
Water Planning Council Advisory Group 
 

August 21, 2018 Meeting Minutes 
 
A meeting of the Water Planning Council Advisory Group (WPCAG or group) was held at 
the Public Utility Regulatory Authority (PURA), in New Britain, Connecticut. 
 
Members Present: 

Aaron Budris   Naugatuck Valley Council of Governments 
Karen Burnaska  CT Fund for the Environment/Save the Sound 
Josh Cansler   Southeastern CT Water Authority 
Alicea Charamut  Fisheries Advisory Council 
Virginia de Lima  USGS CT Water Science Center  
Patrick Kearny  Manchester Water & Sewer 
Fred Klein   CT Power and Energy Society 
David Knauf   Darien Health Department  
Dan Lawrence   Aquarion 
Margaret Miner  Rivers Alliance 
Denise Savageau  CT Association of Conservation Districts 
Tom Tyler   MDC 
Lori Vitagliano (Alt)  South Central CT Regional Water Authority  
Robert Wesneski  Avon Water Company 
 

Members by Phone: 
None 
 

Other Attendees: 
Dan Aubin   DPH 
Corinne Fitting  DEEP 
Gail Lucchina   PURA 
Charles Rothenberger  Rome Smith 
Martha Smith (Alt)  Rivers Alliance 
Brad Weeks   Kowalski Group 
Bruce Wittchen  OPM 
 

Members Absent: 
Curtis Anderson  Connecticut Irrigation Contractors Association 
vacant    Business & Industry 
Len DeJong   Pomperaug River Watershed Coalition 
Bryan Hurlburt  CT Farm Bureau 
Richard Sobolewski  OCC  
vacant    Green Industry 

 
1. Call to Order 

 
The meeting was called to order at 1:30.  Alicea Charamut noted that the agenda listed 
today’s date as being the next meeting, which should be 9/18.  She also mentioned that 
Len DeJong is retiring and presented a gift to Margaret Miner for her years of service as 
WPCAG co-chair. 
 
 

http://www.ct.gov/pura/site/default.asp
http://www.nvcogct.org/
http://www.ctenvironment.org/
http://www.waterauthority.org/
http://www.ct.gov/dep/cwp/view.asp?A=2696&Q=322704
http://ct.water.usgs.gov/
http://waterandsewer.townofmanchester.org/
http://www.ctpower.org/
http://www.darienct.gov/content/28025/28541/default.aspx
http://aquarion.com/
http://www.riversalliance.org/
http://www.conservect.org/connecticut-association-of-conservation-districts/
http://www.themdc.com/
http://www.rwater.com/
https://www.avonwater.com/
http://www.ct.gov/dph/
http://www.ct.gov/deep
http://www.ct.gov/pura
http://www.ct.gov/opm/cwp/view.asp?a=2990&q=385462&opmNav_GID=1807%20
http://www.cicaweb.org/
http://www.pomperaug.org/
http://www.cfba.org/
http://www.ct.gov/occ/site/default.asp
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2. Approval of Minutes 
 
Lori Vitagliano requested a correction and a motion was made and seconded to approve 
the minutes of the July 17, 2018 meeting as corrected.  The motion was approved 
unanimously, with Alicea Charamut, Margaret Miner, and Denise Savageau abstaining 
because they had not attended the meeting and David Knauf abstaining because he had 
called in to the meeting but was unable hear much of the meeting. 
 

3. WPCAG membership and mission 
 

a. Changes to membership 
 

There have been no changes. 
 
b. Nominating Committee 

 
Josh Cansler said the WPC has discussed the committee’s draft report, after which 
the report was updated and distributed.  He noted that three members have stepped 
down:  Eric Brown, Kevin Sullivan, and Henry Talmage.  Kevin and Henry no longer 
are working in CT and Eric said CBIA can no longer commit a staff person to the 
WPCAG. 
 
Josh provided an overview of the committee’s recommendations.  Members would be 
divided into four groups and they would serve staggered, four-year terms.  He 
mentioned the committee’s decision to recommend that the recreation position be 
expanded to include recreation and boating interests. 
 
Josh added that one objective is to improve balance between in-stream and out-of-
stream interests and explained that doing so is the motivation behind recommending 
that agriculture industry representation be reduced, with the Farm Bureau’s Bryan 
Hurlburt nominated to represent such interests and Kevin Sullivan’s position 
representing the CT Nursery & Landscape Association (CNLA) not being refilled.  He 
noted that CNLA wants to keep its representation and has nominated Mike Emmons. 
 
Josh said the committee also recommends that the former municipal position be 
refocused as a conservation position.  Denise Savageau, who formerly represented 
the Town of Greenwich, has retired and would now represent the CT Association of 
Conservation Districts, as mentioned last month.  Balance will be improved in the 
coming years by eliminating one of the positions representing investor-owned water 
utilities, the position currently occupied by Robert Wesneski, who will retire. 
 
Josh mentioned that Eric Hammerling of the CT Forest & Parks Association (CFPA) 
will be nominated to represent recreation & boating interests, but highlighted that 
the business & industry position formerly occupied by CBIA remains vacant.  He said 
that, because of CNLA’s interest, there was some discussion of having CNLA 
represent broader business interests, but that suggestion proved controversial within 

http://www.conservect.org/connecticut-association-of-conservation-districts/
http://www.conservect.org/connecticut-association-of-conservation-districts/
https://www.ctwoodlands.org/
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the committee.  Karen Burnaska said some members want that position to represent 
broader interests and noted that CNLA would be the second representative of a 
water-intensive industry. 
 
There was a discussion of CBIA not being interested in committing a staff member to 
represent its members and of committee member efforts to reach out to Chambers of 
Commerce.  Brad Weeks, whose company represents CNLA, pointed out that Mike 
Emmons, who CNLA would like to represent nursery and landscaping interests, is 
also a member of CBIA, as are some other CNLA members. 
 
There was further discussion of how business interests should be represented.  Josh 
Cansler described the next steps, which the committee sees as being to update the 
report for WPCAG consideration in September, followed by transmittal to the WPC 
in time for that group’s October meeting. 
 
Denise Savageau said the committee should consider that the nursery & landscape 
industry is very different from the irrigation industry, with few businesses being 
both.  She added that nursery and landscape businesses can have an important role 
in reducing water demands.  Virginia de Lima asked if the committee is looking for 
further guidance from the WPC.  Josh said that, when this was discussed at the last 
WPC meeting, one of the WPC members advocated for creating an additional 
position representing agriculture. 
 
There was a discussion of options for completing and approving the report.  David 
Knauf asked if the committee has reached out to well drillers.  Josh Cansler said the 
committee has sought someone to represent broader, not narrower business 
interests.  There was a discussion of adopting the 8/8/2018 draft of the report as is, 
with the business representative to be added later. 
 
Virginia de Lima said it might be cleaner if the report is submitted to the WPC 
without names, only the interests intended to be represented.  Member names would 
be added later.  Karen Burnaska noted that one WPC member has already suggested 
going beyond the 20 positions recommended by the group and Denise Savageau 
asked why the committee isn’t proposing changes now that would improve balance 
immediately.  There was a discussion of past decisions to keep active members and to 
improve balance as positions become vacant through attrition. 
 
There was further discussion of the WPC’s consideration of the report and the 
changes made following the WPC’s most recent meeting.  Josh Cansler mentioned 
that the report now identifies Eric Hammerling and Bryan Hurlburt as future 
members.  The group discussed the alternatives of providing the report with or 
without including member names.  Margaret Miner said that, if the report is 
submitted with names included as in the current draft, there can be a second vote 
later to appoint someone to represent business interests. 
 
Aaron Budris pointed out that only ¼ of the members are to be appointed this year 
and Alicea recommended streamlining the remainder of the WPCAG’s review with 
the report to be provided to the WPC as is with the noted business representative 
vacancy. 
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Robert Wesneski made a motion to approve the report as is and submit it to the WPC 
for their consideration, acknowledging the vacant position.  Virginia de Lima 
seconded the motion.  David Knauf said he believes the report should be submitted 
without members’ names, which can be provided as an addendum.  There was 
further discussion and Robert Wesneski said that the names are connected to the re-
nomination dates.  Virginia de Lima said that, if the group votes now, members 
agreeing with Robert’s approach would vote yes and those agreeing with David would 
vote no. 
 
Denise Savageau said she questions the logic of identifying the wastewater position 
as representing an in-stream flow and Josh Cansler pointed out that it was a decision 
made following discussion a year ago.  There was further discussion of the 
categorization, which Alicea Charamut said follows the state water plan’s definition.  
Karen Burnaska added that the WPC approved the categorization at its 2/2018 
meeting and there was further discussion.  Alicea Charamut summarized the motion 
and the motion was approved, with 13 members voting in favor, with David Knauf 
abstaining. 
 

4. State Water Plan 
 
a. State water plan implementation framework and planning committee 

 
Virginia de Lima said the committee is proposing an approach different from that 
shown in Fig. 5-1 of the draft state water plan and showed a more simplified 
flowchart (Attachment 1).  This process is simplified and should work better.  She 
provided an overview of the recommended Implementation Work Group (IWG) 
membership categories and noted that topical work groups will be established as 
needed and their membership will vary. 
 
Virginia said the process as outlined would have the WPC assign a topic to the IWG, 
which would establish a topical work group to address it.  The WPCAG would advise 
the IWG.  Alicea Charamut asked how this process reconciles with the Governor’s 
Executive Order 66 and Virginia said it is consistent with the intent of including 
stakeholders in implementing the plan.  Only some procedural details are changed.  
She added that the agencies have the authority to move on some of the issues.  There 
was a discussion of the executive order’s statement regarding the WPCAG’s role and 
Virginia explained that the WPC wanted direct access to the IWG.  She said this 
process still satisfies the intent of the plan and of that order. 
 
Alicea said that, whether or not the WPC has accepted the IWG proposal yet, we 
should publicize that such a group will be formed so potential members can express 
their interest.  There was a discussion of the WPCAG’s approach to this regarding the 
two positions reserved for WPCAG members.  Virginia suggested that members who 
are interested contact John Hudak.  She added that WPCAG could fill some of the 
other positions on the IWG, but there is a desire to avoid recreating the WPCAG.  
There was a discussion of composing a message to be sent to the large distribution 
list of people interested in WPC activities. 
 
Lori Vitagliano said that John Hudak had recommended that the group settle on a 
course of action to identify interested candidates.  Virginia and Karen agreed to draft 
an email seeking interested people.  There was further discussion of the outreach 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/D5B15C2FB2134AFAB6E70F56F516B7E7.pdf
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/D5B15C2FB2134AFAB6E70F56F516B7E7.pdf
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goals and of concerns about overlapping jurisdiction between the IWG and WPCAG.  
Virginia said the outreach should begin broadly.  She noted that a WPCAG member 
who is appointed to the IWG in another role will not be available as one of the 
WPCAG’s representatives. 
 
David Knauf said he agrees with concerns regarding the overlap between the IWG 
and WPCAG roles.  Virginia explained that plan consultant Kirk Westphal had 
originally proposed that the WPCAG take on the role that the IWG is being created 
for, but the WPC did not agree.  Denise questioned if the WPC wanted agency staff  
involved, which would not be the case if the WPCAG had that role.  Virginia de Lima 
highlighted the additional demands required of the new role and said some WPCAG 
members would not be able to commit the extra time. 
 
Margaret Miner recommended revisiting the decision to see what the WPC had 
objected to.  She would prefer to avoid adding a new layer to the process.  Fred Klein 
pointed out that the topical work groups will do the heavy lifting and could report to 
the WPCAG directly.  There was further discussion and Karen Burnaska said the 
WPC was supportive of the 12-member IWG structure, but did not actually vote.  
There was further discussion of the WPC’s apparent expectations. 
 
Alicea Charamut said the group can plan to proceed as Virginia suggested, but wait 
for the WPC’s blessing.  Virginia agreed.  Lori recommended that members consider 
who they might contact as possible members of the IWG, but not reach out to them 
yet.  Denise Savageau noted that there are still a number of possible scenarios for 
this. 
 
Virginia provided some background regarding the committee’s discussions and said 
the committee was concerned that many WPCAG members would be unable to 
commit the additional time that would be required if the WPCAG were to take on the 
role envisioned for the IWG.  Josh Cansler said the WPCAG voted at the last meeting 
to send this to the WPC and Alicea Charamut said the WPCAG should move forward 
with it as planned. 
 

b. Top priorities for implementation 
 
Alicea Charamut noted that the WPC’s and WPCAG’s top priorities are in alignment 
and there was no further discussion. 
 

5. Old Business 
 
a. Water Utility Coordinating Committee (WUCC) update 

 
Dan Lawrence said each region’s integrated report has been submitted to DPH and 
simultaneous public notices will be published.  WUCCs continue to meet and are 
prioritizing recommendations and comparing their plans with the state water plan.  
There was a discussion of the WUCC decision-making process. 
 

6. New Business 
 
a. Other 

 

http://www.portal.ct.gov/DPH/Drinking-Water/WUCC/Water-Utility-Coordinating-Committee
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There was no new business. 
 

7. WPCAG Work Groups 
 
a. Watershed Lands Work Group 

 
Karen Burnaska said the group has not yet scheduled its next meeting, but plans to 
meet after Labor Day. 
 

b. Other work group assignments and updates 
 
There were no updates. 

 
8. WPCAG Member Comment 

 
Margaret Miner said she has a question for Dan Lawrence and explained that Aquarion 
had listed land holdings for interrogatories regarding its acquisition, while CT Water Co 
has not done the same.  She asked why there was a difference.  Dan said Aquarion is able 
to provide that information with its GIS and he does not know whether CT Water Co 
maintains such information in the same way. 
 
Margaret noted that there has been little public comment and provided some 
background regarding the acquisitions and the proceedings.  She said the process is wide 
open in CT and wondered what the limits are.  She said she has discussed this with DPH 
and noted that the WUCCs are considering issues of super-systems.  The state needs to 
establish a vision regarding this. 
 
Alicea Charamut said water companies are experiencing increasing problems with 
European Water Chestnuts and she would like to arrange to speak with water company 
representatives about how to establish a monitoring program. 
  
There were no further WPCAG member comments. 
 

9. Public Comment 
 
There were no further public comments. 
 

10. Future Meeting Date 
 
The next WPCAG meeting is scheduled for Tuesday, September 18, 2018, at PURA. 
 

11. Adjourn 
 
The meeting adjourned at 3:03 p.m. 

 
 
Minutes prepared by Bruce Wittchen, OPM 
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Attachment 1 

 

 


