24   we just kind of set aside an hour at some point on
  


25   one of the committee meetings or the Steering
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 1   Committee or something to just kind of walk
  


 2   through those and see where we are on that, and
  


 3   which ones need further, broader perspective, or
  


 4   which ones could be dealt with pretty easily.
  


 5                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yeah.  I appreciate
  


 6   that, Maureen.  And I've had some discussions with
  


 7   others about that, too.  And then to a large
  


 8   extent a lot of those issues are being dealt with
  


 9   through the committees and the meetings that we're
  


10   having, but at some point -- and through this
  


11   report in the revisions that we've made to the
  


12   white papers as part of this report process and so
  


13   forth, and that that will continue.
  


14                  But if there are issues that people
  


15   feel have not been addressed and need to be
  


16   addressed, and won't be addressed through the
  


17   course of these workshops and continued
  


18   meetings -- and we can certainly set aside some
  


19   time at some point to do that.
  


20                  LORI MATHIEU:  So should we hold a
  


21   policy committee meeting in January after we see
  


22   the comments on the policy and stuff to address
  


23   that?
  


24                  BOB MOORE:  Why don't we on the
  


25   12th work out a date for another meeting?  So on
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 1   the 12th we work out a date for another meeting in
  


 2   between, because there are a number of issues that
  


 3   I think are left open in the report.
  


 4                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  There will be
  


 5   opportunity for some followup from the workshop,
  


 6   too, if we have a policy meeting this month, I
  


 7   think, in direct response to what we're going to
  


 8   be talking about in the workshop.  So I'd
  


 9   recommend that we try to convene that group this
  


10   month.
  


11                  BOB MOORE:  It usually seemed like
  


12   there was -- four meetings was plenty, but it
  


13   seems like we better have a short policy meeting
  


14   in between.
  


15                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  I would support
  


16   that.
  


17                  LORI MATHIEU:  Do we have an idea
  


18   of the dates overlooking that?
  


19                  BOB MOORE:  We had the 19th as one
  


20   date, but I don't --
  


21                  LORI MATHIEU:  That makes sense
  


22   whether they are receiving comments back --
  


23                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So neither the
  


24   19th or the 26th would work for a variety of
  


25   reasons, Bob.
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 1                  BOB MOORE:  Right.
  


 2                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Which is why we
  


 3   pulled those off the table.
  


 4                  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, could we come
  


 5   up with another date?
  


 6                  BOB MOORE:  Well, I think the 19th
  


 7   worked.  Right?
  


 8                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Kirk, were you
  


 9   proposing that the policy meeting be after the
  


10   workshop?
  


11                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Not immediately,
  


12   but --
  


13                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Okay.  Oh,
  


14   that's the public meeting, is the 26th.  Excuse
  


15   me.
  


16                  ELAINE SISTARE:  And I guess just
  


17   to be clear, it wouldn't necessarily hold up
  


18   making the phase one report available to the
  


19   public.  It's just to continue discussion on some
  


20   of those items.
  


21                  All right.  To step through --
  


22                  LORI MATHIEU:  Hold on.  Hold on.
  


23                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Go ahead.
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  Because we forgot
  


25   about things.  I'd like to settle on a date, so --
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 1   because my calendar, everyone's calendar is
  


 2   filling up.
  


 3                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So the policy
  


 4   subcommittee is much broader than the Steering
  


 5   Committee, I would likely benefit if the Chair
  


 6   agrees of reaching out to the policy subcommittee
  


 7   and looking for some other dates.
  


 8                  I know that the 19th didn't work
  


 9   for a variety of reasons and those last two weeks
  


10   were really hard, but we can look at some dates,
  


11   but I defer to the Chair on that.
  


12                  BOB MOORE:  Well, why don't we send
  


13   out something.  Maybe Betsey can send out
  


14   something tomorrow and we can get some dates, but
  


15   the 23rd, '4th and '5th work for me as well as the
  


16   19th and the 20th, unless you want to watch the
  


17   inauguration.
  


18                  LORI MATHIEU:  No.  The 20th seems
  


19   appropriate.  So we'll send out dates then.
  


20                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  I would send out an
  


21   unattractive suggestion that the workshop will be
  


22   in the morning of the 12th.  And if the afternoon
  


23   is free and everybody has some energy remaining
  


24   and wants to just continue, that would be an
  


25   option, too.  Not a great one, but it's an option.
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 1                  BOB MOORE:  Isn't that workshop at
  


 2   UConn?
  


 3                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  It is in the
  


 4   morning, which is why that was the original date
  


 5   for the policy subcommittee.  It was in the
  


 6   afternoon at one in Hartford.  And the group's
  


 7   decision was to change that.
  


 8                  BOB MOORE:  I'm willing to work on
  


 9   the 12th if we had space up at UConn.  So we'd
  


10   have to go somewhere else.  So if you can arrange
  


11   for us to stay for another hour or so?
  


12                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Just a classroom
  


13   somewhere is all we need.
  


14                  BOB MOORE:  We are in the ballroom,
  


15   I think.  Right?
  


16                  ELAINE SISTARE:  We are.  It's
  


17   the -- yeah, the Rome Ballroom by the -- what's
  


18   the hotel?
  


19                  LORI MATHIEU:  It's the Nathan
  


20   Hale.
  


21                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Nathan Hale Hotel.
  


22   You know, it shares a parking lot with that.  We
  


23   do have that ballroom, until one just as a --
  


24   because it usually takes us a little bit of the
  


25   afternoon to clear the room.







20


 1                  BOB MOORE:  Well, if you can find
  


 2   space there until two o'clock, maybe they can --
  


 3                  ELAINE SISTARE:  I'll request that.
  


 4   Yeah.
  


 5                  BOB MOORE:  So tentatively we'll
  


 6   have it on the 12th after the workshop.  Is that
  


 7   okay, Betsey?
  


 8                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  You know, we'll
  


 9   get as many people there as we can.  I don't think
  


10   I can be there, but we can work on that.
  


11                  BOB MOORE:  All right.  Thank you.
  


12                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  We've gone
  


13   over a bit of these.  I think even since then,
  


14   Betsey we did -- I don't have your comments on
  


15   this list, but we've received, I think, comments
  


16   from a large number of groups and, like I said,
  


17   organizations.  And I think late last week Betsey
  


18   received from DEEP also.
  


19                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Well, they were
  


20   my comments on Friday.  They were DEEP comments
  


21   that you also received as part of the policy group
  


22   piece, too.
  


23                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  And like I
  


24   said, I guess while I hate to say, you know,
  


25   comments are closed, I certainly want to be made
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 1   aware of any significant issues or comments, but
  


 2   in order to keep schedule I guess we do want to,
  


 3   you know, address the comments we've received and
  


 4   we have in hand now.
  


 5                  So this is generally a summary,
  


 6   because I think we've talked about it, but we've
  


 7   got all the consolidated comments.  We've
  


 8   consolidated the comments that we have received.
  


 9   We are reviewing the comments.  I think we've
  


10   gotten through, you know, 75 percent of them in
  


11   preparing responses.
  


12                  We are updating and modifying the
  


13   phase one report and we'll prepare the revised
  


14   report to issue to the Water Planning Council.
  


15   And then following that review, post and make
  


16   available for public review, although similarly
  


17   noted that it does continue as a draft report.
  


18                  One thing I maybe would like some
  


19   feedback on is, I saw it's a big report.  It's,
  


20   you know, 50 megabytes.  I think I used a drop box
  


21   pretty successfully for most, but how -- any ideas
  


22   on how we can easily make that type of document
  


23   available to the public?
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  Why don't you just
  


25   post it on our webpage, and they're in chapters.
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 1                  ELAINE SISTARE:  That's different
  


 2   chapters, yeah.  Or maybe, yeah, like I might have
  


 3   e-mailed it.  You know, here's the main section,
  


 4   appendices, a second one, something like that.
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  Right.  That makes
  


 6   sense.
  


 7                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Is Eric Lindquist
  


 8   the right one to work with for that?
  


 9                  DAVE LaVASSEUR:  Yes.
  


10                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes?  Okay.
  


11                  Before Kirk goes in --
  


12                  BOB MOORE:  One more thing.
  


13                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Go ahead.
  


14                  BOB MOORE:  Can I get a hardcopy,
  


15   too?
  


16                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah.  That's what
  


17   Kirk just sort of noted to me.  We do have -- I
  


18   think I've managed to get paper copies to almost
  


19   all the Steering Committee members.  Bob, we have
  


20   some here today so I can get one to you.  And any
  


21   other Steering Committee members, we may have a
  


22   few extra.
  


23                  Kirk and I have decided that
  


24   perhaps the committee chairs could take those
  


25   extras and distribute as appropriate.
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 1                  BOB MOORE:  My printer did not like
  


 2   this.
  


 3                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Yeah, I bet.  And
  


 4   so --
  


 5                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Extra credit, Bob.
  


 6                  LORI MATHIEU:  Did you run out of
  


 7   pink?
  


 8                  ELAINE SISTARE:  So as Kirk will go
  


 9   over, the workshop is next Thursday, January 12th.
  


10   It starts promptly at 8 a.m., the Rome Ballroom at
  


11   UConn.
  


12                  One thing I think we've talked
  


13   about before, but certainly getting that info out
  


14   I think to our normal attendees and participants,
  


15   I think we probably have already been pretty
  


16   successful at.  But previously we did have, I
  


17   think, a legislator attend -- or has there been,
  


18   you know, there might be some update going on.  So
  


19   whether it's the press or legislators, et cetera,
  


20   you know, however we can share that information
  


21   would be good, especially now that it is a
  


22   recommendation that's, as we're saying, we're
  


23   going in phase two.
  


24                  So phase one, if they missed some
  


25   of those workshops it's, you know, that was the
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 1   information gathering stage, but in phase two it
  


 2   really is, you know, get your voice heard.  It's
  


 3   starting to make decisions about recommendations.
  


 4                  GENE LIKENS:  Hello?  This is Gene
  


 5   Likens on the phone.  I'm trying to butt in about
  


 6   the copies.  I would really like to have a hard
  


 7   copy.  I printed out as much as I could.  My
  


 8   printer wouldn't take any more.  If you could send
  


 9   me one I'd really appreciate it.
  


10                  ELAINE SISTARE:  I can probably Fed
  


11   Ex you one, Gene.  Is that the most reasonable
  


12   method of getting a copy to you?
  


13                  GENE LIKENS:  Yeah, that would be
  


14   fine.
  


15                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  Anyone have
  


16   his address?  Or Gene, you have my e-mail.  Can
  


17   you e-mail me your e-mailing address?
  


18                  GENE LIKENS:  I'll just give it to
  


19   you right now.  Eighty-eight Bridge Road, Clinton
  


20   Corners, New York, 12514.  And thank you very
  


21   much.
  


22                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Clinton Corner?
  


23                  GENE LIKENS:  Clinton Corners, New
  


24   York, 12514.  And thank you very much.
  


25                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  I think I
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 1   got it.
  


 2                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Elaine, I think
  


 3   the point that you just made is very important,
  


 4   that we make sure that the legislators and perhaps
  


 5   the press are included.  And I would like to
  


 6   decide today who's going to follow up on that and
  


 7   actually -- and what would be the mechanism to
  


 8   invite the key legislators?
  


 9                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, we're going to
  


10   get out a press release as we did last time on
  


11   this.  And OPM will be working on that to get a
  


12   press release out, hopefully sooner than later,
  


13   maybe this week.
  


14                  And Mr. Neeley will assume the
  


15   responsibility of getting the appropriate
  


16   legislators there.  Right, Nick?
  


17                  NICK NEELEY:  Yeah, and we would be
  


18   invited.  And what with their participation
  


19   involve?
  


20                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Just that they
  


21   be there.
  


22                  LORI MATHIEU:  Be where?
  


23                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Be where?
  


24                  NICK NEELEY:  Are they given an
  


25   opportunity to speak and ask questions?
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 1                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Like anybody else,
  


 2   I think that's part of the public process.  We'll
  


 3   have two half-hour sessions again where anybody is
  


 4   able to speak, express comments, questions.
  


 5                  NICK NEELEY:  Are people
  


 6   comfortable with that idea?
  


 7                  DAVID SUTHERLAND:  Well, it's going
  


 8   to be very tough getting them out to UConn on the
  


 9   second week of the legislative session.
  


10                  MARGARET MINER:  A session at eight
  


11   in the morning?
  


12                  THE CHAIRMAN:  No, I think the
  


13   point -- we're not going to debate whether they
  


14   can make it or not.  I think what I'm hearing from
  


15   Virginia is from an informational standpoint.  We
  


16   will let them know we are having this and if they
  


17   choose to come, they may.  If they want to send a
  


18   staff, which many times they might want to do --
  


19   we know legislators are very busy, but it would be
  


20   up to them.
  


21                  But at least the ones that have
  


22   been very helpful to us getting this process
  


23   along, those are those ones we don't to let go.  I
  


24   think that's --
  


25                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Right.  That's
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 1   your point, because if you recall the meeting that
  


 2   we had in this room, Mary Mushinsky stood up and
  


 3   said that she'd heard about it from the CFE
  


 4   website.  To me, that's an embarrassment.
  


 5                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Correct.
  


 6                  NICK NEELEY:  So it's sort of
  


 7   advisory.  We're going to let them know this is
  


 8   being held, you're welcome to attend, you or your
  


 9   staff to attend.
  


10                  MARGARET MINER:  If any legislators
  


11   do get out there I really think it would be that
  


12   we all know they're going to be busy today.  To
  


13   say that they have to be blended in with the
  


14   half-hour public comment, I don't think they would
  


15   like that.
  


16                  LORI MATHIEU:  I would agree.  We
  


17   should give them -- if they show up we should give
  


18   them special time, because they are, you know, if
  


19   they come --
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  We will give our
  


21   legislators the due respect they deserve.  They
  


22   come out --
  


23                  MARGARET MINER:  No, something
  


24   better than that.
  


25                  THE CHAIRMAN:  We will be able to
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 1   accommodate, as we do with public hearings when
  


 2   they come out.  When I do rate cases we put them
  


 3   at the top of the list.  We'll accommodate their
  


 4   schedule, that they make the trip out to UConn.
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  And could I ask that
  


 6   we contact John Hampton --
  


 7                  NICK NEELEY:  We're going to
  


 8   contact all of them.
  


 9                  LORI MATHIEU:  -- Mary Mushinsky,
  


10   and who's is the other gentleman from Westport?
  


11   John Steinberg directly by phone.  I will call him
  


12   if --
  


13                  NICK NEELEY:  I'll give him a call.
  


14                  LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.
  


15                  NICK NEELEY:  But I will invite all
  


16   legislators, house, senate, Republicans and
  


17   Democrats, en mass, and let them know it's going
  


18   to happen.  If they show up they'll be given a few
  


19   minutes to speak.  And I will call Hampton and
  


20   Mary and Steinberg to say, this is coming and
  


21   here's what it is.
  


22                  LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.
  


23                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Mr. Neeley, I would
  


24   also suggest we get in the house bulletin, which
  


25   is their bible.  Give it in the house bulletin.
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 1   Let them know it's happening.  They can RSVP to
  


 2   you if they're coming.
  


 3                  NICK NEELEY:  So just get me the
  


 4   agenda and the details when they're available.
  


 5                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Nick, the other
  


 6   thing is we have the benefit of having the future
  


 7   meetings already planned out for the spring, and
  


 8   if the advisory can include those just as an FYI
  


 9   so we can plan ahead.
  


10                  NICK NEELEY:  The future public
  


11   meetings and workshops?
  


12                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Yes.
  


13                  NICK NEELEY:  Okay.  I can push
  


14   that out to them as well.
  


15                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Could you let us
  


16   know what kind of feedback you get so we can plan
  


17   the schedule appropriately?
  


18                  NICK NEELEY:  Yes.  I was thinking
  


19   RSVPs and -- okay.
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Did you
  


21   have anything else, David?
  


22                  DAVE LaVASSEUR:  No.
  


23                  ELAINE SISTARE:  So my last item
  


24   before Kirk talks --
  


25                  THE CHAIRMAN:  We're getting a lot
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 1   accomplished here.  Aren't we?
  


 2                  ELAINE SISTARE:  It's a new year,
  


 3   Jack.
  


 4                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, it's new year.
  


 5                  ELAINE SISTARE:  As I was just
  


 6   reviewing the report and as we were preparing the
  


 7   report I included a list of Steering Committee
  


 8   members.  And I noticed, you know, I missed David
  


 9   Sutherland.  So apologies to David, and I will add
  


10   him in the revised version.
  


11                  But a few of the members perhaps
  


12   haven't, you know, we're going to be depending a
  


13   lot on the Steering Committee in phase two and I
  


14   want to make sure that, you know, if we needed to
  


15   make any adjustments to members, then now I think
  


16   January is probably our only opportunity before we
  


17   finish the report.  And I think, you know, there
  


18   are a couple members perhaps that haven't been
  


19   attending the meetings or participating.
  


20                  And whether we just need to
  


21   reengage or something else, I guess I'd like to,
  


22   you know, open that discussion a bit, and then
  


23   whether, you know, what's the decision-making
  


24   power of that Steering Committee.  You know, as we
  


25   move forward in the workshops obviously it's
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 1   active participants, and whether that's going to
  


 2   continue as we've been in that number one and
  


 3   number two workshops.
  


 4                  So any comments to that before Kirk
  


 5   talks about the workshop three coming up on the
  


 6   12th?
  


 7                  LARRY BINGAMAN:  Jack, this is
  


 8   Larry.  You know, since there's only a few, to a
  


 9   Elaine's point, I think there's only a few members
  


10   that fall into that category.  Maybe a call from
  


11   either yourself or Nick just to see what their
  


12   level of continuing interest may be and then make
  


13   a decision after that.
  


14                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Ms. Gail Lucchina
  


15   and Nick and I will look at the attendance records
  


16   of those that have come and we'll make appropriate
  


17   phonecalls.
  


18                  NICK NEELEY:  And I'll see many of
  


19   them tomorrow at the capitol for opening session.
  


20   I will sort of mention it to them then, and then
  


21   follow up in writing.
  


22                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.
  


23                  ELAINE SISTARE:  That's very
  


24   helpful.  Thank you.
  


25                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Anything else,







32


 1   Elaine?
  


 2                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Nothing from me.
  


 3                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.
  


 4                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Happy new hear,
  


 5   everybody.  We are at something of a crossroads in
  


 6   this plan.  We are transitioning from phase one to
  


 7   phase two, and I want to share a couple thoughts
  


 8   about the workshop next week and expectations of
  


 9   how it may be different than the earlier two
  


10   workshops, and how it will be different going
  


11   forward.
  


12                  Also share some thoughts about what
  


13   this phase is anticipating, very different than
  


14   the first phase.  It is certainly the continuation
  


15   of work, but it has a very different tone to it.
  


16   So I just want to talk about that a little bit.
  


17                  And then share a few, frankly,
  


18   concerns that I have about the track that we're on
  


19   going into phase two, just from reviewing the
  


20   comments on the phase one report, and try if we
  


21   can to get everybody on the same page going
  


22   forward.  And I think we can do that with a few
  


23   minor course corrections.
  


24                  So first on the workshop, this will
  


25   be a workshop to really build on a lot of the work
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 1   that the policy committee has been doing.  And
  


 2   Bob, I know you've been anxious for us to get to
  


 3   this one, so we're here.  We will be looking at
  


 4   all of the challenges and all of the options for
  


 5   future water management that we've identified in
  


 6   phase one and grouping them into three bins, three
  


 7   categories.
  


 8                  One will be areas, or options or
  


 9   challenges, any kind of issue that we feel we can
  


10   develop a consensus on as a group of stakeholders
  


11   in the next four months and make an actual
  


12   recommendation in the plan.
  


13                  The second category will be issues
  


14   that can't possibly be reconciled fully in the
  


15   next four months, but can benefit from a plan
  


16   forward, or a path forward.  And the plan will
  


17   then focus on developing those pathways forward in
  


18   the next few months.
  


19                  And the third bin will be issues
  


20   that we either just acknowledge outright -- this
  


21   is a condition that we can't change, or this is an
  


22   issue that's being dealt with elsewhere and we're
  


23   not going to duplicate the effort.
  


24                  So one of those three bins, and
  


25   we'd like to go through each of the options that
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 1   we've identified in earlier workshops and each of
  


 2   the challenges that we've identified through the
  


 3   white papers and the workshops and make sure we
  


 4   can categorize them so we can begin moving
  


 5   forward.
  


 6                  And the policy committee has
  


 7   drafted some language, some temporary, or some
  


 8   preliminary language, anyway, on a lot of the
  


 9   issues that it feels as a committee can garner
  


10   some consensus.  And so we use that as sort of the
  


11   basis of some of the discussion, but a lot of the
  


12   other issues will be facilitated by Claire.
  


13   She'll be back for this, and we'll work through
  


14   for those issues one by one.
  


15                  I've taken the liberty of doing
  


16   this on my own.  I've looked at all these issues
  


17   and tried to guess where I think they might fall.
  


18   And I think the group will be able to identify an
  


19   appropriate bin for each of the three, each issue
  


20   that we're talking about without any bias from me.
  


21   Just that is an exercise to see where we might
  


22   find stumbling blocks, but that's what we'll focus
  


23   on in workshop number three next week.
  


24                  The two that follow that then will
  


25   be taking those first two bins and actually
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 1   crafting some recommendations, working together as
  


 2   a group in true workshop fashion to develop
  


 3   language for those, those issues that we feel that
  


 4   we can have a consensus on and to start crafting
  


 5   those pathways forward for the issues that need
  


 6   more time.
  


 7                  Any questions on the workshop?
  


 8                  DAVID SUTHERLAND:  So the workshop
  


 9   next week will be primarily to go over the
  


10   grouping of that?
  


11                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yeah.  And what
  


12   that will allow us to do, and that's why I
  


13   suggested that we do have a policy group meeting
  


14   this month, because I think we can take that first
  


15   bin, the group of options, challenges that
  


16   consensus is likely and start drafting some
  


17   language for that, building on the policy piece
  


18   that's already developed.  The sooner we can do
  


19   that the better.
  


20                  MARGARET MINER:  And the second
  


21   group will be, not consensus now, but do you see a
  


22   way forward?
  


23                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Exactly, right.
  


24                  MARGARET MINER:  And the third
  


25   group will be -- are they still working on it?
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 1   For whatever reason it's not going to be addressed
  


 2   in this plan?
  


 3                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  It will be
  


 4   acknowledged in the plan, but not changed or
  


 5   addressed in any different way.  Right.
  


 6                  MARGARET MINER:  Okay.
  


 7                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  An example might
  


 8   be, and I'm not suggesting that this should fall
  


 9   into that category, but an example could be the
  


10   drought plan.  You know, the state water plan may
  


11   acknowledge that there is a drought plan being
  


12   developed separately and that it endorses that
  


13   plan, but not redevelop another drought plan.
  


14                  MARGARET MINER:  Okay.  Thank you.
  


15                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So Kirk, I want
  


16   to make sure I understand.  The list of activities
  


17   will be what is addressed in the two white papers.
  


18   Is that correct?
  


19                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yes.  Yes, three
  


20   and four.
  


21                  Any other questions on the
  


22   workshop?  Okay.
  


23                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Actually, yes, I
  


24   do have a question.
  


25                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yeah, go ahead,
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 1   Virginia.
  


 2                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Do you envision
  


 3   that as, where does the public comment fit into
  


 4   that process of binning all the things that have
  


 5   come up?  Is that responsibility going to fall
  


 6   totally to this Steering Committee?  Or will it be
  


 7   happening after there's input from the public?
  


 8                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a good
  


 9   question.  I think what we'll try to do -- I think
  


10   it's worked well in the past -- have two sessions
  


11   for public comment and maybe focus on different
  


12   themes.  If we do set aside some time to talk
  


13   about the report, maybe ask some questions about
  


14   the overall process of the plan.
  


15                  But then I think before we make all
  


16   of the decisions on the binning and so forth, the
  


17   public is going to need to see that play out a
  


18   little bit.  They're going to need to see you talk
  


19   about these and debate these issues, and then ask
  


20   some questions and then offer their opinions on
  


21   these things.
  


22                  So we'll try to do that sort of in
  


23   the middle of that, I think, so that you have a
  


24   chance to respond to what they're suggesting
  


25   before we make final decisions.
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 1                  And that's sort of -- it's a good
  


 2   segue.  It leads into what I really wanted to
  


 3   drive home today, and that is phase one was
  


 4   largely focused on three things.  Just
  


 5   establishing some goals for the plan, collecting
  


 6   data and processing the data so that it can be
  


 7   useful to helping inform decisions, and then
  


 8   establishing the background.  How are things done
  


 9   today in Connecticut that could change in the
  


10   future, maybe?
  


11                  We've really stayed away from
  


12   making recommendations to this point, because I
  


13   think we need to let the process play out.  But
  


14   only recommendations that we've made in the report
  


15   have focused on, I think, what we all agree on is
  


16   a need for more data.  We need to find ways to get
  


17   more data.  The actual means of doing so can vary,
  


18   and people have different opinions on that, but
  


19   that's really the only thing that we've
  


20   recommended so far in the report.
  


21                  Phase two will be very different
  


22   from that, that we are making decisions now and
  


23   these decisions will lead to recommendations in
  


24   the report that gets finalized in May and June.
  


25   And so it's important, and this is why we have a
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 1   facilitator.  It's important to hash out the
  


 2   debates and to make decisions that people are
  


 3   comfortable with, because we're not going to have
  


 4   enough time to come back and revisit those.
  


 5                  We had the luxury in phase one of
  


 6   being somewhat iterative in data collection, the
  


 7   data processing and the discussions on policy
  


 8   issues.  Phase two doesn't give us that luxury
  


 9   just because of time.  We need to make decisions,
  


10   use the information we have and move on.  So just
  


11   sort of a change in tone from the workshops from
  


12   here on out.
  


13                  We will be making decisions, and if
  


14   we're not ready to make the decisions, that's
  


15   okay.  We're always going to have a way out of
  


16   that.  In this coming workshop if we don't feel
  


17   that we can resolve an issue and then come to
  


18   consensus on it, we'll put it in the other bin and
  


19   we'll work on a path forward.  And all of the
  


20   other workshops will have ways out, but each one
  


21   needs to result in some firm decisions and
  


22   commitments on what we'll be putting into the
  


23   plan.
  


24                  The last thing I wanted to say
  


25   today is just share some of my reactions to the
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 1   comments on the phase one report, and some
  


 2   concerns that I have, and then some suggestions
  


 3   for some course corrections that I think can help.
  


 4   You've asked us as a consultant to do a difficult
  


 5   job in a year with limited funding to develop a
  


 6   state plan with a lot of information, a lot of
  


 7   different input.  And we're making some progress,
  


 8   and I think that that's in large part due to the
  


 9   participation from so many people in the
  


10   committees, the Steering Committee and the
  


11   planning council.
  


12                  I'm going to turn the tables a
  


13   little bit and ask a difficult task of everybody
  


14   else, and that is that you trust the process.
  


15   It's difficult.  You haven't been through a
  


16   planning process like this that's structured and
  


17   confined in time, to trust that there will be an
  


18   outcome that is durable and agreeable.  It's
  


19   difficult.
  


20                  And I see in a lot of the comments
  


21   that we get on the report that a lot of people are
  


22   jumping ahead to conclusions or to recommendations
  


23   a little bit before their time, before they've
  


24   been discussed and before they've been brought out
  


25   for consensus discussions.
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 1                  And at the same time there's a lot
  


 2   of looking back at what we've done.  And again, in
  


 3   phase one when we had that luxury, to be able to
  


 4   look back, make sure we're using the right
  


 5   information, make sure we're presenting
  


 6   information clearly, make sure we're getting
  


 7   enough information out there at the right
  


 8   resolution to support these decisions that we're
  


 9   going to make in phase two.
  


10                  Phase two needs to focus on this,
  


11   what is now a fairly linear process, taking that
  


12   information and making some decisions on it and
  


13   moving forward.  And so we don't have necessarily
  


14   the luxury to refine, and refine, and refine
  


15   technical information.  We want to make sure that
  


16   the technical information that's presented and
  


17   collected is accurate and not open to
  


18   misinterpretation.
  


19                  We'll continue to work, Virginia,
  


20   with your group on that to make sure that it's
  


21   presented clearly and concisely, but also at the
  


22   right level of resolution.  And quite frankly,
  


23   we're not going to have enough time to address a
  


24   lot of the technical comments that we received,
  


25   because they're either beyond our scope or beyond
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 1   the time that we have available, or beyond the
  


 2   resolution necessary to answer the questions that
  


 3   this plan is addressing, and we can talk a little
  


 4   bit about that, Virginia, some more in the meeting
  


 5   on Monday with your group.
  


 6                  But we need to stay focused on the
  


 7   big picture and quite frankly, there are comments
  


 8   and requests that we've received that we don't
  


 9   have the ability to do even in the state plans
  


10   that have ten times the funding for technical
  


11   analysis.  And we've got to be very careful with
  


12   what we do.
  


13                  And so I'm really encouraging
  


14   people to take what we have and make sure that
  


15   it's clear.  It's not perfect.  It isn't thorough.
  


16   It's missing pieces, but it is what it is.  We've
  


17   got make use of what we have available.  We just
  


18   want to make sure it's clear and able to support
  


19   the decisions and discussions that will take place
  


20   in phase two with the understanding, hopefully the
  


21   common understanding that it will never be
  


22   perfect.
  


23                  So I'd like to focus on that, and
  


24   then I'd also like to focus on not jumping ahead
  


25   to much.  I think a lot of the comments that we
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 1   received were along the lines of, why aren't we
  


 2   making this kind of recommendation?  Or the plan
  


 3   absolutely needs to recommend the following three
  


 4   things.  We haven't gotten there yet.
  


 5                  We've talked about -- a lot about
  


 6   these things and I think a lot of people have
  


 7   strong opinions that this is what the plan needs
  


 8   to get to, but what I'm asking is that you trust
  


 9   the process.  Through these workshops, through
  


10   these facilitated discussions and through a lot of
  


11   the backroom conversations that we have with the
  


12   committees, those will get addressed.
  


13                  They will get addressed, but not in
  


14   this first report.  This first report is really a
  


15   data dump.  It's what we have.  It's the summary
  


16   of how things are done right now in Connecticut,
  


17   and it's a platform for making decisions in phase
  


18   two.
  


19                  The other concern I had with the
  


20   comments in phase one -- and this was sort of
  


21   universal.  The first thing that we agreed on I
  


22   think by consensus in the first workshop was that
  


23   the ultimate goal of the plan would be to balance
  


24   the use of water, to satisfy all needs.  And I
  


25   think in that consensus, the inherent recognition
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 1   is that all uses of water are worthy of attention
  


 2   and worthy of being addressed and satisfied.  Now
  


 3   the challenge is to try to balance them.
  


 4                  If that's the case I think we need
  


 5   to honestly assess and be willing to state that
  


 6   all uses have some benefits and all uses have some
  


 7   consequences.  And I think one of the things I'm
  


 8   seeing in the comments is that, particularly for
  


 9   ecological uses, that there are times that we
  


10   talked about the benefits of ecological uses and
  


11   environmental sustenance, and in stream flows and
  


12   so forth.  And a lot of times that we talk about
  


13   the consequences of leaving water in the river.
  


14   There are limitations to that.
  


15                  I think we need to be honest about
  


16   that, that all uses have consequences.  All uses
  


17   have benefits and the protection of a resource or
  


18   the utilization of a resource all in our context
  


19   fits the definition of a use.  The water is being
  


20   put to use for some benefit, but that benefit
  


21   comes with some consequences.
  


22                  And in so doing I think we need to
  


23   recognize that it's okay to say these things.
  


24   It's okay in, you know, public documents to say
  


25   that there are consequences to any use of water,
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 1   but there are also benefits.  And to maintain the
  


 2   equivalence at this point without prioritizing any
  


 3   use or protective activity over any other, to be
  


 4   honest in acknowledging that.
  


 5                  I think we're going down a slippery
  


 6   slope if we start to elevate a particular use over
  


 7   others by avoiding discussion of its consequences.
  


 8   So that's just a caution.  I've come across this
  


 9   before and I've seen it tend to immediately create
  


10   the perception of bias, that the report is not
  


11   addressing all uses honestly and fairly and from
  


12   the starting point of equivalence.
  


13                  Now as we start to assess the uses
  


14   and address the goal of balancing these uses,
  


15   balancing all the water for drinking, for ecology,
  


16   for public health, for industry, for energy, for
  


17   agriculture, balancing all of these things then
  


18   they start to become priorities.  But at this
  


19   point in the process it's dangerous to create a
  


20   false perception that there's not an equivalence,
  


21   that one use is -- any use is more important than
  


22   others.  There's a danger in that.
  


23                  And I think we run the risk of
  


24   having a plan that's not widely accepted by the
  


25   public and not very durable in the eyes of
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 1   legislators if we aren't careful with that
  


 2   language.  So I think the recommendation I'm
  


 3   making is that we simply allow ourselves to be
  


 4   honest.  Any use of water or any protection of
  


 5   water has both benefits and consequences, and we
  


 6   need to be able to discuss those in the report in
  


 7   a fair and balanced way.  So those are just my
  


 8   observations on the comments in the report.
  


 9                  The one other thing I'll say is
  


10   that some of the comments that we've gotten on the
  


11   appendices, the white papers were based on some
  


12   versions that were outdated.  So please, as you're
  


13   reviewing these and continue to read, make sure
  


14   you're looking at the ones that are included in
  


15   this, in this document.
  


16                  I think it was a separate PDF file,
  


17   Elaine, that you sent that included all of the
  


18   appendices with outdated white papers.  We have
  


19   made a lot of substantial revisions to those from
  


20   some of the earlier versions of that.  So the
  


21   request is to please make sure you're looking at
  


22   the most current ones which are in this, in this
  


23   report.
  


24                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And just to
  


25   verify, the white paper four is the public one, so
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 1   to speak.  The Water Planning Council had the
  


 2   opportunity to give input to that, because that
  


 3   was withheld, as you recall.
  


 4                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's withheld and
  


 5   still has not been posted, but it is included in
  


 6   this document at this point, which has also not
  


 7   been posted.
  


 8                  And so the plan, as Elaine
  


 9   mentioned, is that we are going through all of the
  


10   comments.  And those comments include comments on
  


11   white paper four, which is an appendix to this
  


12   report.  And we'll have those responses back to
  


13   the committee by next Tuesday if everything goes
  


14   according to our plan and then you can decide what
  


15   to do at that point.
  


16                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  I think Kirk
  


17   made some really good statements there and I know
  


18   we're going to get some reactions and comments.
  


19                  David?
  


20                  DAVE LaVASSEUR:  Just to clarify a
  


21   little more.  You said that your second concern
  


22   was sort of universal.  By that, you mean you saw
  


23   it cutting across a lot of the comments.
  


24                  And so was that just an example you
  


25   used?  Or was that the predominant way in which







48


 1   you saw an imbalance, was that it's expressions of
  


 2   concern about the ecological features, that that
  


 3   was primarily the way you saw it, that people who
  


 4   are expressing concern about the ecological
  


 5   aspects were not tolerating any discussion of the
  


 6   other consequences of ecological?
  


 7                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a good
  


 8   question.  It was used as an example, but probably
  


 9   the most prevalent example of that kind of thing
  


10   in the report.  That one was -- it appeared -- I
  


11   say universal because it appeared from all
  


12   different groups, all different people,
  


13   individuals.
  


14                  There seemed to be a significant
  


15   reluctance to talking about the consequences of
  


16   ecological protection.  And I think we all have
  


17   the sense that there, there's a good side and bad
  


18   side to everything.  And I think my recommendation
  


19   is that at this point in planning we may be
  


20   creating an artificial sense of prioritization if
  


21   we don't talk honestly about consequences to
  


22   anything that we talk about in the plan.  And that
  


23   was the example I saw as most prevalent.
  


24                  MARGARET MINER:  A follow-up
  


25   question?  I don't know that we've been addressing







49


 1   the consequences of anything very much, so I'm
  


 2   sort of surprised at you're saying that the -- in
  


 3   terms of everything being done and now we have to
  


 4   work with the data that we have, they've been -- I
  


 5   see -- I'm trying to sort through some serious
  


 6   questions raised about the science data, the
  


 7   hydrology data, the ecological data with some
  


 8   major questions.
  


 9                  And so I asked at the last time,
  


10   the data that you're showing is sort of for
  


11   screening.  And if -- so it's rough and not
  


12   necessarily useful for many of the actual basin
  


13   situations with respect to either supply or
  


14   groundwater or streamflow.
  


15                  But I suspect that even we need to
  


16   get more, better data quickly even to make
  


17   preliminary decisions, or perhaps the elements
  


18   that are lacking in the science report should be
  


19   made very clear.  This report does not include
  


20   whatever kind of data on groundwater.  This report
  


21   cannot be used for -- and that might help.  So
  


22   those are my two comments.
  


23                  I really haven't seen much on
  


24   consequences of any type and I'm concerned that
  


25   we're going into it with different perceptions of
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 1   the science data.  If it's just for a rough
  


 2   screening tool and not really representative or
  


 3   useful for a particular basin, that's one thing.
  


 4   If there's an implication that at least the
  


 5   essential factors are all represented in some way,
  


 6   that's another.  So we look forward to an
  


 7   explanation in what -- or clarification of what
  


 8   the science section covers and does not cover.
  


 9   Thank you.
  


10                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a good
  


11   point, Margaret.  And I think we can probably
  


12   delineate some guidelines in the report for what
  


13   the information can and can't be used for.  I
  


14   wouldn't take the information in the maps that
  


15   you've seen and go off and develop a basin plan on
  


16   that information.  It's not detailed enough to do
  


17   that.
  


18                  But it is detailed enough to
  


19   identify what types of policies and management
  


20   activities could be beneficial for different parts
  


21   of the state, and that's what it's intended to do
  


22   at this point.  And in phase two we'll be working
  


23   with the science committee on, you know, where we
  


24   need to be going into some more depth and zooming
  


25   in, developing some desktop case study analyses to
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 1   test some different management alternatives or
  


 2   policies and basically anything that may be
  


 3   appropriate.
  


 4                  MARGARET MINER:  So thank you.
  


 5                  I guess I like the work you did on
  


 6   the maps.  It's interesting, but I guess I'm not
  


 7   sure yet and haven't had the chance to study the
  


 8   different reports from Virginia's committee, from
  


 9   DEEP.  I'm not sure that the maps and the data in
  


10   the maps is sufficient ground for policy decisions
  


11   when we're talking about science.
  


12                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that's
  


13   something we'll continue to talk about, Virginia,
  


14   with your group.  You know, from our perspective
  


15   this is sort of the standard of practice in
  


16   statewide planning.  It's an analysis of supply
  


17   and demand within a basin, but not necessarily a
  


18   network model of the way all the tributaries and
  


19   storage basins interact and operate within a
  


20   basin.
  


21                  I think one of the recommendations
  


22   of the plan will be in certain basins that needs
  


23   to be done, to start with this information as a
  


24   starting point.  But the intent of the scientific
  


25   information here is to make the best use of what's
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 1   available at a statewide level, which is very
  


 2   broad with, frankly, limited funding.
  


 3                  And so what we typically do in
  


 4   statewide plans is develop this kind of map that
  


 5   can show areas of relative stress and serve as a
  


 6   template for further analysis.
  


 7                  As an example, two of the things
  


 8   that we'll do in phase two that are part of our
  


 9   scope are to take those maps and see how they
  


10   change when we superimpose the climate change
  


11   analysis we did in phase one on those maps.  How
  


12   does that change things?  Does it change it
  


13   significantly?  Does it vary across the state, or
  


14   is it fairly insensitive to that?
  


15                  We'll also do the same thing with
  


16   conservation.  There's a task in our scope that
  


17   asks us to look at how those statistics change if
  


18   we were to achieve certain conservation goals.
  


19   How does that change?  And we can do that with
  


20   other types of policies, too.
  


21                  That's an example of how we can use
  


22   this information to test policies to see if they
  


23   can be effective, if they are, you know, if these
  


24   basins are insensitive to certain policies, or
  


25   maybe to identify where interconnections might be
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 1   more beneficial than in other places where we look
  


 2   more heavily at groundwater versus surface water.
  


 3   High-level things like that are the types of
  


 4   things that we hope to be able to test with some
  


 5   additional desktop studies in phase two.
  


 6                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Bob?
  


 7                  BOB MOORE:  Kirk, I think you're
  


 8   somewhat dreaming in that, you know, when the
  


 9   consultant does a process for a committee that
  


10   everybody is going to trust you.
  


11                  I haven't been a consultant for
  


12   five years.  I don't think that ever occurred,
  


13   when you know there's lots of people on the other
  


14   side with all different issues, and so that the
  


15   issues come out.  Every person here represents
  


16   some issue that is important to them or they are
  


17   required to manage.
  


18                  So I mean, in terms of balancing
  


19   the thing, a lot of discussion in the report, as I
  


20   read it, didn't attempt to say that there already
  


21   are priorities established by Connecticut statutes
  


22   and regulations.  There, there are already
  


23   unbalances built into the system of water supply
  


24   class-A standards, low flow regulations.  Those
  


25   policies and laws exist.
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 1                  And so you're not going to get an
  


 2   equal balance until you decide which one of those
  


 3   policies or priorities are more important than the
  


 4   other.  And so I'm not sure you can work that from
  


 5   the bottom.
  


 6                  What you're trying to do is -- I'm
  


 7   not sure you can take all the water use in the
  


 8   state and say it's all equal and let's see how
  


 9   it's divided, because it's already been divided
  


10   for centuries by other decisions that have been
  


11   made and many will not change.  And so I don't
  


12   know how you work that philosophy of balancing
  


13   this.
  


14                  You have to kind of balance the
  


15   statutes perhaps first, and then balance the water
  


16   that's left and then say, well, you need to change
  


17   the statutes because this doesn't work.
  


18                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And I don't
  


19   disagree with you, Bob.  I think that not starting
  


20   from scratch, but trying to recommend policies
  


21   that improve the balance is really the ultimate
  


22   goal of the plan.
  


23                  BOB MOORE:  I would agree with
  


24   that.
  


25                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  It's not a pie in
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 1   the sky idea that we're going to achieve a perfect
  


 2   balance, but identifying ways to improve that.
  


 3   And I think that starts from a perception that all
  


 4   uses are created equal, and if we can use that as
  


 5   a foundation for that kind of thinking I think
  


 6   we'll make some progress.
  


 7                  BOB MOORE:  I think the comments
  


 8   that you got, that I looked at, were really
  


 9   because they didn't see those protections, or
  


10   statutes, or regulations built into their
  


11   particular issue, whether it's water supply or
  


12   whether it's ecological use, or whatever.  You
  


13   know, and the hydropower people didn't comment at
  


14   all.
  


15                  So you know, all of these things
  


16   are out there, but I'm not sure that they're
  


17   represented in the report so that they can see
  


18   that they have, you know, a flag in the game here.
  


19                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's a good
  


20   observation.  And that goes back a little bit to
  


21   the question of trust.  I don't think I asked you
  


22   to trust us.  I asked you to trust the process.
  


23   It is two different things.
  


24                  BOB MOORE:  That wasn't my words.
  


25                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  No, I know.  I
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 1   understand.  I appreciate it, but I do ask -- and
  


 2   all of us here, Elaine and myself included
  


 3   professionally have responsibilities to advocate
  


 4   for what we believe in and what our agencies
  


 5   believe in.  We all have that responsibility and
  


 6   we bring that responsibility to the workshops, to
  


 7   these meetings and these discussions, and without
  


 8   that we're nothing.  We have to have those simple
  


 9   discussions.
  


10                  And what I think I meant to say,
  


11   and maybe could have said more clearly, is that
  


12   through this process those issues should filter up
  


13   to discussion, but not before their time.  And
  


14   that's sort of where the trust in the process
  


15   comes in and I think a lot of the comments on the
  


16   report were aimed at, well, let's just jump at
  


17   this conclusion.  Let's make this recommendation
  


18   now.
  


19                  And before it goes through the
  


20   process of being debated and discussed and
  


21   prioritized, our feeling was that in some cases
  


22   it's too early.
  


23                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  My concern has
  


24   actually been heightened by this discussion, and
  


25   let me see whether I can sort of lay that out for
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 1   you.
  


 2                  So as you went through and did the
  


 3   basin analysis and set forth both supply and
  


 4   demand, supply fundamentally is the natural order
  


 5   that's available in the system.  The demand is
  


 6   what's actually being taken out of the system to
  


 7   be used.  What there has been no discussion of is
  


 8   not a regulatory requirement, but basically sort
  


 9   of base ecological demand.
  


10                  And in each of those basins there
  


11   is a base ecological demand.  We don't have a
  


12   number for it.  I absolutely agree with that.
  


13   It's going to be a really hard thing to do, but if
  


14   someone who is uninformed was coming to the table
  


15   and looking at those maps, they would think it was
  


16   as simple as supply and demand.  And where do we
  


17   end up in a place where we have an intersection
  


18   where there's excess demand and adequate supply?
  


19                  Then when the issue of minimum
  


20   streamflow is talked about in the report, it's
  


21   talked about as a regulatory requirement.  It is a
  


22   regulatory requirement that drives part of that
  


23   balance, but there still is a fundamental balance
  


24   of part of our water -- and I think this is where
  


25   the state water plan is driving from.  How we get
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 1   here is really unclear, but it's for base
  


 2   ecological flows.  And my concern is the way that
  


 3   the data is put together in the basin analysis,
  


 4   that's not at all clear.
  


 5                  It's not a regulatory requirement.
  


 6   I'm not saying it needs to be a regulatory
  


 7   requirement.  I'm saying it is a fact and we need
  


 8   to figure out how to share that with the public
  


 9   and how to communicate that.
  


10                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think that's a
  


11   very good point, and I did pick up on that, that
  


12   comment numerous times as I went through them
  


13   individually.  I think that one of the things that
  


14   the plan can do is focus on that particular
  


15   question.
  


16                  And how can we achieve this
  


17   balance, not just by the numbers, but by why what
  


18   we know is needed and right to do.  Can we agree
  


19   on that?  Or do we need to develop a new process
  


20   to blend the regulatory requirements in with
  


21   additional scientific requirements to address
  


22   ecological flows in a way that we can't do
  


23   numerically yet?
  


24                  So I agree with you that it's a
  


25   major issue that needs attention from the plan.
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 1   And what I'm hearing you say is that at this point
  


 2   we need to just explain very clearly that the
  


 3   numbers that are presented don't necessarily
  


 4   include all of the scientific need for flow, for
  


 5   data, whatever it may be and make sure people
  


 6   understand we don't have the numbers for it.  Good
  


 7   point.
  


 8                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Or potentially
  


 9   agree with the science and technical committee on
  


10   some small portion that you can set aside for
  


11   that.  And at least represent it graphically,
  


12   because one of the most powerful things in sort of
  


13   the phase one is the data, yet when you're looking
  


14   at the basin assessments that data is
  


15   fundamentally missing unless it is a regulatory
  


16   release.
  


17                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  That came
  


18   through loud and clear in the comments from the
  


19   science and technical group.  The large portion of
  


20   the agenda of our meeting on Monday is going to be
  


21   talking about the ecological flows, and how can we
  


22   come up with perhaps an estimate to be able to put
  


23   in that bar so that it is visually included?
  


24                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  That's exactly
  


25   what it needs to be.  Right.
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 1                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Yeah.  And so
  


 2   that's going to be the primary focus for our
  


 3   meeting next Monday.
  


 4                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Anything
  


 5   further for -- yes, Bart?
  


 6                  BART HALLORAN:  Yeah, Bart
  


 7   Halloran.
  


 8                  I just want to be clear for this
  


 9   meeting on the 12th.  It's to discuss the issues
  


10   raised in the policy papers three and four, and
  


11   are those policy papers available to the public at
  


12   this point?
  


13                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Number three is.
  


14   Number four is still not, no.
  


15                  BART HALLORAN:  Okay.  But aren't
  


16   we seeking public input on these positions?  Or
  


17   how are they going to input if they don't have
  


18   access to the paper?
  


19                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That is a good
  


20   question.  There will be discussion on these, so
  


21   the discussion on the issues will be public during
  


22   that workshop, but I agree that they may not have
  


23   the full background.
  


24                  Our goal is to get the papers to
  


25   the Planning Council by Tuesday, and I know that
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 1   you had established a protocol for 24-hour
  


 2   turnaround time.  If that works, people can have
  


 3   that coming in, maybe not in an ideal amount of
  


 4   time to review it and prepare.  So that that could
  


 5   be a limitation, I agree.
  


 6                  BART HALLORAN:  Okay.  To the
  


 7   extent that it is doable, I would request that we
  


 8   make those policy papers available to the public
  


 9   before the hearing.
  


10                  Secondly, the policy committee
  


11   recommendations.  You stated you looked at it and
  


12   there already had been a lot of work done on what
  


13   would be consensus, what would be a path forward
  


14   and what would be left for the future.
  


15                  Are those recommendations available
  


16   to the public?
  


17                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  I don't think those
  


18   are public, unless the minutes of all of your
  


19   meetings are public, which they probably are.
  


20                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  I mean, they're
  


21   certainly public documents.  I do not think
  


22   they're available on the website.
  


23                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Say that again,
  


24   Betsey?
  


25                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  They are public
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 1   documents so they are -- but I don't think they're
  


 2   readily available.
  


 3                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And probably not
  


 4   organized in a way that would make that
  


 5   information imminently clear.
  


 6                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  It would be, I
  


 7   mean, if we got all of the final summaries it
  


 8   would be really easy to make that available.
  


 9                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  But the challenges
  


10   and certainly the water management options are
  


11   publicly available through the slides that were
  


12   used for the earlier workshop.  There's those
  


13   lists.
  


14                  DAVE LaVASSEUR:  It would just seem
  


15   to me it would inform the discussion if we were
  


16   able to share what is already the work done by the
  


17   policy committee prior to the 12th in some sort of
  


18   summary fashion, so that we have it and the public
  


19   has it and then we can comment on that.  It would
  


20   just make the meeting on the 12th more productive,
  


21   I would think.
  


22                  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, don't we make
  


23   the meeting minutes public?
  


24                  BOB MOORE:  The meeting minutes are
  


25   on the website, but I don't know if these were
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 1   attached to any of the minutes.  They were handed
  


 2   out.  The item I'm talking about is the model
  


 3   table comments where we put all of the history of
  


 4   our model of our policy recommendations in a
  


 5   single page.
  


 6                  We have that electronically.  I
  


 7   can, you know, Corrine I think had sent that out.
  


 8   Right?  We can make that available online.  I
  


 9   don't know if it's on the website.
  


10                  So you know, we can put both the
  


11   two papers, the conflicts and challenges and the
  


12   model table of contents in relation to policy
  


13   recommendations online, and as those are the
  


14   documents that we have that we've already reached
  


15   consensus on.
  


16                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And Bob, what I
  


17   like about the first one there is that you cite
  


18   the meeting date in which each one was discussed.
  


19   So if anybody wants to look back and get more
  


20   information --
  


21                  BOB MOORE:  Yeah, they can look at
  


22   the minutes on the discussion.
  


23                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  -- it's in the
  


24   final minutes for that.
  


25                  DAVE LaVASSEUR:  I would just
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 1   request that in notice of the meeting we reference
  


 2   these documents and where you can look at them.
  


 3   Thank you.
  


 4                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And as a
  


 5   followup to that I would request that somebody --
  


 6   and I'm looking at Nick because I think it's going
  


 7   to fall on you -- be tasked to making sure that
  


 8   all the available information is readily
  


 9   accessible on the website, and that includes the
  


10   transcripts of the various meetings we've had as
  


11   well as the documents that have been shared.
  


12   Because right now if they're on the website, I
  


13   don't know if they're easily findable.
  


14                  NICK NEELEY:  Yes, they're on there
  


15   now.  For the Water Planning Council and the
  


16   Steering Committee meetings there are.
  


17                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  So things like
  


18   the policy recommendations and the science and --
  


19                  TYRA PELUSO:  I don't know if it
  


20   was recommendations.  I only received the meeting
  


21   minutes.
  


22                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  So we'll make
  


23   sure that the additional recommendations from the
  


24   policy committee are on the website.  We'll get
  


25   those up there and I think that we need to have,
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 1   prior to the meeting on the 12th, we'll make sure
  


 2   people will be referenced where to find them.
  


 3                  BOB MOORE:  Betsey, couldn't we
  


 4   send that to Tyra?
  


 5                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Absolutely.
  


 6                  DAVE LaVASSEUR:  And I think you
  


 7   guys should send them to me so I can get them to
  


 8   Eric.
  


 9                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, since he's
  


10   going to be sending out all the notices.  Okay.
  


11                  Anything else for our -- yes,
  


12   Margaret?
  


13                  MARGARET MINER:  Do I understand
  


14   that we're not supposed to share the hard copy of
  


15   white paper four with our network and our
  


16   colleagues at this point?
  


17                  THE CHAIRMAN:  At this point,
  


18   that's correct.
  


19                  MARGARET MINER:  I just find that
  


20   so difficult to accept.  If I were sitting out
  


21   there and someone else was sitting here I would be
  


22   steaming.  How come you all can see it?
  


23                  You know, 50 people can see it, but
  


24   a member of the public, maybe not someone who's
  


25   here, but let's say someone prominent in the
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 1   watershed association, or prominent in an
  


 2   environmental justice group -- I'm thinking of our
  


 3   board -- can't see it.  It's not to be
  


 4   distributed.  I don't understand that.
  


 5   Information wants to be free.  Remember the 1950s
  


 6   and 60s.
  


 7                  THE CHAIRMAN:  It will be.  Let's
  


 8   put it this way.  It will be available for
  


 9   discussion by the 12th.  I mean, what happens is
  


10   that the process -- Margaret, you come to all
  


11   these meetings -- is that we have documents that
  


12   are written.  They're screened by the members of
  


13   the Council.  There was the particular member of
  


14   the Council that had a problem with this number
  


15   four.  And the comments have been submitted and
  


16   it's being revised.
  


17                  Am I getting all this right?
  


18                  LORI MATHIEU:  Are you talking
  


19   about me?
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, I'm talking
  


21   about you.  So -- and full disclosure here, so --
  


22   and it's being revised and it's going to be
  


23   distributed.
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  You've thrown me
  


25   right under the bus.
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 1                  Yes, he's correct.  I'm the one
  


 2   that had the problems with it.  I look for certain
  


 3   revisions.  I have taken my time, unfortunately,
  


 4   to get the comments and I have delayed my
  


 5   comments, but I have now given my comments to CDM
  


 6   Smith before Christmas.
  


 7                  So until I see a rewrite of paper
  


 8   number four I am not going to be okay with
  


 9   releasing it to the public.
  


10                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  And I trust it
  


11   will come back to the full Water Planning Council
  


12   with the rewrites?
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Correct.
  


14                  MARGARET MINER:  My point is that I
  


15   think it already has been released to the public.
  


16   It's been released here.  It's been released -- if
  


17   it's in here it's been released.
  


18                  I just don't see -- I just think
  


19   it's extremely awkward and the kind of thing that
  


20   really doesn't help a discussion and
  


21   understanding.  Nothing more annoying to sit in a
  


22   room, and as I used to see when the selectmen in
  


23   Roxbury, they're going through the budget and they
  


24   won't show it to you.  You know, it's really
  


25   aggravating.
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 1                  And I feel we're getting into that
  


 2   situation where we're sitting on something.  I can
  


 3   understand if you want something changed.  I'm
  


 4   always fighting to get things changed, but to
  


 5   withhold it really makes me uncomfortable.  I'll
  


 6   just leave it there.
  


 7                  Since it's a public document and
  


 8   anyone asks me for it --
  


 9                  THE CHAIRMAN:  It's not going to be
  


10   withheld.  It's going to be available for you to
  


11   see in the very near future.
  


12                  MARGARET MINER:  But you don't want
  


13   me to put it online this afternoon.
  


14                  THE CHAIRMAN:  No, because it would
  


15   not be an appropriate document to put online this
  


16   afternoon, because it hasn't been fine-tuned by
  


17   this Council.  That's what we do.
  


18                  You know, it's like I'm on lots of
  


19   different boards, and before we distribute things
  


20   to the public we want to make sure we're
  


21   comfortable with it and that's exactly what's
  


22   happening with this.
  


23                  MARGARET MINER:  I do believe it
  


24   already is a public document, but we'll leave it
  


25   there and discuss it later.  We'll put it online
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 1   tomorrow.
  


 2                  THE CHAIRMAN:  No --
  


 3                  MARGARET MINER:  I'll hold back,
  


 4   but I think it's a very, very awkward position you
  


 5   put us in.
  


 6                  THE CHAIRMAN:  So noted.
  


 7                  Anything else from our good
  


 8   consultant friends this afternoon before we move
  


 9   onto committee reports?  Any other questions or
  


10   comments?
  


11                  (No response.)
  


12                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Thank you
  


13   very much.  We're going to move onto subcommittee
  


14   reports.
  


15                  BOB MOORE:  The policy committee
  


16   met several times since we had the last Steering
  


17   Committee, I think.  A couple of things that we've
  


18   done, we've prepared a paper of all the policies
  


19   that we just talked about that put the data and
  


20   the time in the draft proposed policy that we
  


21   reached consensus on.
  


22                  And we also had indicated policies
  


23   in there that we are recommending but have not
  


24   agreed to, things like interconnections and a few
  


25   other things where we have had a great deal of
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 1   discussion, but not a comment.  But those are all
  


 2   indicated in that paper which will soon be online.
  


 3                  And the second thing we did is
  


 4   prepare the list of challenges and conflicts
  


 5   extended up to these in 42 different policy -- 42
  


 6   issues that we discussed and there's some
  


 7   annotation of each of these at several meetings
  


 8   related to what those challenges and conflicts are
  


 9   for the report.
  


10                  And again, some of those have been
  


11   resolved.  Some of them are just issues that we
  


12   need to deal with in this report, or we felt we
  


13   should deal with in the report.  And that's
  


14   available now also online.  So that those are kind
  


15   of the two biggest things that we did.
  


16                  We did put a summary of all the
  


17   dates and topics that we discussed, also was
  


18   prepared as a separate list.  And that's also out
  


19   there.  We did -- and those are kind of the
  


20   outputs that we've had that are physical and
  


21   documents that we've talked about, handed out.
  


22                  A lot of those issues are in the
  


23   conflicts and challenges -- I think are being
  


24   addressed in the report.  But they, you know,
  


25   they're a very wide group of issues that need to
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 1   be looked at.
  


 2                  Betsey did talk about, at one of
  


 3   our meetings, on the reorganization of the DEP and
  


 4   the changes in the staff structure that is going
  


 5   to deal with the water planning in the future.
  


 6   We've had a lot more discussions on the diversion.
  


 7                  We had a paper from Water Works
  


 8   Association on the ways to handle some of the
  


 9   diversion issues in the future.  We had their
  


10   reports from the WWA on a list of how things could
  


11   be addressed, including interbasin transfers and
  


12   discussion of the interbasin transfers between
  


13   drinking water, between storm water and
  


14   wastewater, and how they're being handled.
  


15                  We also discussed the need for
  


16   priority for allocation.  We indicated that it had
  


17   basically been on a first-come first-serve basis,
  


18   but as this report comes out, the priorities, we
  


19   didn't resolve that issue.  We just talked about
  


20   it in some detail on the allocation.
  


21                  On the diversion discussion we held
  


22   a variety of discussions on that over the last
  


23   couple of months.  And really we're focusing on,
  


24   you know, the registration part and how to undo
  


25   the registrations that are now defunct, how to get
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 1   rid of them, and how to, you know, get a better
  


 2   handle on what's the action being used and not
  


 3   being used in treated diversions and the
  


 4   registrations.
  


 5                  We talked about the need for
  


 6   transparency in these documents and handling it,
  


 7   and how we're going to make sure that the public
  


 8   knows what we're working on.  We did talk a lot
  


 9   about --
  


10                  THE CHAIRMAN:  What did you say
  


11   again, so Margaret could hear that, please?
  


12                  BOB MOORE:  Yeah.  Well, Margaret
  


13   was there.
  


14                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.
  


15                  MARGARET MINER:  I did hear that
  


16   word, "transparency."
  


17                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.
  


18                  BOB MOORE:  The issue came up by
  


19   Lori, though.
  


20                  LORI MATHIEU:  What?
  


21                  BOB MOORE:  Transparency, Lori was
  


22   the advocate of the transparency.  Just so you
  


23   know we're all working on the same page.
  


24                  LORI MATHIEU:  Trying to.  Right?
  


25                  BOB MOORE:  We had a great deal of
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 1   discussion on conservation issues.  And at the
  


 2   last meeting we talked about that in detail and we
  


 3   had a very big discussion on the link of water use
  


 4   during the drought.
  


 5                  And in particular we spent a lot of
  


 6   time on lawn watering and the need, referring to
  


 7   Aquarion's report on that change in consumption
  


 8   based on the ban of lawn watering in that time
  


 9   period and, you know, we gave a lot of information
  


10   on what was available.
  


11                  We have a number of upcoming issues
  


12   that are on our plate, some that are particularly
  


13   important to me, asset management and funding,
  


14   unaccounted for water and data collection and
  


15   management, and the use of real-time data in that,
  


16   how we get there in the report.  Those were of
  


17   particular concern for me to bring up in the
  


18   future.
  


19                  And then we had some discussion
  


20   from CDM Smith and Kirk about how we're going to
  


21   deal with these issues, the coordination of the
  


22   WUCC, coordination of dealing with home rule,
  


23   coordination with other state plans, data gaps,
  


24   fine tuning of the water, of energy and food, and
  


25   water nexus, although we've had a fairly
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 1   comprehensive report on agriculture, class-B water
  


 2   protections and uses -- and I can't read my last
  


 3   item.
  


 4                  But anyway, so the issues are
  


 5   issues that are up for discussion.  The future, it
  


 6   sounds like they're going to be addressed in some
  


 7   of the workshops.  I had a particular issue with
  


 8   the home rule.  An issue that has come up a lot in
  


 9   Kirk's discussions is that, although home rule has
  


10   a great role in development in siting of certain
  


11   issues, it didn't seem to have a significant role
  


12   in water delivery and water supply.  Those issues
  


13   came up years and years ago, and they seem to
  


14   overlap home rule in many cases.  The same with
  


15   wastewater.
  


16                  Authority was given, you know, to
  


17   allow the DEP to make the best use of wastewater
  


18   based on water quality.  And then, so those two
  


19   large water uses -- the home rule, I'm not sure
  


20   that it plays a significant role as in the report
  


21   kind of indicates in terms of large water uses.
  


22                  It may have an impact on
  


23   development and septic systems and wells and
  


24   stuff, but it really hasn't had the long-term
  


25   impact.  I think the implication was that
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 1   Massachusetts doesn't have this and this is more
  


 2   of an issue for us, but I didn't get that.
  


 3                  So those were the issues and that's
  


 4   where we're going to go in the future.
  


 5                  THE CHAIRMAN:  I think we have a
  


 6   question.
  


 7                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Bob, just a
  


 8   comment on the home rule related to water.  Where
  


 9   I have seen that it does come up as we were
  


10   developing the drought plan and looking at the
  


11   necessity of having an adoption of an ordinance so
  


12   that local enforcement could happen.
  


13                  That is at a very local basis, town
  


14   by town and it really needs to be, based on the
  


15   experience in the Pomperaug, really it needs to be
  


16   more of a regional approach.
  


17                  BOB MOORE:  But with large water
  


18   utilities they're imposing the action levels on
  


19   their customers which goes --
  


20                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  And yet they
  


21   have no enforcement mechanisms.
  


22                  BOB MOORE:  They could shut off
  


23   water.  I mean, I think that that was my issue, is
  


24   that I didn't see that the home rule made a great
  


25   deal in the planning issue, and that was just a
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 1   copout.  So -- and some of these other issues, the
  


 2   conservation issue and the data management are
  


 3   going to be critical for the future of the plan.
  


 4                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Any questions
  


 5   for Bob?
  


 6                  (No response.)
  


 7                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much
  


 8   to you and your committee.
  


 9                  Virginia?
  


10                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  In the science
  


11   and technical group, as Kirk mentioned we've had a
  


12   lot of interaction with the development of the
  


13   phase one report.
  


14                  We've got a great group with a lot
  


15   of different perspectives, and the discussions
  


16   range from the practical, to the philosophical, to
  


17   the picky.  And I think one of our challenges is
  


18   going to be, as Kirk was mentioning going into
  


19   phase two, of really focusing those energies and
  


20   things that will affect the plan and the decisions
  


21   that need to be made.
  


22                  So ringing in scientists can
  


23   sometimes be a little bit difficult, because we
  


24   all want to understand -- well, I'll speak for
  


25   myself.  I want to understand everything before
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 1   I'm comfortable doing anything.  So that, that's
  


 2   one of the challenges, but I trust that we'll just
  


 3   continue to work with the team.  And they bounce
  


 4   ideas off of us and we've alerted them the
  


 5   concerns that we have.  And I think it's been a
  


 6   very beneficial working relationship.
  


 7                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you for your
  


 8   brief report.
  


 9                  Any other business -- I'm going to
  


10   open up the public comment in a second, if there's
  


11   any public comment.  Is there any public comment?
  


12                  (No response.)
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Is there any
  


14   other business, because we're going to close this
  


15   meeting.  We're going to open the meeting of the
  


16   Water Planning Council.
  


17                  SUSAN SAYRE:  Just one quick note.
  


18   This is Susan Sayre calling in from Smith College.
  


19   And I was a couple minutes late signing on, and so
  


20   I don't know if you did ask who was on online --
  


21   or was on the phone at the beginning.  I just
  


22   wanted to let you know that I've been listening.
  


23                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
  


24   Okay.
  


25                  BOB MOORE:  I just have one more
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 1   comment.
  


 2                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, I'm going to
  


 3   open it up to anybody on the Steering Committee --
  


 4   has any comments about anything before we adjourn.
  


 5   We're going to do that actually, and we'll start
  


 6   with you, Mr. Moore.
  


 7                  BOB MOORE:  I just wanted to say I
  


 8   thought that the report was well written and well
  


 9   prepared.  The issue is that it was very long, but
  


10   I thought that it did cover the technical issues
  


11   that we have discussed, and handled them quite
  


12   well.  I have the issues with some of the stuff,
  


13   but on their hand I thought it was well done.
  


14                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Hear, hear.
  


15                  THE CHAIRMAN:  And I would agree
  


16   with that.  I mean, it's a -- but this is not the
  


17   final document.  You know, this is the foundation.
  


18   We're making progress here.  We've never made it
  


19   this far in terms of water planning in the state.
  


20   So that's a good thing.  And I think we have a
  


21   schedule and very ambitious schedules for the next
  


22   six months so we can adhere to our statutory
  


23   framework, but we've got a lot of work to do.
  


24                  And thank you very much to the
  


25   committees and the councilmembers, and the
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 1   Steering committee for getting us as far as we
  


 2   have gotten.  We'll get the information out to
  


 3   people prior to next Thursday in terms of what the
  


 4   agenda will be.
  


 5                  David and staff will do some public
  


 6   relations and Nick will follow up with some
  


 7   website information, and also with contacting the
  


 8   Legislature, and people that are -- Bob with our
  


 9   water planning, particularly.
  


10                  And with that, is there anything
  


11   else, Virginia?
  


12                  (No response.)
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  I will entertain a
  


14   motion to adjourn.
  


15                  BOB MOORE:  So moved.
  


16                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Second.
  


17                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and
  


18   seconded that the Water Planning Council Steering
  


19   Committee be adjourned.  All those in favor?
  


20                  THE COMMITTEE:  Aye.
  


21                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, all very
  


22   much.
  


23                  (Whereupon, the above proceedings
  


24   were concluded at 2:25 p.m.)
  


25
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