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            1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Good afternoon.  I 

            2   call this meeting of the Water Planning Council to 

            3   order.  The first order of business is the 

            4   approval of the October 5, 2016 transcript.  

            5              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  So moved.

            6              LORI MATHIEU:  Second.  

            7              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made and 

            8   seconded that the transcript of August 5, 2016 be 

            9   approved.  

           10              Any questions or comments?  

           11              If not, all in favor signify by saying 

           12   aye.  

           13              THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

           14              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The transcript is 

           15   approved.  

           16              Now, who is joining us by phone today, 

           17   please?  

           18              ELIZABETH BARTON:  Beth Barton from Day 

           19   Pitney.

           20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Anyone else?  

           21              MICHAEL JENNINGS:  Mike Jennings from 

           22   NEIWPCC.

           23              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Hi, Mike.  

           24              Anyone else joining us?  

           25              (No response.)
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            1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The first item on 

            2   the agenda this afternoon -- the second item is 

            3   the update to the State Water Plan.  We have with 

            4   us our representatives from CDM Smith, our 

            5   consultants who are going to give an update on the 

            6   process thus far.  And, I'll turn it over to Kirk.  

            7              Good afternoon.

            8              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Good afternoon.  I'm 

            9   going to shift the order of our remarks today as 

           10   we work on getting the information up on the 

           11   screen, unless it happens in just a second.  But 

           12   we wanted to go over six things with you today.  A 

           13   very brief recap of the workshop that we held on 

           14   November 17th, the upcoming dates and times and 

           15   locations of future workshops and public 

           16   meetings -- we've got most of that finalized -- a 

           17   discussion of a report for our first phase that 

           18   we'll be issuing later this week, and the review 

           19   process for that report.  I wanted to talk a 

           20   little bit about the process of making decisions 

           21   with this group, the Water Planning Council, as we 

           22   moved forward.  Also, ask some opinions on whether 

           23   it would be helpful to have some additional 

           24   representatives from Massachusetts come down 

           25   during future meetings to talk about some of the 
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            1   issues that Connecticut is dealing with and share 

            2   some of the lessons learned.  I thought that was a 

            3   helpful aspect of the last workshop.  And if 

            4   others felt the same way, we could certainly 

            5   continue that in the future.  

            6              And then, lastly, we met with the 

            7   Science and Technical Committee yesterday, a very 

            8   good productive meeting on really the summary of 

            9   all of the data from phase I and what it means and 

           10   how to interpret it.  It will be included in the 

           11   report that's issued later this week, but today we 

           12   wanted to give you a primer on how to interpret 

           13   the data, how to read it, what it contains, what 

           14   it doesn't contain, and we'll be doing that too.  

           15              So Elaine, now that things are up, why 

           16   don't you take over from that.

           17              ELAINE SISTARE:  Good afternoon, it's 

           18   Elaine Sistare from CDM Smith.  And I do have a 

           19   few slides today, mostly some dates on the 

           20   workshops and also an upcoming review of the draft 

           21   phase I report.  

           22              So you all have seen this slide before, 

           23   but I did want to show it again, because it shows 

           24   the topics associated with our phase II workshop 

           25   number 3, 4, 5 and 6, policies versus pathways, 
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            1   paths forward/decision framework, policy 

            2   recommendations and then finally plan 

            3   recommendations.  

            4              So this next slide, we've shared these 

            5   dates.  I think these dates are considered set.  

            6   We are trying to confirm that locations will all 

            7   be held at PURA.  For the January 12th workshop 

            8   the location may be elsewhere.  We're trying to 

            9   identify spacing.  But as we previously have said, 

           10   we're trying to flop between morning sessions, 8 

           11   to noon, and afternoon sessions, 1 to 5.  So these 

           12   are our set dates for 2017, again, workshops 

           13   number 3, 4, 5 and 6.  

           14              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Elaine, do you want 

           15   to say them out loud for the people on the phone?  

           16              ELAINE SISTARE:  Sure.  What we have 

           17   for workshop number 3, Thursday, January 12th, and 

           18   that's a morning session, 8 a.m. to noon.  

           19   Thursday, February 2nd, and that will be an 

           20   afternoon session, 1 p.m. to 5 p.m.  Thursday, 

           21   February 16th, 8 a.m. to noon.  And then finally, 

           22   Thursday April 20th, 1 to 5 p.m.  

           23              LORI MATHIEU:  So you don't have a 

           24   location for number 3?  

           25              ELAINE SISTARE:  Correct.  We were 
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            1   hoping that we could get them all here in this 

            2   room.  We are looking at -- we also have 

            3   identified UConn, I believe, has given me an 

            4   opportunity.  Hopefully, it's still available for 

            5   the 12th.

            6              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  

            7              DAVID SUTHERLAND:  What will be the 

            8   focus of the upcoming one, number 3?  

            9              ELAINE SISTARE:  Let me go back one 

           10   slide.  So number 3, policies versus pathways.  So 

           11   as Kirk, I think, just mentioned, we've identified 

           12   a bit, sort of a kickstart to workshop number 3 

           13   and number 2, but we will move things forward.  

           14              So those dates are set.  The times are 

           15   also set.  I've got Thursday, February 16th, as 

           16   grayed out, because I need, maybe, I'm not a 

           17   hundred percent on that.  But the dates are there.  

           18   The locations and times we will make sure and 

           19   confirm.  

           20              The other dates, these are all, I 

           21   think, the first time folks are seeing these 

           22   today.  We talked about when we would have these 

           23   three phase II public meetings in that we wanted 

           24   to have the first one following our number 3 

           25   workshop, so we decided late January.  So the date 
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            1   that I've selected, January 26, all these 

            2   locations are tentative.  We originally thought 

            3   that we would hold all three phase II public 

            4   meetings in the central part of the state.  We 

            5   sort of reconsidered that and thought because, in 

            6   part, because the workshops are mostly being held 

            7   at PURA that we would move around a bit.  So we're 

            8   looking at UConn, Southbury and PURA's location.  

            9   We would like to hold that last final public 

           10   meeting in PURA.  

           11              But, as shown, the phase II workshop 

           12   dates that we just discussed, January 12, February 

           13   2nd, February 16th and April 20th, correspond so 

           14   that our public meeting, the first one in phase 

           15   II, is Thursday, January 26th.  The second public 

           16   meeting is Thursday, February 23rd, and that will 

           17   be following workshops number 4 and 5 earlier that 

           18   month.  And then the final public meeting, we're 

           19   holding that prior to the final workshop.  So the 

           20   final public meeting is Thursday, April 13th.  

           21              We're hoping, you know, I think trying 

           22   to get those dates out there and pretty much 

           23   finalize them so that we can share and hopefully 

           24   get the most participation of those that do want 

           25   to join.  
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            1              I'll move on to the Phase I interim 

            2   report.

            3              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Elaine, can you 

            4   e-mail those somehow to the group?  

            5              ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes.  I wanted to 

            6   introduce them.  And then I've been working with 

            7   Tyra to hopefully get them also posted on the WPC 

            8   calendar.

            9              KIRK WESTPHAL:  We'll e-mail the slide 

           10   deck after the meeting.

           11              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  Great.

           12              ELAINE SISTARE:  So moving on to our 

           13   phase I interim report.  This is our final 

           14   deliverable as part of phase I of the process, and 

           15   then without any sort of delay or period in 

           16   between we're moving right into phase II.  So this 

           17   is very high level, but the components that make 

           18   up our phase I report and executive summary, 

           19   that's just, you know, a few pages long.  And 

           20   you'll see that we're trying to make this 

           21   something that's got a lot of images and graphics, 

           22   something that, you know, you don't need to have 

           23   been part of the entire process, but to still be 

           24   able to take away what's the summary of what we've 

           25   done and part of the plan's goals.  
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            1              Then going through the section 1 

            2   through 6 of the report itself, introduction.  

            3   Section 2 is the current condition assessment.  

            4   Section 3, preparing for change, which is future 

            5   conditions and opportunities.  Both section 2 and 

            6   section 3 are associated mostly with our tasks 

            7   that we've previously labeled under task C.  So 

            8   that is the data collection, which John Boyer here 

            9   today will show you some of what we've done to 

           10   date.  

           11              Section 4, stakeholder participation 

           12   and outreach, that's where we're going to describe 

           13   what we've done to date, and eventually phase II 

           14   will also have a summary of what efforts were 

           15   there.  Section 5, plan recommendations, there 

           16   will be some text within this phase I interim 

           17   report, but most of section 5 will be completed as 

           18   part of our phase II efforts.  And then Section 6, 

           19   implementation of the state water plan, almost all 

           20   of that will be done as part of our phase II 

           21   efforts.  

           22              So I think we've described before how 

           23   we're developing our report for the plan.  And 

           24   really it will be in draft form.  It will remain 

           25   in draft form through the spring of 2017, at 
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            1   least, and we are literally putting together a 

            2   phase I interim report, basically sections that 

            3   say to be completed as part of phase II.  

            4              The appendices, there's a lot of 

            5   information there.  However, we wanted to -- it's 

            6   important information.  It's part of the overall 

            7   plan, but we wanted to make an appendix to the 

            8   report.  So we have our fact sheet that you've 

            9   seen in the past few months, the other states' 

           10   plan group report, our data quality plan, the 

           11   basin summary sheets, which, again, John Boyer 

           12   will show today, our evaluation on climate change 

           13   and how it affects the future conditions, and then 

           14   finally the four 1B white papers.  Those will all 

           15   be an appendix to the report.  All that 

           16   information will be summarized, and pieces of that 

           17   information used throughout section 1 through 6 

           18   in, of course, the executive summary.  But that 

           19   database, a lot of that will be in the appendix 

           20   itself.  

           21              So my next slide shows what we envision 

           22   as review steps.  The slide after this sort of 

           23   tries to give some advice on how we can do all 

           24   this work in such a short time.  

           25              So we have been working on our draft 
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            1   phase I report, and we expect by the end of the 

            2   week to be able to deliver it to the Water 

            3   Planning Council, as previously communications 

            4   have been resolved a bit, we will deliver directly 

            5   to the Water Planning Council.  And then, unless 

            6   there's something in there that needs to be 

            7   addressed between the Water Planning Council and 

            8   us and NEIWPCC, we expect that early next week it 

            9   will be forwarded to the committees.  

           10              From there, similar to the phase 1B 

           11   white papers, we will issue an Excel-based comment 

           12   sheet so that comments can be collected from 

           13   various reviewers and consolidated.  And then we 

           14   can use those comments to revise the draft report.  

           15   So, ultimately, I guess, going back to the dates, 

           16   December 12th, if it's in the hands of reviewers, 

           17   it's a very short period for review, and 

           18   especially allowing for those individual reviewers 

           19   and then allowing some time to consolidate 

           20   comments from those individual reviewers.  

           21              What we are trying to get to is so that 

           22   we can take those comments and issue a revised 

           23   draft phase I report in early January, early to 

           24   mid-January, so that by that first public meeting 

           25   that we're holding in phase II, which, as my 
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            1   previous slide showed, was January 27th, that the 

            2   draft phase I report is available for public 

            3   access on the Web site.  

            4              LORI MATHIEU:  So a question.  You send 

            5   it to the Water Planning Council, and then you 

            6   send it back to us after you have drafted how 

            7   you're going to address all the comments before 

            8   you send it to the public?

            9              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yes.

           10              ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes.  We would -- 

           11              LORI MATHIEU:  Can you give us a day to 

           12   look at them?  

           13              ELAINE SISTARE:  Well, and ultimately 

           14   have some method to get it on the Web site, using 

           15   your typical methods on how we've gotten 

           16   deliverables on the web site.

           17              KIRK WESTPHAL:  If you look at the 

           18   schedule here, we're aiming to get it back to the 

           19   Water Planning Council in early January so that it 

           20   can be posted by mid-January.  So you'd have some 

           21   time to look at it after we've addressed the 

           22   comments.

           23              LORI MATHIEU:  So you should add a step 

           24   in there, because I don't see that up there, what 

           25   you just said, I don't see that.  I see that CDM 
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            1   Smith would address the comments, and then make it 

            2   available on our Web page mid-January.  There 

            3   needs to be some time, maybe a week, for the Water 

            4   Planning Council to review how you addressed the 

            5   comments before we issue it to the public.  That's 

            6   all.

            7              KIRK WESTPHAL:  When we issue it back, 

            8   the second to the last line, we issue it back to 

            9   the Water Planning Council, and then it would be 

           10   your decision when to post it publicly.

           11              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  So that's 

           12   mid-January?  

           13              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Uh-huh.  

           14              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.

           15              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  And, Lori, picking up 

           16   on your comment at the meeting yesterday, you want 

           17   indicated on that slide when the agency reviews 

           18   will happen?  Because, I would assume that they 

           19   would have to get their comments to NEIWPCC the 

           20   same time the chairs did.  

           21              LORI MATHIEU:  I guess, yes.  It's a 

           22   short period of time.  

           23              KIRK WESTPHAL:  It certainly is a short 

           24   period of time.  I think we recognize that.  

           25   Elaine is going to talk about a few guiding 
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            1   principles that you can keep in mind as you review 

            2   this, most important of which is that this report 

            3   will remain draft until the final water plan is 

            4   developed.  And there will be opportunities to 

            5   refine it, let it evolve.  But what we want to 

            6   make sure is that before it goes to the public, 

            7   everybody on these committees, especially the 

            8   Water Planning Council, has had a chance to review 

            9   it for accuracy and thoroughness, and that's what 

           10   we're after for this first round.

           11              LORI MATHIEU:  What's the date in the 

           12   statute, the first draft you make?  

           13              KIRK WESTPHAL:  To the legislature I 

           14   believe it's January 1, 2018.  

           15              LORI MATHIEU:  So the push to get a 

           16   draft out in April is what?  

           17              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Is for the planning 

           18   council to review it and approve it and recommend 

           19   it to the legislature.

           20              LORI MATHIEU:  Are there any other 

           21   dates in the statute before the 1st?  

           22              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  No, I think we'd have 

           23   to do outreach six months from July 1st till the 

           24   end of the year.  

           25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That's right.
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            1              LORI MATHIEU:  That's in the statute.

            2              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Once the plan is 

            3   approved by us, we have to go on the road with it.  

            4              LORI MATHIEU:  In July?  

            5              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.  

            6              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.

            7              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Can I just ask, 

            8   what step in that is the steering committee 

            9   envisioned to have a specific role?  Do you want 

           10   them with the committee or when it comes back?  

           11              ELAINE SISTARE:  I specifically left 

           12   committees generic, because I think that is a good 

           13   point in conversation; that is, that the steering 

           14   committees is that individual chairs of other 

           15   committees and how that sort of pyramid goes up 

           16   and down during review is -- 

           17              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Because I will say 

           18   last time there was some confusion about where the 

           19   steering committee voiced their views on it to 

           20   those committees, or those committees were 

           21   supposed to send somebody.  There's a disconnect 

           22   there, I think, on their role. 

           23              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think in the interest 

           24   of time, it would probably make sense to do it all 

           25   concurrently.  There's times where the steering 
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            1   committee, the subcommittees, and the agencies all 

            2   conduct their review concurrently, try to 

            3   consolidate comments back to NEIWPCC and to us, 

            4   and we'll see some duplication.  That's okay.  

            5   That's all right.

            6              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Then I think we 

            7   just have to verify who consolidates from the 

            8   steering committee, or even get them all 

            9   separately prepared.  

           10              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  I was just going to 

           11   say that I would volunteer to consolidate for the 

           12   steering committee.

           13              ELAINE SISTARE:  Thank you for doing 

           14   that.  

           15              Okay.  So to try to alleve a little bit 

           16   of -- 

           17              LORI MATHIEU:  I just want to make one 

           18   point.  As I said yesterday, these agencies are 

           19   finally responsible.  So when the draft first 

           20   comes out to send it to us first, then we have our 

           21   chance to get it to the committees.  I think 

           22   that's our responsibility to do that.

           23              ELAINE SISTARE:  Agree, yes.  We will 

           24   deliver to you, and then, yes, contact us if any 

           25   questions, but besides that, we won't be 
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            1   forwarding -- 

            2              LORI MATHIEU:  Got you.  All right.  

            3   Thank you.  

            4              MICHAEL JENNINGS:  This is Mike 

            5   Jennings.  I just would like to interject based on 

            6   the conversation when we discussed the new way 

            7   that materials would be distributed is that the -- 

            8   it's my understanding the Water Planning Council 

            9   has 24 hours to kind of hold up or preempt the 

           10   release of that report.  But barring any input, 

           11   then it would be free and clear to be released to 

           12   the public in that initial distribution.  So I 

           13   just want to make sure that that's still the plan.

           14              ELAINE SISTARE:  I thought the 24 hours 

           15   was to be released to the committees for the 

           16   draft.  So I'll bounce back -- 

           17              MICHAEL JENNINGS:  Yes.  

           18              ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  So that's where 

           19   I've got the December 9th being the end of this 

           20   week for us to submit to the Water Planning 

           21   Council, and then maybe I could say more 

           22   explicitly for Monday, December 12th, for the 

           23   Water Planning Council to then forward it to the 

           24   committees.  

           25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Where did this 
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            1   24-hour rule come from?

            2              ELAINE SISTARE:  I have heard it 

            3   before, too, in different meetings recently, you 

            4   know, as a -- to try to get the information out.

            5              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  It really came out of 

            6   a discussion about changing how we distribute 

            7   information.  And the idea was to give the four 

            8   members of the Water Planning Council a quick 

            9   turnaround time to look at it and see if there 

           10   were any material issues that needed to be 

           11   addressed before we went forward with 

           12   distribution.  And then the idea would be that, 

           13   assuming that any issues were addressed, the idea 

           14   would be to get it out to whatever the targeted 

           15   audience was after that, and to put it up on the 

           16   Web site.  

           17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  How about we'll do 

           18   our best to do it within 24 hours?  I don't think 

           19   that's going to be -- I mean, we're all very busy.  

           20   I could be on a trip.  Mike could be on the golf 

           21   course, you know, so -- 

           22              (Laughter.)

           23              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  There will be a 

           24   first time for everything.  

           25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We'll do our best 




                                      20                         

�


                                                                 


            1   to turn around as quickly as possible but -- 

            2              LORI MATHIEU:  We have plenty of time. 

            3   We have the weekend.

            4              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.

            5              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  Basically, as I 

            6   understand this 24-hour, it's basically for me to 

            7   take a look at it.  And if there's anything on 

            8   there that kind of sets my hair on fire -- it's a 

            9   little late -- but that, basically, that is my, 

           10   you know, you're looking for like a really kind of 

           11   rough cut, this is totally unacceptable, kind of 

           12   reaction.  Other than that, I mean, you're going 

           13   to have on any of these drafts, make it clear that 

           14   it's your draft, not mine.  DEEP can certainly 

           15   live with that.  We're meeting on this stuff on a 

           16   weekly basis.  So if you get me something, we can 

           17   get you that kind of reaction very quickly.  

           18              KIRK WESTPHAL:  And certainly in this 

           19   case for the draft report the question would be 

           20   within that 24-hour period are you comfortable 

           21   releasing this to the committees for their review.

           22              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  And that in no way 

           23   impacts the agencies' ability to continue to 

           24   review and comment to that time frame for them in 

           25   January.  
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            1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.  

            2              LORI MATHIEU:  So I'm assuming we're 

            3   going to get it early on the 9th, and we'll have 

            4   until close of business on the 12th?  

            5              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Of course.  

            6              ELAINE SISTARE:  I'm writing that down.  

            7              So to my slide about suggestions for 

            8   report review because, ultimately, yes, it's 

            9   December 9th has us finishing a draft, and then 

           10   before that first meeting in late January to the 

           11   public, but that's the timeline we have.  

           12              Some of the suggestions we have for 

           13   report review Kirk has already said, my last 

           14   bullet, which is a very strong reminder that this 

           15   does stay in draft form, not only over the next 

           16   few weeks, but once we have it as a draft phase I 

           17   report to the public and through the following 

           18   months.  So you will have multiple chances to give 

           19   me comments, or give the team comments on various 

           20   sections in any components of the report.  

           21              What we are looking for in this next 

           22   few week review is not only that hair on fire 

           23   review, but also globally about the report, are 

           24   there inaccuracies, are there areas where someone 

           25   could misinterpret some goals of the plan, the 
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            1   information that things are based on.  And 

            2   ultimately this is the phase I report, which we 

            3   are going to be using as a platform for our phase 

            4   II work.  So does it provide an adequate platform 

            5   for that continued process.  

            6              So, you know, there's a lot of 

            7   information there.  The other suggestion, perhaps, 

            8   is say the task 1B white papers we originally had 

            9   anticipated that the policy group would focus most 

           10   heavily on that, because that's where their 

           11   background is best used.  And the technical 

           12   information, the different maps, we've been 

           13   working with the science and technical group on 

           14   that.  And while everyone, I think, should 

           15   understand what the report includes, I hope that 

           16   there's some opportunities for divide and concur.  

           17              Let's see.  I think, Kirk, you don't 

           18   have such slides to set through but -- 

           19              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I'm just going to talk 

           20   for a few minutes.  I'll try to be very brief.  I 

           21   just had a couple of issues to go over with the 

           22   council today, and I want to leave most of our 

           23   time for John Boyer to go through some of the 

           24   technical results, and explain how to interpret 

           25   those.  




                                      23                         

�


                                                                 


            1              But there are a few things I wanted to 

            2   talk about briefly, just real quick, an overview 

            3   of the workshop that we held on November 17th.  I 

            4   think three important things came out of that.  We 

            5   did finalize all of the goals for the plan, the 

            6   language for those goals, as well as the options 

            7   for water management in the future that the plan 

            8   will look at.  So we're revisiting the work first 

            9   workshop and finalizing those decisions.  

           10              The second thing that came out of this 

           11   workshop, which I think is vitally important to 

           12   the plan, is some guidance from the stakeholders 

           13   on how the plan can best help with the issue of 

           14   registered diversions.  What can we do not to 

           15   change the current processes, not to upset the 

           16   trains that are going down different tracks right 

           17   now with the WUCC process and proposed new 

           18   legislation or regulations, but how can the plan 

           19   help, what information can we produce that would 

           20   help.  

           21              And we concluded that what we can do is 

           22   define a methodology -- and this will make a 

           23   little bit more sense after you see some of the 

           24   graphics in a few minutes -- define a methodology 

           25   that can reasonably put a bound on what the future 
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            1   expected use is of water in each basin, somewhere 

            2   between demand projections and the full 

            3   mathematical accounting of all the unused 

            4   registration.  Somewhere between those numbers is 

            5   a value that can be used for practical planning, 

            6   and that's what we -- we've got some very good 

            7   directives from the council and the stakeholders 

            8   to develop a methodology for that.  

            9              And then the third thing that came out 

           10   of the workshop was what we'll start talking about 

           11   with the policy group later this week, and that is 

           12   some low hanging fruit, some of the broadly 

           13   agreeable alternatives that we can start to draft 

           14   or really build on some of the drafts of policy 

           15   recommendations that that group has been working 

           16   on.  And we got some confirmation from the 

           17   stakeholders that we should proceed with some 

           18   draft language for that that will ultimately morph 

           19   into recommendations in the plan.  

           20              So just in a couple sentences, that's 

           21   an overview of the workshop.  I want to talk about 

           22   two other things very quickly.  One of the other 

           23   things that we did in the workshop was invite our 

           24   colleague from CDM Smith, John Gall, to talk to 

           25   the stakeholders for about a half an hour on some 
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            1   lessons learned from Massachusetts and what we've 

            2   done regionally and statewide.  I've gotten some 

            3   good feedback on his comments, and several folks 

            4   have asked me if we could schedule some other 

            5   talks with John or some other folks.  John, 

            6   unfortunately, is no longer available.  He is 

            7   going into full retirement after this year.  But 

            8   he suggested the names of folks from regulatory 

            9   agencies in Massachusetts who would be happy to 

           10   come down and meet with this council, or during 

           11   the workshops, or schedule separate meetings, if 

           12   that would be useful, and if there are some 

           13   specific targeted topics.  So with your direction, 

           14   I will be happy to reach out to those people, if 

           15   you feel that that would be useful; if not, we can 

           16   table that, but I'll look to you for some guidance 

           17   on that.

           18              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think it would be 

           19   very useful, somebody who's gone through the 

           20   process and lessons learned.  

           21              KIRK WESTPHAL:  What I'll do is I'll 

           22   put together a list of some topics that we could 

           23   target, and suggestions of when we can integrate 

           24   that into the schedule, of workshops or public 

           25   meetings, or even planning council meetings.  
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            1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That's great.  

            2              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Kirk, is it 

            3   possible to have somebody from the regulated 

            4   community as part of that discussion?  

            5              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yes, we could do that.  

            6   We could bring -- we have a consultant who's been 

            7   part of the process.  We can bring in some 

            8   regulatory folks, and we can bring in some utility 

            9   folks or others in the regulated community who 

           10   would be happy to share some of their experiences.  

           11   Definitely.  

           12              Okay.  The last thing I wanted to do is 

           13   offer a couple of ideas.  Elaine walked through 

           14   what is a very aggressive process for reviewing 

           15   what is going to be a lengthy report in the next 

           16   two weeks.  And it's good practice for phase II.  

           17   This first phase, I think, we've gotten a feel of 

           18   how this group works, how the subcommittees work, 

           19   and in phase II it will be, I think, even more 

           20   important to be able to make decisions during the 

           21   workshops and move forward from those.  

           22              And so one question I had for the 

           23   planning council is how best you can make 

           24   decisions moving forward, and whether that is, you 

           25   know, gathering again after a workshop to debrief 
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            1   and make some decision and finalize those, so they 

            2   don't necessarily need to carry over to the next 

            3   workshop.  I'd be happy to meet with you following 

            4   workshops if you wanted to schedule separate 

            5   meetings for that, public meetings, whatever they 

            6   may be.  We'd be happy to do that, if that would 

            7   help finalize decisions.  

            8              The other thought that occurred to 

            9   me -- and we don't have to discuss this today -- 

           10   is sometimes the best information that decision 

           11   makers can get -- in this case it would be the 

           12   legislature -- is seeing both sides of a story, 

           13   all the different opinions.  And so there will be 

           14   issues that the four of you probably don't agree 

           15   on as we move forward through this plan, and I 

           16   don't want that to hold up what could be a useful 

           17   discussion with decision makers.  

           18              And so what I'll suggest is that when 

           19   we encounter that, when we encounter that 

           20   situation, take the model of the supreme court, 

           21   it's okay to issue some recommendations for the 

           22   plan that are not unanimous, and also include in 

           23   the plan the opinions of any who may not agree 

           24   with the majority.  I think that will be very 

           25   useful, if I were a decision maker.  I think it 
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            1   would be a way for us to help move forward from 

            2   certain issues that we don't have consensus on.  I 

            3   think we'll still focus on driving a consensus 

            4   wherever we possibly can, but where we can't, I 

            5   don't want to see it holding up an issue or 

            6   holding up a document.  I think at that point it 

            7   would be important to recognize that, and figure 

            8   out how we cast both opinions or all three or four 

            9   opinions to the legislature.  

           10              So I'll throw that out as just some 

           11   seeds to think about.  We don't need to 

           12   necessarily discuss that today, but I do think I 

           13   want to stress how important it will be to make 

           14   decisions, and move forward quickly and 

           15   efficiently in phase II so that by the time we do 

           16   have a plan six months from now it's broadly 

           17   acceptable.  And we can talk about that more maybe 

           18   at the next meeting after we think about that a 

           19   little bit.  

           20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Does anybody feel 

           21   like saying anything about that now?  

           22              LORI MATHIEU:  What do you suggest we 

           23   do now?  

           24              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think now let's focus 

           25   on the report.  Let's get the report done and get 
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            1   the comments in.  And maybe once we get the report 

            2   back to you after the comments have been addressed 

            3   would be a good time to try that out, to see if 

            4   you agree with the way the report is compiled and 

            5   presented and, if not, how do we move forward from 

            6   that.  Are there issues that need another opinion 

            7   put in?  Are there issues that we can resolve 

            8   through another meeting instead of waiting a month 

            9   for another council meeting?  That's probably the 

           10   best time to address that.  But I think for now 

           11   the focus is let's just get this report done and 

           12   reviewed.  And once that is, that will be the 

           13   first critical decision of this Council is are we 

           14   ready to issue this report to the public.

           15              LORI MATHIEU:  Are you suggesting that 

           16   we -- my thought is that we should talk about it 

           17   now and come up with a way of dealing with 

           18   decisions, at least start the conversation amongst 

           19   the four of us, and then decide how we're going to 

           20   plan for that.  So that when the time comes, I 

           21   don't want to have discussion then.  I'd prefer 

           22   that we have some of the discussion now.  

           23              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, I would say 

           24   that the reports come in to us and we look -- I 

           25   mean, hopefully we're going to have consensus.  
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            1   It's like when we do -- I always refer to what I 

            2   do for a living here as a docket.  Hopefully, we 

            3   have consensus on most of our dockets, but you 

            4   also might have -- you know, you might have a 

            5   minority opinion.

            6              LORI MATHIEU:  Well, you have three 

            7   commissioners, but there's four of us here.  So 

            8   what if there's a split between -- 

            9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I break the tie.

           10              LORI MATHIEU:  Oh, really.  Is that how 

           11   it goes?  

           12              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, I hope we're 

           13   not going to get to that point.  But, I mean, if 

           14   there's a tie vote, then we'd probably have to 

           15   take -- I mean, I think you're raising a good 

           16   point in terms of what the process will be.

           17              LORI MATHIEU:  Then it's a two-on-two 

           18   basketball game.  

           19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I mean, hopefully 

           20   we're going to come to consensus here but -- 

           21   Michael.

           22              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  Yes.  I mean, it's a 

           23   great thing to kind of tee up, I think.  I think 

           24   we're going to have to continue to talk about it.  

           25   I mean, the supreme court is kind of limping along 
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            1   right now with like an even number.  We're going 

            2   to do more than limp, I think.  We have the 

            3   advantage of having four people that know each 

            4   other very well and get along and that, I think, 

            5   have experience in trying to find ways to get to 

            6   yes.  There's not -- I think, it's not to diminish 

            7   the possibility that we're going to come to -- we 

            8   may come to some big issues where we're going to 

            9   have significant differences of opinion.  And, I 

           10   think, regardless of what the rules are for like 

           11   how we proceed, when we get to that point, we're 

           12   probably going to have to have another like kind 

           13   of set of discussions and sit downs to figure like 

           14   really how do we get over this hump.  Is it just 

           15   something that we need to kind of put to the side, 

           16   is it something that we need to like enable 

           17   somebody to like have dissenting views?  But I do 

           18   think it's an important thing to kind of continue 

           19   to discuss, even if we can't come to a resolution 

           20   of it, because we are going to get there at some 

           21   point, and it will be a lot easier like kind of 

           22   having this discussion as we go along to kind of 

           23   deal with that when we're actually faced with it.  

           24   But I think we all have had a lot of experience in 

           25   not always getting everything that we want in 
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            1   order to get progress, you know, made on behalf of 

            2   some of these things so -- 

            3              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  And, quite frankly, 

            4   we also have to come up a process that works 

            5   within the existing requirements for transparency, 

            6   notice, and everything else.  So I don't think I'm 

            7   really ready to delve into that discussion.  

            8   Because once we make a choice, we've got to figure 

            9   out how to make it work from a transparency and 

           10   notice standpoint as well.  So I'd like to chew on 

           11   it a little bit, personally.  

           12              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And plus, we're 

           13   going to have a document, correct me if I'm wrong, 

           14   and we're going to go out on the road with this 

           15   document.  Right?  We're going to be doing 

           16   hearings in different parts of the state.  So 

           17   we'll have some consensus going out.  But we could 

           18   very well see something out there that would make 

           19   us change it when we come back, too.  So that's 

           20   something we have to be considering as we move 

           21   along.  Now, other states aren't set up like us.  

           22   How do other states do this?  

           23              KIRK WESTPHAL:  It's different 

           24   everywhere.  Most states have committees like this 

           25   that ultimately have some approval authority.  
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            1   And, as I said, we work as hard as possible to try 

            2   to arrive at consensus.

            3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Of course.

            4              KIRK WESTPHAL:  And sometimes that 

            5   usually means toning down some language so that 

            6   everybody is comfortable with it, even if it may 

            7   not be advocating for something as strongly as 

            8   you'd like it to be individually, it's agreeable 

            9   language.  And so the goal is to have all of the 

           10   language in the report ultimately be agreeable, 

           11   even if it has some dissenting opinions or some 

           12   different perspectives in it, you all agree that 

           13   that is worthwhile to include in the report.  So 

           14   ultimately by the time the report goes out, the 

           15   goal is that all four of you agree that it's what 

           16   you want to say, you're comfortable saying it.  

           17   And that's how it works in most states when we get 

           18   to that point.

           19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  So we'll 

           20   keep on talking about what we're going to do.  

           21              LORI MATHIEU:  Absolutely.

           22              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All right.  We'll 

           23   keep on talking about this process.  

           24              KIRK WESTPHAL:  And really today I just 

           25   wanted to plant that seed as we're transitioning 
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            1   from phase I to II.  

            2              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.  

            3              KIRK WESTPHAL:  But that's enough for 

            4   me.  I want to introduce to you a long-time friend 

            5   and colleague, John Boyer, from our office in 

            6   Raleigh, North Carolina.  John has been working 

            7   with me on the South Carolina State Water Plan for 

            8   a number of years and now working with us on 

            9   leading the technical effort, which today has 

           10   largely been behind the scenes and with the 

           11   cooperation of the Science and Technical 

           12   Committee.  Virginia, I thank you for all the help 

           13   that you provided.  

           14              But John is going to show you today the 

           15   result of a lot of data gathering and data 

           16   interpretation, data synthesis, really as a short 

           17   course on how to read the report.  We're not going 

           18   to delve into too much today about what the data 

           19   mean, but we're going to talk a little bit about 

           20   how to look at the graphics in the report and 

           21   interpret them.  

           22              So with that, I'll turn it over to 

           23   John.

           24              JOHN BOYER:  Thank you, Kirk.  I'm very 

           25   happy to be here.  
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            1              As Kirk said, I'm going to talk a 

            2   little bit about what we've been doing over the 

            3   last five or six months.  We spent the first 

            4   several months collecting and compiling the data, 

            5   and doing a lot of organization and interpretation 

            6   on it.  And frankly, that's still an ongoing 

            7   process, part of the interim plan, looking for 

            8   feedback of the people that generated the data and 

            9   say did you interpret it correctly.  So you may 

           10   end up seeing some tables, or some maps where you 

           11   scratch your head and question that particular 

           12   number, perhaps a peak demand number, or a 

           13   streamflow number and say let's take another look 

           14   at this.  I fully expect we'll see that.  There 

           15   was a lot of compilation and analysis that went on 

           16   in the past couple of months.  And we're still 

           17   doing our own internal quality control and 

           18   checking, but part of that is relying on the 

           19   people that generate the data and that are more 

           20   familiar with the data.  So I really look forward 

           21   to your comments on it.  

           22              Let me frame this in three steps of how 

           23   we took the data and what we did with it, and then 

           24   give you some examples.  And I'll keep that part 

           25   very brief of how we're presenting the data in the 
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            1   report, and what you can expect to see.  And I'm 

            2   just going to show four or five maps with tables.  

            3   It's just to kind of get you familiar with it.  I 

            4   want to stress not to really focus in right now on 

            5   the numbers themselves, but how the data is 

            6   presented.  You'll have ample time and opportunity 

            7   to really delve into particular numbers in each 

            8   basin.  

            9              So the three steps we generally follow 

           10   are collect, compile and use the existing data to 

           11   develop a water inventory for each basin.  So here 

           12   we weren't just concerned about how much are we 

           13   using and potentially how much we're returning, 

           14   but what are the natural components of the water 

           15   cycle, and then what are we pulling out, what are 

           16   the instream flow demands, pretty much a 

           17   compilation of everything that's going on with 

           18   water in each basin.  And this is typically what 

           19   we do in one fashion or another for these type of 

           20   plans.  A lot of times we have computer models to 

           21   do this, and we do it in much more precision.  

           22   Other times we use this approach.  We took the 

           23   same approach for the Georgia State Water Plan in 

           24   2008 where we compared -- or developed kind of a 

           25   basic water inventory, and then started to use 
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            1   that information to narrow down problem areas.  

            2              So once we had the water inventory, 

            3   then we started -- well, then we did an estimate 

            4   for future demand, and we're using the year 2040.  

            5   So we did some predictions for demand based on 

            6   different sectors to get to 2040.  Then the third 

            7   step was to compare current and future water 

            8   demands to what we call here water availability, 

            9   but basically total amount of water in each basin.  

           10              We had a lot of discussion yesterday at 

           11   the Science and Technology Committee about 

           12   terminology.  One of the comments was can you stay 

           13   away from available water as a kind of a DPH 

           14   definition to it.  So we're going to try to focus 

           15   on total water.  We'll certainly need to explain.  

           16   And that's another point I'll get into here.  

           17   There's a lot of terminology that means different 

           18   things to different people, but the challenge of 

           19   this is trying to keep it at a level that 

           20   everybody understands.  I'll talk a little bit 

           21   about more of that on the last slide when we get 

           22   to it, but let me come back to that.  

           23              One of the maps that we presented in 

           24   the report are statewide maps like this where 

           25   we've broken everything down on a regional basin 
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            1   basis.  So we have the 44 regional basins.  And 

            2   we're doing these kind of color shading maps where 

            3   we break things down into intervals, and darker 

            4   shading typically represents perhaps an indicator 

            5   of more stress, or more water use, or higher 

            6   demand or, in some cases, more water availability.  

            7   In this instance, we're looking at current average 

            8   annual water demands.  

            9              So this was taking all of the water 

           10   demand data, compiling it by regional basin.  And 

           11   then what we've done here is we divided it by the 

           12   basin area to come up with a number in inches per 

           13   year, and that allows us to compare one basin to 

           14   another basin that are different sizes.  None of 

           15   the basins have the same size.  By normalizing it 

           16   by area, we can compare on an inches per year 

           17   basis, and we can say, all right, water demands in 

           18   this basin are 2 inches per year.  The basin 

           19   adjacent are 4 inches per year.  That in itself 

           20   may be intuitive, but it's also telling.  So this 

           21   basically just shows current average annual water 

           22   demands.  The darker ones are in the 5 to 6 inches 

           23   per year range, and the lighter ones are in the 

           24   zero to 1 inches per year range.  

           25              The next map is showing current water 
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            1   in basins.  So one way to look at this is 

            2   available water.  Not all of the water is 

            3   available, but this is kind of the natural part of 

            4   water in the basin.  So it's basically based on 

            5   total streamflow.  You take USGS flow records for 

            6   each basin, or if there's no available records in 

            7   that basin, we use a reference gauge for it, which 

            8   is representative of that basin, and we total up 

            9   water availability.  So this is part 2 of our 

           10   basic supply and demand.  This is the supply part.  

           11              In this one the darker colors represent 

           12   about 29 to 30 inches per year, and on the lighter 

           13   side it's 22 to 23 inches per year.  So that's the 

           14   natural variability that is largely driven by 

           15   participation, but also driven by other factors 

           16   which influence streamflow.  

           17              Okay.  And then we start to put those 

           18   two together and do some comparison.  So the rest 

           19   of the maps I'm going to show you are comparing 

           20   some type of demand to available water.  And we're 

           21   still looking at average annual conditions for 

           22   this comparison.  And it's comparing total current 

           23   water demand as a percent of the water in the 

           24   basin.  We've broken this out by surface water 

           25   demand on streamflow, and we've also broken it out 
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            1   on groundwater demand to an estimate of recharge.  

            2   I'm not going to show you those specific maps 

            3   right now.  We're just going to focus on this 

            4   total water demand as a percent of water in the 

            5   basin.  And once again, the darker colors 

            6   represent higher percentages; the lighter colors 

            7   represent lower percentages.  

            8              So note for most of these that very 

            9   light pink color represents less than 10 percent 

           10   demand compared to availability.  And when you get 

           11   to the darker colors, that's when you see on an 

           12   average annual condition somewhere between 10 and 

           13   20 percent.  I think the only one we have here 

           14   that's in the third interval, 20 to 30 percent, is 

           15   the Hockanum basin.  And, interestingly, actually, 

           16   that one is one we need to double check, because I 

           17   think we're doing a little bit of double counting 

           18   of demands in that basin.  Okay.  That was current 

           19   average annual demands.  

           20              We took the future demand estimates and 

           21   applied them to current availability, and this is 

           22   looking at total future water demand.  So now we 

           23   can start to see where there's potentially 

           24   additional stress in the future based on 

           25   population growth.  And the difference between 
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            1   these two maps, I think, is primarily down in the 

            2   southwest part of the state.  

            3              All right.  That was average annual 

            4   conditions.  And generally we know on an average 

            5   annual basis there's not a lot of stress.  Right.  

            6   There's enough water to suit most needs.  Maybe 

            7   there's a few isolated instances where there's 

            8   some drying up of streams, but that's largely a 

            9   reflection of times when there's high demand and 

           10   low water availability.  And that's what we're 

           11   trying to get across in this assessment here.  

           12   We're comparing current water demand as a percent 

           13   of water in the basin for what we're calling peak 

           14   summer conditions.  And here we've used the month 

           15   of July.  Now, water availability isn't always at 

           16   its lowest in July.  Sometimes it may be August.  

           17   It kind of depends.  And water demand isn't always 

           18   the most in July.  Sometimes it could be June, or 

           19   July, or August.  We've picked July as a kind of 

           20   just a general indicator month.  And we're 

           21   comparing, again, that peak use to summer 

           22   conditions.  

           23              So you can see there's potentially a 

           24   lot more indication of potential stress at this 

           25   level of comparison.  In fact, we've got a lot of 
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            1   the very darkest shade where it's 90 to 100, or 

            2   even greater than 100 percent.  So there's more 

            3   water being used than is available for that month.  

            4   And that's when storage, obviously, comes into 

            5   play.  

            6              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  John, is this the 

            7   average July, or is this the worst July?

            8              JOHN BOYER:  This is the average July, 

            9   right.  

           10              The point Virginia is raising is that 

           11   we also looked at the worst July over the past 30 

           12   years.  We didn't create a map for that, I 

           13   believe, but we have a table and we have some fact 

           14   sheets that show in extreme conditions what does 

           15   it look like.  It looks a lot worse than this, not 

           16   that this is that bad, but you would expect over 

           17   30 years there's a July where you probably didn't 

           18   get any rain, or much rain at all, and water 

           19   availability was pretty low.  And, again, that 

           20   also emphasizes the need for storage.  And I'll 

           21   come back to that too when we get to the last 

           22   slide, because the Science and Technology 

           23   Committee had some very good recommendations about 

           24   how to factor in storage.    

           25              That was current.  This is future water 
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            1   demand as a percent of water availability for, 

            2   again, the peak summer conditions.  Actually, 

            3   there's not a lot of difference between this one 

            4   and the last one, primarily because our demand 

            5   estimates for year 2040 are not that severe.  In 

            6   fact, there's some basins where demand is 

            7   calculated to be a little less, just based on 

            8   population growth or population decline.  This is 

            9   just representing future conditions.  

           10              Okay.  The data that feeds these maps 

           11   is going to be in one of the appendices, and we're 

           12   calling them basin summary sheets or -- basin 

           13   summary sheets, I guess.  There's a lot of 

           14   information on here, but what I really want to 

           15   focus on is the middle part, and just talk about 

           16   that a little bit.  

           17              At the top part, we're basically 

           18   showing where the basin is.  You get a little map.  

           19   The middle of the top part is the result of the 

           20   water inventory, so it totals up precipitation and 

           21   the natural components of the water cycle, it 

           22   totals up the withdraws.  

           23              And then when you get to the middle 

           24   part, we're providing a bar graph that shows in 

           25   blue the available water.  The top part of that is 
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            1   the average conditions.  The second set of bars is 

            2   the July conditions, so the peak summer months.  

            3   Again, the blue is the available water.  And all 

            4   the little colored bars below that are different 

            5   types of demands, and registration, and permit 

            6   amounts.  I think the example we're showing here 

            7   is the Farmington basin.  

            8              And as you look at that second bar down 

            9   in the average conditions, you see a summary of 

           10   consumptive groundwater demands in dark green.  

           11   The pink is the regulatory ecological stream 

           12   releases, so the nonconsumptive demands.  And then 

           13   you move into some gray and white, some kind of 

           14   strange pattern there.  Those are registration 

           15   amounts for groundwater and surface water, and 

           16   permit amounts for groundwater and surface water.  

           17              This is one of the handful of basins 

           18   where there is actually registered amounts that 

           19   are in exceedance of the available water, which is 

           20   reflected in that big long orange bar.  Obviously, 

           21   there are no basins where the current demands, or 

           22   the future demands, were in excess of available 

           23   water.  When you get down to the July conditions, 

           24   there were some instances of that.  

           25              The second line down under the July 
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            1   conditions where you don't see a bar at all is the 

            2   extreme summer conditions, which Virginia referred 

            3   to, and in this basin you can barely see a line 

            4   there.  Basically there's no streamflow, no 

            5   available water, which is much more severe than 

            6   the July condition you see above that.

            7              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I'll just add a couple 

            8   of things, John.  

            9              This is the Farmington basin.  And when 

           10   you look at the second blue bar there, the first 

           11   one under July, you see that, okay, throughout the 

           12   basin, using this example, there still is 

           13   sufficient water to satisfy demand, and yet we 

           14   know that some of the tributaries in that basin 

           15   have been drying up this year.  So when you look 

           16   at the extreme summer condition, as John pointed 

           17   out, that second line down where there really 

           18   isn't a blue bar, there have been periods in 

           19   history where the entire basin has really been 

           20   depleted of water, and you can see that the demand 

           21   exceeds that.  And that's an indication -- all of 

           22   these are indications of potential stress in the 

           23   future.  And where we see all of those blue bars 

           24   exceeding the green and the purple, all of the 

           25   available water exceeding the demand is an 
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            1   indication of very low stress.  But where we start 

            2   to see the demand exceeding or approaching the 

            3   amount of available water, the indication is there 

            4   could be some stress here, and we need to look at 

            5   that.  

            6              And I think that's the way we interpret 

            7   these maps.  They're indications of potential 

            8   stress.  These fact sheets then are useful in 

            9   understanding why that stress exists by breaking 

           10   down the components of available water and the 

           11   demand.  

           12              And I think one thing that is really 

           13   important is that in the maps that you'll see in 

           14   the report, these unused portions of the 

           15   registrations and permits that are showing up here 

           16   as the checker board bars, are not included in the 

           17   stress graphs.  The stress is just the actual 

           18   demand and demand projections.  Okay.  I think the 

           19   guidance that we got from the workshop is 

           20   somewhere between the end of the far right end of 

           21   those orange bars and the end of the green and 

           22   purple bars is what we need to help come up with 

           23   some guidance for.  What can we plan for as a 

           24   reasonable upper limit in each basin for projected 

           25   water use in the future.  That's somewhere between 
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            1   that mathematical addition of all of the unused 

            2   registrations that may probably in many cases 

            3   exceed available water, and the actual projected 

            4   use for that basin.  So that will be one of the 

            5   things that the plan really focuses on.  But you 

            6   can start to see how that data will become very 

            7   useful.  

            8              MARGARET MINER:  For July, are you 

            9   using either this July or last July for your 

           10   extreme July conditions?  So are you using either 

           11   this July or last July and, if not, will the plan 

           12   go up to that as you develop it?  

           13              JOHN BOYER:  We used the most extreme 

           14   July out of the prior 30 years of record up until 

           15   this summer.  So we probably didn't have a 

           16   complete record through this summer.  I don't 

           17   recall if it was actually -- some of them were 

           18   last summer or not.

           19              KIRK WESTPHAL:  We can find out for 

           20   you.  

           21              MARGARET MINER:  Thank you.  

           22              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  So John, do I 

           23   understand you that your 30-year period for the 

           24   average July went from what would be 86 to 15?  

           25              JOHN BOYER:  Yes.  In fact, that came 
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            1   up yesterday.  I meant to check on it last night.  

            2   I forgot.  But I believe when we downloaded the 

            3   USGS data, the streamflow data, we just grabbed 

            4   everything that was available through the most 

            5   recent period, but I need to double check and make 

            6   sure.  

            7              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Okay.

            8              KIRK WESTPHAL:  One of the points on 

            9   that is that we weren't trying to get the worst 

           10   case July.  Again, it's an indication that over 

           11   the last 30 years, whether it's 1980 to 2010 or 

           12   1985 to 2015, there is one month in there that's 

           13   really, really extremely stressed hydrologically, 

           14   and how do our demands compare against that month.  

           15   And so that's what we were aiming for.  We didn't 

           16   want to get too overly statistical on that.  We 

           17   just really wanted to look at a very 

           18   representative low flow condition.

           19              JOHN BOYER:  There's a number of 

           20   comparisons we could do.  And I look for your 

           21   feedback if you'd like additional comparisons.  

           22   But let me give you one example.  When we kind of 

           23   did a similar one in Georgia, we looked at a dry 

           24   year, an average year, which is what we've done 

           25   here, and a wet year.  And we based a lot of the 
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            1   decisions and a lot of the policy came out of the 

            2   dry year.  It wasn't -- well, it happened to be, I 

            3   think, 2008, which was a pretty dry year for 

            4   Georgia, or 2007, perhaps.  I forget which one.  

            5   But one thing we could do is go back over the last 

            6   30 years or so and pick a dry year, which is a 

            7   longer term period of drought compared to just the 

            8   peak high month, which is fairly extreme, and then 

            9   compare that.  It's a fairly easy assessment to do 

           10   because the streamflow records are so available.

           11              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  And you would use the 

           12   same wet, average and dry year for every basin, it 

           13   wouldn't be specific to a particular basin.  Is 

           14   that correct?

           15              JOHN BOYER:  Yes.  If we did that 

           16   approach, we would do it for every -- it wouldn't 

           17   be one for each basin.  It would be for the whole 

           18   state.  

           19              MARGARET MINER:  When you're talking 

           20   about the total water, I guess, you're using -- 

           21   you're referring to using streamflow.  Water 

           22   that's held underground, other types of storage, 

           23   but particularly natural storage -- I know this 

           24   came up, and thank you for your wonderful 

           25   presentations -- but how are you factoring that in 
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            1   when you're thinking about total water?  

            2              JOHN BOYER:  So for storage, we're 

            3   not yet we're not factoring in storage, and 

            4   certainly that's an important component.  The maps 

            5   that we didn't show for groundwater use a fairly 

            6   simplified assumption for groundwater recharge, 

            7   and we had some good discussion about this 

            8   yesterday, and at prior meetings.  We do baseflow 

            9   separations with streamflow and come up with a 

           10   very rough estimate of potential recharge.  

           11   There's a lot of different assumptions and, you 

           12   know, it varies across the state, depending on 

           13   conditions.  

           14              At this level of planning, though, we 

           15   like to keep it fairly simple and just focus on 

           16   how much water is getting back into the ground.  

           17   And we have to recognize that only a percentage of 

           18   that water is actually available.  A lot of it 

           19   doesn't fully recharge the aquifers that are being 

           20   used for supply wells, or domestic wells, and you 

           21   can't necessarily sink in a well and pull out all 

           22   the water that's in the system.  But again, we're 

           23   trying to do more of a screening level approach.  

           24              MARGARET MINER:  Screening level.

           25              JOHN BOYER:  Yes, look past some of the 
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            1   more detailed type of issues that kind of tend to 

            2   bog us down.  

            3              MARGARET MINER:  Thank you very much.

            4              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I'll just add one 

            5   thing.  John hit on a really important word that I 

            6   probably haven't emphasized enough, and that is 

            7   screening.  These graphics are to be interpreted 

            8   as screening tools to look through the state and 

            9   identify which basins may warrant certain 

           10   considerations for different types of policies, 

           11   where different types of things might be more or 

           12   less effective, where there may be opportunities 

           13   for regional collaboration, for seasonal 

           14   conservation.  That's the intent of these to 

           15   screen through.  The data sheets then supplement 

           16   the maps by providing the information, and that's 

           17   where the differentiation between surface water 

           18   and groundwater is helpful because we'll 

           19   understand, to some degree, planning level degree, 

           20   whether we should be focused more on groundwater, 

           21   surface water of particular basins.  

           22              So again, it's an important word that 

           23   you hit on, John.  And as you look at these maps, 

           24   look at them from the point of view of screening.  

           25   And what we'll proceed then in phase II is now 
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            1   we'll add some information about storage we should 

            2   talk about.  We'll add some information about what 

            3   might happen with different policies, and how does 

            4   that change the maps.  They'll become very 

            5   familiar to you.

            6              JOHN BOYER:  So Kirk just touched on 

            7   one of the pieces of really good feedback we got 

            8   yesterday from the Science and Technology 

            9   Committee, and that's what I want to wrap this up 

           10   with.  

           11              There was a comment about how does 

           12   storage come into this, and what can we do to 

           13   understand the importance of storage.  And there 

           14   was a suggestion, well, why don't you go in and 

           15   tally up the total amount of storage in each 

           16   basin, basically tally up the reservoir storage, 

           17   and summarize that on a million gallon per square 

           18   mile basis.  We could even take that a step 

           19   further and say, I compared to current demands or 

           20   future demands and then how many days of storage 

           21   does that provide.  And we can certainly map that.  

           22   We can map everything that we nail down to a 

           23   regional base and level.  So I think that's 

           24   something we'll attempt to do, probably not fit it 

           25   in this week, but as the draft evolves into a 
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            1   final plan, we'll incorporate that in.  

            2              Another thing we heard back from the 

            3   committee yesterday was provide some guidance for 

            4   understanding and interpreting the fact sheets.  

            5   There's a lot of numbers on those fact sheets, and 

            6   there was a lot of questions about how was this 

            7   calculated, and what does this represent.  And we 

            8   talked a lot about the terminology to use.  So we 

            9   did get some very good feedback on what we think 

           10   is going to be appropriate terminology, and we 

           11   decided to create kind of a user's guide for the 

           12   fact sheets.  

           13              So it will accompany the fact sheets in 

           14   the appendix, and it will basically be a user's 

           15   guide that says, okay, this section shows this 

           16   type of data, here's how it's calculated, here are 

           17   the assumptions behind this, and it gives them 

           18   information.  It's still going to be written at a 

           19   level that the general kind of informed public 

           20   would understand, but without it I think people 

           21   will be scratching their heads wondering what's 

           22   this number really mean.  So hopefully that will 

           23   be very useful, at least to supplement those basin 

           24   summary sheets.  And then I touched on the third 

           25   one, terminology adjustments, to make sure we're 
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            1   using consistent and appropriate terminology.  

            2   That's all I had to cover.  

            3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Do you have a 

            4   question?  

            5              LORI MATHIEU:  I do.  I think I 

            6   promised I wouldn't ask any detailed questions, 

            7   but I will.  How did you come up with future 

            8   conditions, and future total demand, just in 

            9   general?  

           10              JOHN BOYER:  So future -- well, our 

           11   future conditions is future demand, basically.  So 

           12   we picked year 2040 as the future year.  We used 

           13   the state data center, town-based population 

           14   estimates.  Those were then disaggregated to a 

           15   utility level basically.  So MMI helped us, in 

           16   fact, did that part of the analysis where we took 

           17   the town-based populations and applied them to the 

           18   utilities at the utility level.  Then we could 

           19   easily apply them to the each regional basin.  So 

           20   we did not increase per capita demand.  So what we 

           21   increased was population, or in some instances we 

           22   decreased population, but we made the assumption 

           23   that on a per capita basis we're going to be using 

           24   the same amount of water in the future in year 

           25   2040 as we are using today.  That may be an overly 
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            1   conservative assumption, because typically per 

            2   capita rates have been declining, but we didn't 

            3   feel like that was -- we felt that was a fair kind 

            4   of conservative approach to take.  

            5              For smaller systems, if it was a system 

            6   that served -- well, if it was a larger small 

            7   community water system, we tried to apply a 

            8   similar growth projection as was determined for 

            9   the other utilities in that basin.  We didn't 

           10   necessarily have specific growth projections for 

           11   those, so we used as a surrogate the growth in 

           12   that regional basin.  For very small systems we 

           13   decided to keep those flat.  Those were typically 

           14   retirement homes, or systems that are already 

           15   built out, they're not expanding.  We didn't 

           16   really see a reason to expand those out.

           17              KIRK WESTPHAL:  We also included in the 

           18   future conditions the nonconsumptive demand based 

           19   on the state's guidance for ecological stream 

           20   releases.  That was a topic of conversation to 

           21   recognize that that's not the only ecological need 

           22   in the basin, but it is a regulatory requirement, 

           23   so we included that in the future condition as 

           24   well as a documented water need.  

           25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any other 
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            1   questions?  

            2              (No response.)

            3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  To be continued.  

            4   Thank you very much.  Appreciate your presentation 

            5   this afternoon.  

            6              JOHN BOYER:  Thank you.

            7              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Next, we're going 

            8   to have an update from Lenard Engineering on the 

            9   environmental study regarding a change in land use 

           10   of New Britain Water Company land.

           11              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Jack, may I ask a 

           12   quick question, and that is the status of the 

           13   white paper number 4, which you folks were 

           14   reviewing.  I'm just sort of thinking if they're 

           15   going to be summarizing that in a report that 

           16   they're producing this week, it's going to be a 

           17   bit tough.  What's the status of that?  

           18              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We're still 

           19   reviewing it.  

           20              LORI MATHIEU:  We're still reviewing 

           21   it.

           22              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Do you have an 

           23   estimated time frame in which you could complete 

           24   that review?

           25              LORI MATHIEU:  No.  
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            1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Good afternoon.  

            2   Introduce yourself.  

            3              JAMES ERICSON:  Good afternoon, ladies 

            4   and gentlemen.  My name is James Ericson.  I'm a 

            5   licensed professional engineer, and vice president 

            6   of Lenard Engineering.  With me today is Ray 

            7   Esponda, the superintendent of water quality for 

            8   the City of New Britain.  Previously we had Gil 

            9   Bligh, the director of water, who recently 

           10   retired.  So Ray will be our technical contact for 

           11   the city, along with the mayor's office.  

           12              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Good afternoon.  

           13   Thanks for being here.

           14              JAMES ERICSON:  Thank you for inviting 

           15   us.  It's a pleasure to be here, as always.  

           16              What I'd like to do is summarize our 

           17   monthly report, dated November 30, 2016.  I 

           18   believe it was sent in by the mayor's office to 

           19   this Commission.  And rather than going through 

           20   point by point, I can give you a summary of that.  

           21   And any questions that come up, I'd be glad to 

           22   answer that.  

           23              Since the last time we met with the 

           24   Water Planning Council, we've attended several 

           25   meetings with the council on environmental 
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            1   quality.  We had great cooperation, great 

            2   feedback, give and take, between members of the 

            3   committee, the general public, and the city, and 

            4   we were able to address and add many items to our 

            5   scope of services, which I believe they agreed was 

            6   a more significant scope in which they signed off 

            7   on in their meeting on October 19, 2016.  

            8              Probably the most significant thing 

            9   added to it was going from a two-season study to a 

           10   four-season study of environmental impacts of the 

           11   proposed reservoir and the quarry that is to be 

           12   constructed to create that reservoir.  

           13              So we're moving forward with a much 

           14   enhanced scope of study, which will be completed 

           15   in the summer of 2017.  Because of the give and 

           16   take with the CEQ, ourselves and our 

           17   subconsultants were sort of put on hold for a 

           18   couple months until the final scope was ironed 

           19   out.  We are moving forward now and anticipate, 

           20   once again, in summer '17 to have a final report.  

           21              Major steps that we've completed.  Most 

           22   of the property mapping and topographic mapping 

           23   have been completed.  Our wetland scientist has 

           24   delineated wetlands, and those are mapped on our 

           25   property.  We've also mapped the class 1, 2, and 3 




                                      59                         

�


                                                                 


            1   water company land on the City of New Britain 

            2   parcel.  

            3              We had a meeting and attended a meeting 

            4   with Virginia and Bob Moore of the Science and 

            5   Technology Subcommittee regarding Copper Mine 

            6   Brook and low flows and what could be done to 

            7   manage that in a better way.  At that meeting were 

            8   representatives of the City of New Britain, 

            9   Bristol Water Department and the MDC.  It was a 

           10   nice round table discussion of what are the 

           11   conditions now, what could have been done a little 

           12   differently to manage the water better.  And it's 

           13   an important part of our study on this new 

           14   reservoir how to incorporate those thoughts into 

           15   making a better result.  

           16              As far as safe yield analysis, we're 

           17   progressing well on that.  We're looking at 

           18   reservoir volumes between 2 and 4 billion gallons, 

           19   billion with a "B."  And that will be very nice to 

           20   have in these days of drought added to the City of 

           21   New Britain system.  

           22              As far as our geologist, 

           23   hydrogeologist, Leggette Brashears & Graham, 

           24   they've completed the private well inventories 

           25   around the areas.  Most of the wells are -- most 
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            1   of the areas around the parcels are served by 

            2   Plainville Water.  And if there's private wells 

            3   available, there's a water main going by, 

            4   identified private well.  So the private wells 

            5   have been inventoried.  They've also installed 

            6   wetland piezometers on the New Britain parcel, and 

            7   have been monitoring them throughout the winter 

            8   and spring to determine the impacts of the 

            9   groundwater and seasonally what impact of our 

           10   activity would have on that.  

           11              Tighe & Bond is doing our drinking 

           12   water quality evaluation.  They've begun that 

           13   work.  One item that the CEQ asked for was impacts 

           14   on air quality and noise impacts, and Tighe & Bond 

           15   has expertise in that, and they are conducting 

           16   that work for us as well.  

           17              So that's a snapshot of what we're 

           18   doing.  We're about 40 percent along with our 

           19   work.  Once again, we'll be working through the 

           20   winter, but a large part of the work and the 

           21   analysis will be done in the spring and summer 

           22   once our ecological firm does work during those 

           23   critical periods of time.  

           24              That's a brief summary.  I'd be glad to 

           25   answer any questions.  
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            1              LORI MATHIEU:  You said you calculated 

            2   a percentage of class 1 and 2 lands?  

            3              JAMES ERICSON:  Yes.

            4              LORI MATHIEU:  Could you tell us how 

            5   many acres are class 1 versus class 2, of the 130 

            6   acres?  

            7              JAMES ERICSON:  I don't have those 

            8   exact numbers with me, but I could provide those 

            9   to the Council.

           10              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  What would you 

           11   say it is, just off the top of your head, 20 

           12   percent, 30 percent, class 1?  

           13              JAMES ERICSON:  Well, it's 130-acre 

           14   parcel.  I would say it's probably less than 10 

           15   acres of class 1, and a very small amount of class 

           16   3, with the balance being class 2.  

           17              LORI MATHIEU:  The CEQ meeting minutes 

           18   from the October meeting, could you supply them to 

           19   this Committee?  

           20              JAMES ERICSON:  We will.  I believe 

           21   they may have done that already, but I can submit 

           22   a copy of what I have to the Committee.

           23              LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.

           24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Mr. Neeley, don't 

           25   you have those minutes?  
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            1              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  Yes, they should be 

            2   posted on our Web site.  

            3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think we have 

            4   them posted right on our -- 

            5              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  We have a new 

            6   reservoir docket.  

            7              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.  

            8              Anything further?  

            9              (No response.)

           10              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you, 

           11   gentlemen.  Appreciate it.

           12              JAMES ERICSON:  Thank you very much.  

           13   Everyone have a merry Christmas and happy 

           14   holidays.

           15              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Same to you.  Thank 

           16   you for being here.  

           17              The next item is the proposed schedule 

           18   of meetings for 2017.  We have a schedule attached 

           19   that we submit to the Secretary of State.  

           20              Has everybody had a chance to review?  

           21              Can I have a motion to accept that?  

           22              LORI MATHIEU:  July 5th might be 

           23   suspect.  

           24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  July 5th may be 

           25   suspect.  Okay.  Well, this is, again, a proposed 
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            1   schedule.  I'm sure throughout the year we'll be 

            2   making changes.  

            3              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  I'm just telling 

            4   you I won't be here in July.  You're going to miss 

            5   me.  

            6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No.  We'll change 

            7   the date, but this is the one we'd like to submit 

            8   to begin with.

            9              LORI MATHIEU:  That's fine.

           10              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  So any -- do 

           11   we need a formal motion?  

           12              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  So moved.

           13              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Second, Michael.  

           14              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  Yes.  

           15              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All those in favor, 

           16   signify by saying aye.  

           17              THE COUNCIL:  Aye.  

           18              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Duly noted at this 

           19   point -- 

           20              LORI MATHIEU:  I object to July 5th.

           21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, to July 5th.  

           22   Yes.

           23              Okay.  Water Planning Council Advisory 

           24   Group, do we have an update?  We have the two 

           25   co-chairs with us on opposite sides of the room 
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            1   this afternoon.

            2              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  That's not 

            3   significant.  

            4              MARGARET MINER:  We had a very sad 

            5   meeting because Maureen wasn't there and we had no 

            6   cookies.  She usually brings the cake and cookies.  

            7              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  And it was Gil's last 

            8   day.  

            9              MARGARET MINER:  And it was Gil Bligh's 

           10   last day.  So we will miss him.  

           11              The main topics of discussion were 

           12   local implementation and how that's going to work 

           13   out.  And Denise Savageau actually led that 

           14   discussion from a municipal point of view.  She 

           15   was there.  And we had, of course, an update from 

           16   Kirk on the water plan, which took part of it.  

           17   And from that came out questions about municipal 

           18   implementation.  And I think you are all generally 

           19   familiar with the problems of water planning and 

           20   responses to drought at the municipal level.  

           21              So that was an issue that we raised.  

           22   And since the water planning group is supposed to 

           23   take a special role in that function, we were 

           24   trying to sort out what really would be involved, 

           25   what the support would be, and how we would do it.  
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            1              So another important part of the 

            2   conversation was that almost everyone in the group 

            3   felt that the report did not give enough weight 

            4   and emphasis to land conservation in terms of 

            5   protecting water quantity and quality, and we 

            6   thought that perhaps there really needed to be a 

            7   special section on how land does protect our state 

            8   waters.  

            9              And I think, Kirk, you took that under 

           10   advisement and will be looking at that.  

           11              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yes.  

           12              MARGARET MINER:  The last thing in my 

           13   notes here, which I gathered from people here, the 

           14   sound system is really difficult when you're 

           15   having a meeting with telephone participation.  It 

           16   seems to be working well today, but we had calls 

           17   dropped, calls popping up, strange static.  And 

           18   I'm not sure if there's anything that can be done, 

           19   but, you know, it's good to have call-in 

           20   possibilities, if only to save all that gasoline, 

           21   but also it just seemed -- so I think we'll try 

           22   next time to sort of get -- be sure the system is 

           23   working ahead of time.  

           24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I believe Len 

           25   DeJong actually voiced his concern.  
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            1              MARGARET MINER:  Yes, Len did speak up.  

            2              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, he did.  And 

            3   Mr. Neeley, hasn't the situation been looked into 

            4   and rectified, I believe?  

            5              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  Yes.  

            6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think, as you can 

            7   see, things are much better today.  

            8              MARGARET MINER:  They're fantastic 

            9   today.  

           10              A VOICE:  Thank you, Margaret.

           11              GAIL LUCCHINA:  I think it was only 

           12   happening in hearing room 2, right?  

           13              MARGARET MINER:  Only in the other 

           14   hearing room, perhaps.

           15              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.

           16              MARGARET MINER:  So that -- 

           17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We want to make you 

           18   comfortable when you're here, Margaret.  We'll try 

           19   to make sure that happens, even if I have to bring 

           20   cookies down too, we'll do that.  

           21              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  I try to get a 

           22   quorum.  It's what works.

           23              MARGARET MINER:  So I think that 

           24   basically was the substance of the meeting.  

           25   Virginia was there.  Other people here were there.  
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            1              Does anybody want to add anything?  

            2              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Can I just add more 

            3   administratively that with Gil's retirement, and 

            4   we actually already had Bob Silvestri's retirement 

            5   at the prior meeting, so we do have two vacancies 

            6   we have to fill.  So do you want us to solicit 

            7   recommendations to have them send a letter to you 

            8   to request it?  

            9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That would be 

           10   great.

           11              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  Because Bob 

           12   did recommend somebody for his seat.  We just have 

           13   not forwarded that, I don't believe.  And then Gil 

           14   we'll have to figure out.

           15              MARGARET MINER:  Correct.  Thank you.  

           16              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Anything 

           17   further?  

           18              (No response.)

           19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And under drought 

           20   report, I just want to -- Mr. Neeley, in terms of 

           21   the drought report, did we not put something on 

           22   our Web site soliciting comments?  

           23              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  Yes.  We posted the 

           24   draft drought report and a notice for written 

           25   comments on October 16, and comments are due by 
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            1   December 16.  To date, I've had a couple of 

            2   inquiries, but no comments.  The notice went out 

            3   to sort of Tyra's global Water Planning Council 

            4   e-mail which numbers several hundred people.  It 

            5   went to the Connecticut Conference of 

            6   Municipalities, the Council of Small Towns, the 70 

            7   health districts, the CDQ, the water industry 

            8   folks, the Connecticut Rivers Alliance, State Fire 

            9   Marshal's Office, Council of Governments, and the 

           10   Connecticut Farm Bureau.  So it got very, very 

           11   wide distribution, but to date no comments.  But 

           12   I've heard that some people expect to file 

           13   comments by the 16th.

           14              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  I'm recognizing that 

           15   most people leave things to the last minute.  A 

           16   reminder might be in order.

           17              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  One went out today.  

           18              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Oh, it went out 

           19   today.  

           20              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  It went out today.

           21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you, Mr. 

           22   Neeley.  

           23              So we have comments coming in, and then 

           24   we will act on it at probably the next regularly 

           25   scheduled Water Planning Council, which will be 
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            1   actually February.  

            2              LORI MATHIEU:  I had a question on 

            3   that.  Actually the comments, what's the role of 

            4   the interagency drought committee versus anything 

            5   else?  

            6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  David.

            7              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Well, I would think 

            8   that they would be commenting as well, or the 

            9   individual members would be.

           10              LORI MATHIEU:  And once the comments 

           11   are gathered, what would be the next step?  

           12              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would think that 

           13   the comments will go to the interagency drought 

           14   group, and then they will make a recommendation, I 

           15   believe, to the Water Planning Council for action.

           16              LORI MATHIEU:  Sure.  

           17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think that will 

           18   be the process.

           19              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Clarification.  The 

           20   interagency drought work group that makes the 

           21   recommendations on whether droughts are to be 

           22   announced is not the same as the work group -- the 

           23   advisory work group that created the report.  

           24   Which of those two committees were you intending 

           25   to refer to in your last statement?  
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            1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, I can imagine 

            2   both will take a look at it.

            3              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Okay.

            4              LORI MATHIEU:  I'm referencing the six 

            5   state agencies that are responsible for the plan.  

            6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.  

            7              LORI MATHIEU:  Under Dave LeVasseur's 

            8   direction.

            9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, Dave's 

           10   chairmanship.

           11              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Does it make sense 

           12   since that advisory group put it together to at 

           13   least react to the comments before it goes to the 

           14   interagency group so that if there was specific 

           15   things recommended to be changed that they had -- 

           16              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We can do that.  

           17              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  -- strong footing 

           18   for or something?  I wasn't on it, but there may 

           19   be strong opinion why some things need to be in 

           20   there or not.

           21              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  I would anticipate 

           22   that the interagency drought work group is going 

           23   to have our own comments we're going to want to 

           24   submit by the 16th.  

           25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  All the more 
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            1   reason then for it to go back.  

            2              LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  

            3              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Exactly.  

            4              LORI MATHIEU:  Exactly.  So one comment 

            5   I want to make.  And I know there's a number of 

            6   utilities in the room.  I think one thing 

            7   utilities should pay close attention to, which I 

            8   think is a huge disconnect that's kind of playing 

            9   out right now, is the disconnect between the 

           10   individual water conservation plans, drought 

           11   trigger plans within individual water supply plans 

           12   versus the state's plans and actions.  And I think 

           13   that is a very confusing issue right now that's 

           14   playing out.  The Governor calls for 15 percent, 

           15   the utility calls for 20 percent, a town calls for 

           16   10.  What is a citizen to do?  And how is that to 

           17   play out?  I think that's very confusing.  

           18              And I think that's something that we're 

           19   certainly going to comment on.  And I think there 

           20   should be much more structure and interconnect 

           21   between all of those individual water supply plans 

           22   versus our interagency responsibilities and then 

           23   what we propose to tell -- have the Governor move 

           24   forward with so that we're all consistent, as much 

           25   as you can be.
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            1              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  

            2              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  And one of the things 

            3   that I was concerned about -- and I went to a 

            4   conference in Massachusetts in October.  And the 

            5   trend among the six New England states, plus New 

            6   York, is they've experienced the same thing that 

            7   we have over the terminology of the various 

            8   stages.  And of course that becomes even more 

            9   complicated because of the drought monitor.  And 

           10   what we learned was that New Hampshire has thrown 

           11   out the stages they have, and they're utilizing 

           12   the terms that the drought monitor uses.  So that 

           13   there's a consistency, at least, between their 

           14   plan and what's being put out every week by the 

           15   drought monitor, which could end up eliminating a 

           16   lot of the confusion among the public and, quite 

           17   frankly, even meteorologists.  Because I heard one 

           18   this week saying that despite the rain -- I 

           19   couldn't believe I heard this from a meteorologist 

           20   on TV -- in one breath he said despite the rain, 

           21   we're still in a drought watch and drought 

           22   advisory, depending upon where you are in the 

           23   state, but it's okay to go wash your cars.  

           24              So clearly we still have communications 

           25   issues with folks out there.  And anything we can 
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            1   do to streamline or simplify the terminology, I 

            2   think would be helpful as well.  

            3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.  

            4              Any comments on the drought?  

            5              (No response.)

            6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  David, do you have 

            7   an update on the state bond funds?  

            8              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Yes.  The bond funds 

            9   have been set up as a fund.  We have finalized our 

           10   phase 2 MOU with NEIWPCC.  That's been fully 

           11   executed.  And I received in yesterday's mail the 

           12   invoice that we require from NEIWPCC, and that's 

           13   already become processed by the business office.  

           14   So hopefully those funds will be going out the 

           15   door to NEIWPCC within the next few days or week, 

           16   at the most.  

           17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.  

           18              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  That should mean we 

           19   shouldn't have any slowdown in the process of 

           20   putting together the plan between phases 1 and 2.

           21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Excellent.  Thank 

           22   you.  

           23              Under old business, streamflow, 

           24   Michael.  

           25              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  I don't have 
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            1   anything to report, Jack.

            2              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  WUCC update.  

            3              LORI MATHIEU:  So the next round of 

            4   WUCC meetings are coming up next week.  The final 

            5   assessments will be voted on, I believe, on all 

            6   three WUCCs.  I'm looking for Dave Murphy.  Yes?  

            7   All right.  That's good.  Okay.  

            8              And then the preliminary exclusive 

            9   service area boundaries process is moving forward.  

           10   We held a webinar last week to focus in on 

           11   municipal participation in the ESA process.  We 

           12   received a lot of good questions and continue to 

           13   have a lot of questions from municipalities in the 

           14   northwest and the northeast area of the state.  So 

           15   a lot of our rural towns are quite confused, 

           16   concerned with the claims that they're seeing, and 

           17   that we are fully engaging with them in 

           18   discussions, which is a good thing.  So towns have 

           19   to pay close attention to the claims, especially 

           20   in the more rural areas.  

           21              So we've had a lot of concerns.  We've 

           22   held our webinar.  The ESA process continues on, 

           23   and will continue with a preliminary ESA document 

           24   due in April.  Right?  Right again.  Good.  

           25              The final exclusive service area 
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            1   boundaries document is due to the health 

            2   department at the end of June, the end of June of 

            3   next year.  So it's a long process.  And any 

            4   municipality that has a question about any of 

            5   this, please direct that to our agency or to MMI 

            6   or any of the co-chairs.  

            7              So, Dave, I know you're in the 

            8   audience.  Anything to add about the WUCC?  

            9              DAVID MURPHY:  No, just that for the 

           10   central and west regions preliminary ESA claim 

           11   forms are due.  The meeting is next week.  All 

           12   three regions are going to be accepting 

           13   clarifications and more information going forward.  

           14              LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.  

           15              Dave Radka, anything to add, as one of 

           16   the co-chairs?  

           17              DAVID RADKA:  No.  

           18              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  Excellent.  

           19   That's it.  

           20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very 

           21   much.  

           22              Any public comment this afternoon?  

           23              Yes, sir.  Please identify yourself.  

           24              RICHARD JUDD:  I'm Dr. Richard L. Judd.  

           25   I'm a member of the POWCT, which is to protect our 
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            1   watershed.  And I thank you for taking time and to 

            2   be here again.  

            3              A couple things I hope you'll pay 

            4   attention to, as Lenard continues its study to 

            5   complete in July of this summer sometime.  I'm 

            6   very impressed with the study that the companies 

            7   have shown us today.  I hope some of those 

            8   predictive models that were done by Smith and 

            9   Milone MacBroom will also feed into our study, but 

           10   there are several things that I'm still worried 

           11   about.  

           12              I have not seen yet, and I think you 

           13   have not seen yet -- you've all commented on 

           14   this -- the predictive models which will be based 

           15   on some empirical and theoretical evidence with 

           16   respect to what will happen when the watershed -- 

           17   if the watershed is ever destroyed.  This applies 

           18   to both the ecosystem, and it applies both to the 

           19   species that are there, what will the dispersal of 

           20   those species be when the watershed is destroyed, 

           21   and what will be the population dynamics when and 

           22   if the shed is destroyed to those species.  So 

           23   overall looking at the environment that will occur 

           24   at the time, I'm really worried about that.  

           25              The second thing I'm worried about is 
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            1   the geophysical studies that I think need to be 

            2   done to show what will happen as more bedrock is 

            3   destroyed by blasting.  And as you're all aware, 

            4   when blasting occurs, there are a number of 

            5   chemicals that seep into the watershed into the 

            6   area, and these conventional techniques, when 

            7   rocks are fractured, will concentrate many of the 

            8   dissolved constituents of the blasting materials 

            9   such as chlorides, florines, bromides and 

           10   sulphides, and I think we need to see some 

           11   evidence as to what will happen if this occurs.  

           12   In fact, I'm sure that Lenard and Tilcon can tell 

           13   you what's happening currently in the blasting 

           14   that they're doing now with regard to those 

           15   physical studies.  

           16              So I'm very worried as a public citizen 

           17   as to what will happen when that goes on, and I 

           18   hope you'll pay good attention to that when the 

           19   time comes for it to be seen.  

           20              Seasons best.  Thank you.  

           21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very 

           22   much, Doctor.  

           23              Yes.  

           24              PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Good afternoon again -- 

           25   Paul Zagorsky -- members of the Council.  
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            1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Good afternoon.  

            2              PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Thank you for allowing 

            3   me to be here and speak this afternoon.  I guess 

            4   my concerns are we're receiving updates on a 

            5   monthly basis from Lenard, and I guess my concern 

            6   is the direction that they're going into.  Their 

            7   initial study proposal had no environmental 

            8   component whatsoever.  It was just a feasibility 

            9   desktop study.  They even stated there is no 

           10   detailed ecological inventories and studies are 

           11   included.  Then they did a revised draft which was 

           12   submitted on September 7th.  And as Mr. Ericson 

           13   has stated, essentially the proposal was put on 

           14   hold pending a meeting with the CEQ.  When the CEQ 

           15   did meet on this, they discussed it in detail on 

           16   October 19th.  The minutes are on your docket.  I 

           17   appreciate that.  All the information has been 

           18   kept on the docket.  

           19              And they talked about it, and they 

           20   still continue to talk about it being a 

           21   four-season study, but in their October 28th 

           22   letter -- and I said the parameters of this study 

           23   were essentially hashed out on October 19th.  

           24   Well, they write a letter to the WPC on October 

           25   28th saying environmental planning services has 
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            1   conducted both office and field studies on 

            2   wetlands, wildlife, forestry, and related work.  

            3   And they have completed their summer and fall 

            4   field evaluations for wetlands, mammals, birds, 

            5   and reptiles.  

            6              Now, this was sent on October 28th.  

            7   The parameters of the study were sent on October 

            8   19th, and that just, to me, is a glaring concern.  

            9   Because that means that the winter and spring 

           10   study will be done on March 30th.  I mean, that's 

           11   the way -- they essentially did two seasons in 

           12   five or six weeks.  

           13              And also looking at the directions, I 

           14   know what they're saying.  I know what the WPC is 

           15   saying is this study is environmental.  It's not a 

           16   mining study.  The CEQ says the same thing.  But 

           17   this is a quote taken from Jim Ericson on November 

           18   13th, less than a month ago, and 2016.  And these 

           19   are his words verbatim.  "The mining operation 

           20   would temporarily disturb 9 acres of class I 

           21   watershed for 20 to 40 years while rock is being 

           22   removed to create the reservoir.  At the end of 

           23   the project, the class I land will be under 

           24   water."  

           25              And then as to his goals, he said, "My 




                                      80                         

�


                                                                 


            1   goal is to maximize the safe yield from a new 

            2   reservoir to serve the city while balancing the 

            3   environmental and ecological impacts."  

            4              Now, in no way do those comments 

            5   comport with Public Act 16-61, which says this is 

            6   to be an environmental study of a specific 

            7   watershed property.  I mean, they're just saying 

            8   -- he talks about getting a better result.  The 

            9   result is we're going to build a quarry.  

           10              And in terms of, you know, he's talked 

           11   about -- they were talking about adding -- the 

           12   potential quarry were to add billions of gallons 

           13   of water a day.  And they did this study.  I have 

           14   Lenard's October 15, 2007 impact to proposed 

           15   Tilcon quarry reservoir on system safe yield.  And 

           16   the safe yield that they project is 160,000 

           17   gallons a day.  And in this proposal, they talked 

           18   about -- they obtain significant data for mild 

           19   input from Tilcon's engineering consultant, which 

           20   is consistent with what they're doing ten years 

           21   later.  However, they talk about since the 

           22   majority of both the existing and proposed quarry 

           23   operations are within the Shuttle Meadow reservoir 

           24   public water supply watershed, creation of a 

           25   larger quarry operation and the dewatering 
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            1   necessary will decrease the natural drainage area 

            2   that we are draining towards the West Canal.  

            3              And they did detailed analysis of what 

            4   it would be like after ten years of quarrying in 

            5   this watershed property, 20 years of quarrying, 30 

            6   years of quarrying, 40 years and 50 years of 

            7   quarrying.  The loss per day would range from 

            8   anywhere in the first 10 years is 60,000 to 70,000 

            9   gallons a day, which would be lost from draining 

           10   into the West Canal, which in turn drains into 

           11   Shuttle Meadow reservoir.  After 50 years, it 

           12   would be 160,000 gallons a day.  

           13              They also state that after 50 years it 

           14   would take a minimum of 10 years to fill it, and 

           15   it would only be filled to 75 percent capacity.  

           16   Using those calculations of 60,000 gallons a day 

           17   for 365 days for 60 years, that's 1.3 billion 

           18   gallons lost.  If you use the 160,000, that's 

           19   almost 3 and a half billion gallons of water lost.  

           20   And that is never to be reclaimed because the 

           21   amount of water lost, which is the 160,000 gallons 

           22   a day, would only equal what they're actually 

           23   gaining.  

           24              So when they talk about we're looking 

           25   at the safe yield, they're talking about flood 
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            1   skimming, which if they use that model, they're 

            2   talking about when we have excess water and an 

            3   abundance of water, the source that they would 

            4   actually try to fill that with has been bone dry 

            5   for well over a year.  

            6              And the problem that I have on this 

            7   from day one is every single meeting with respect 

            8   to this is being dealt with and controlled by 

            9   Tilcon.  The kick-off meeting for this event, 

           10   which all the engineering companies came to, which 

           11   Tilcon's lobbyists went to, Tilcon's public 

           12   relations people went to, was at Tilcon.  And it 

           13   was titled a Tilcon quarry meeting.  I mean, 

           14   there's correspondence going back between them 

           15   where Jim Ericson says -- this is to Tilcon -- I'm 

           16   looking forward so much to working with you and 

           17   Tilcon on this project.  

           18              Now, as I said, if you're going in the 

           19   wrong direction, they know it.  You've explained 

           20   it to them, the CEQ has explained it to them, and 

           21   they haven't switched direction.  I mean, they're 

           22   still doing the same thing.  I mean, just three 

           23   weeks ago they're telling them my goal is to just 

           24   minimize the environmental impact on this.  

           25              And, as I said, to me nothing has 
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            1   changed.  And I'm involved with Protect our 

            2   Watershed CT, and we are going to formally 

            3   request -- we will cc WPC and the CEQ on this -- 

            4   is this is a public resource.  We are going to be 

            5   asking the city that the public be allowed 

            6   reasonable access so that the public can observe, 

            7   analyze, and study the affected watershed 

            8   property.  There's a number of people who are 

            9   botanists, biologists, geologists, hydrologists 

           10   who have Ph.Ds who are willing to work on this, 

           11   and I think that access should be granted.  It's 

           12   not up to you to require that, but I just wanted 

           13   to put that out that that's something that we 

           14   intend to ask on that.  

           15              I know I often say the same thing over 

           16   and over again, but I appreciate your time and 

           17   letting me be heard today.  Thank you very much.  

           18   And everybody have a good holiday.

           19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You too, counselor.  

           20   Thank you.

           21              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Hello.  I'm Susan 

           22   Brudny, 292 Linwood Street.  Thank you for letting 

           23   me speak.  

           24              I absolutely agree with Mr. Zagorsky.  

           25   It's still going in the same direction.  You still 
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            1   have the fox watching the henhouse.  I don't 

            2   understand why they did not use this year's July 

            3   or August.  They certainly must have access to 

            4   that information.  They were the worst months.  In 

            5   fact, this drought started in May, but I think the 

            6   closer to where we are now, the date would be more 

            7   valuable information.  In fact, why can't we go 

            8   right up until November?  You know, we have 

            9   computers.  They have access to all this other 

           10   information.  Why not access something more 

           11   recent?  We know they have access.  This is pretty 

           12   transparent.  

           13              The other thing is the charts that were 

           14   put up -- was it that company from Ireland, CDM 

           15   Smith -- these charts are -- and they're going 

           16   back 30 years.  Why wouldn't you pick the most 

           17   recent summer and not go somewhere in the middle 

           18   to determine the average, you know.  I mean, 

           19   again, that doesn't make any sense at all.  It's 

           20   blatantly obvious.  It's more reason not to sell 

           21   this property, once again.  

           22              Again, which Lori Mathieu had brought 

           23   up, these charts that seem to show the future and 

           24   pink being the least amount of land -- I mean, 

           25   square acreage of the state, being we need the 
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            1   least amount of water, well, how are you 

            2   determining that in 2040?  Do they have a crystal 

            3   ball they're looking into?  I mean, we have global 

            4   climate change going on here.  We're already in 

            5   drought.  So how the hell do you know -- excuse 

            6   me -- how much it's going to rain?  And the way 

            7   it's been going from global climate change 

            8   studies, it seems like we're going to be getting 

            9   warmer weather during our winters and our summers 

           10   and less rain.  So these, again, 98.8 percent 

           11   scientists are saying this is going to happen.  

           12   I'm not a scientist, so I don't claim to be an 

           13   expert, but I know there's people here in this 

           14   room that are.  

           15              Also, I also agree with what Paul is 

           16   saying to let these people that are experts to be 

           17   able to come in and to give their input.  They're 

           18   willing to do it for free.  If this study is 

           19   costing the City of New Britain $333,000 so far, 

           20   that's a third of a million dollars of our tax 

           21   money that could be used to give us a reduction in 

           22   our taxes.  If we have to go to MDC to buy water, 

           23   seriously, I mean, that's just absolutely 

           24   ridiculous, idiotic moves on the part of our 

           25   mayor.  And I know you don't want to talk about 
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            1   the mayor.  

            2              But anyway, Patton Brook, I understand 

            3   it's pending right now.  I'm sorry I'm late, by 

            4   the way.  I had a family thing to do.  But anyway, 

            5   it's only 1.5 million gallons, or whatever it is, 

            6   but it's still water to add to New Britain's water 

            7   supply, not Southington's.  New Britain's median 

            8   income is way less than Southington's.  

            9              And also in those charts how are they 

           10   coming up with these long demands concerning our 

           11   current drought demands?  In these charts, again, 

           12   I see that down near the shoreline you had talked 

           13   about, you know, Greenwich and Shelton and those 

           14   areas at previous meetings being the most severe, 

           15   and I see it shows that.  We know how low our 

           16   reservoir is in New Britain by just looking at it.  

           17   We know Bristol's is even lower, I think.  The 

           18   north is -- I think it's the Northfield dam up 

           19   near past Riverton, that has completely gone down 

           20   to where you can walk through the old bridge.  A 

           21   friend of mine went through there, a couple of 

           22   friends of mine, and they were shocked on how low 

           23   and how dry it was.  

           24              How long is it going to take for that 

           25   to fill up again?  You know, this whole study that 
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            1   we're wasting money on, it's just common sense 

            2   that if we pull out this land, like Mr. Zagorsky 

            3   said, we're disturbing all the wildlife, we're 

            4   disturbing our aquifers, and we're losing water.  

            5   He had all the figures for that.  

            6              We should have mandatory restrictions 

            7   throughout the state.  If our own mayors, the 

            8   various mayors of different towns, refused to get 

            9   up for whatever reason, whether it be political 

           10   aspirations, then the state should be putting 

           11   out -- the Governor should say, Okay, there's ways 

           12   to save your water, there's low flush toilets, you 

           13   can reuse your water, even shut your water off 

           14   when you're washing your dishes, fewer showers 

           15   versus baths, don't wash as many clothes, don't 

           16   wash your car, you know, the obvious things, reuse 

           17   some of the water to water your plants with.  That 

           18   should be mandatory, not voluntary at this point.  

           19   This is actually scary.  I mean, the predictions 

           20   of going to war over water that were made are 

           21   going to happen if we don't do something about 

           22   this.  We don't need to be spending more money 

           23   from MDC when our taxes have gone up 16 percent 

           24   already.  

           25              The water quality, okay.  Since I've 
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            1   been back from Los Angeles in the last 12 years, I 

            2   have tasted chlorine in the water, especially when 

            3   they just treat it.  We have to filter it in order 

            4   for it to taste good.  Well, New Britain's water 

            5   was never like that.  Have they been adjusting the 

            6   amounts of chemicals they're putting into our 

            7   reservoir since it's been lower, or are they just 

            8   leaving that the same?  Are they even taking that 

            9   into account?  

           10              The price of the study I already 

           11   covered.  Copper Mine, now it's dried up, so, you 

           12   know, that's our back-up.  What happened to our 

           13   back-up?  

           14              And then I find this interesting that 

           15   only 10 acres is class I watershed property?  I'm 

           16   glad to hear that class II is -- and I'm not sure 

           17   what connotes class I or I'm using the wrong word 

           18   or how it goes.  But Erin Stewart recently changed 

           19   something from 2 to 3 up in Burlington, sold like 

           20   13 and a half acres of Litchfield County land for 

           21   only $225,000.  

           22              Now, when I wrote something on the post 

           23   of Facebook, I was attacked by this property 

           24   company who probably bought the land, I mean, 

           25   something ridiculous, like there's no aquifer 
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            1   under there.  There's trees there that attract 

            2   water.  This is basic common sense, you know, this 

            3   is basic biology.  

            4              I agree with Margaret.  There is not 

            5   enough emphasis on the land conservation.  Those 

            6   studies need to include that.  And it seems that 

            7   Lenard Engineering keeps coming back with just 

            8   skipping that information.  And we're supposed to 

            9   not notice it?  I think we have a lot of people in 

           10   this town that are noticing a lot of things.  

           11              And what about this replacement for Gil 

           12   Bligh and the other water person?  Are we going to 

           13   get another Stewy in there?  If people don't 

           14   comply with her demands, she either doesn't talk 

           15   to them, or she doesn't call on them in the 

           16   meetings, or she doesn't cooperate them.  They 

           17   have to be yes people, again, biased.  Okay.  

           18   There should be -- I mean, I don't know how that 

           19   runs, but I'm concerned about that.  

           20              I also would like to know a 

           21   clarification of what bond funds mean and what the 

           22   ESA stands for in these reports you're asking 

           23   about.

           24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  We can 

           25   answer the question about the bond funds.
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            1              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Yes.  It's money that 

            2   is bonded by the State of Connecticut so that it 

            3   does not come out of the general fund.

            4              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.  ESA?  

            5              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  ESA.

            6              LORI MATHIEU:  Sorry for the acronym.  

            7   Exclusive service area.  It's one area where one 

            8   utility would be responsible, have the right and 

            9   responsibility for water service.

           10              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.  Now what about 

           11   some of my other questions?  

           12              LORI MATHIEU:  Class I land, you want a 

           13   definition?  

           14              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, I mean, why we're 

           15   not using recent charts.  And also, why did we use 

           16   Georgia as a comparison?  Georgia is in the south.  

           17   What does that have to do with Connecticut?

           18              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  We're not using 

           19   Georgia as a data comparison.  We're using -- 

           20              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, they used it, 

           21   actually.  

           22              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  No, they're not.  

           23   They're using them -- some of the best practices 

           24   they've used in seven of the other states that 

           25   these people have done a water plan in.
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            1              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.

            2              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  They are the 

            3   country's experts on doing statewide water plans.

            4              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.

            5              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  So they're using 

            6   Connecticut data, and that's what you're seeing 

            7   being modeled.

            8              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.  Comparing 

            9   Georgia, okay.  Because to me it was like a 

           10   completely different area, you know, it's much 

           11   more humid and so on and so forth.  

           12              And what else?  Mandatory restrictions.

           13              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret.  

           14              Hold on one second, please.

           15              MARGARET MINER:  I just wanted to 

           16   mention that I hope to make a public comment.  I 

           17   don't know if there are others before we're 

           18   through here, and I'm losing my audience.

           19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  I guess what 

           20   we're saying very nicely to you is do you have any 

           21   other direct questions?  

           22              SUSAN BRUDNY:  I think I've had plenty 

           23   of direct questions.  I just need some direct 

           24   answers.

           25              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Well, maybe you 
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            1   should ask them of all the different people -- you 

            2   have questions for different people.  And the only 

            3   ones we can answer are the ones directed at us, 

            4   and we've done that.

            5              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, all the other 

            6   people, the engineering companies, Lenard 

            7   Engineering has already left and so has Tilcon.  

            8   And they always do this at every meeting.  They 

            9   leave before the public has their questions at the 

           10   end.

           11              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  I understand that.  

           12   And you do realize that in the process at the end 

           13   of the day their report has to be analyzed by the 

           14   four state agencies here and be approved by both 

           15   CEQ and by this group.  

           16              SUSAN BRUDNY:  And that's our hope.

           17              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  And we made it very 

           18   clear from the beginning that if it doesn't meet 

           19   our criteria and our review, we're not going to 

           20   accept it.

           21              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.  That's great.  

           22   That's great to hear that.  

           23              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  This meeting is 

           24   being transcribed so -- 

           25              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Thank you very much.  
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            1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you. 

            2              (Whereupon, Michael Sullivan left the 

            3   hearing room.)

            4              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret, while 

            5   your audience is still here. 

            6              MARGARET MINER:  I was surprised that 

            7   Lenard couldn't tell you that it's 30 acres of 

            8   class III, 10 acres of class I, and 90 acres of 

            9   class II.  I mean, that's pretty basic.  It's been 

           10   in every -- 

           11              I had two comments.  One is on the 

           12   access for the public.  I've made this -- I've 

           13   supported this both in CEQ and here, the public -- 

           14   the people I know that are interested in being 

           15   involved really are experts, and I'm sure can give 

           16   more information.  That would be valuable 

           17   information.  And it is a public trust resource, 

           18   and it's public land.  So there should not be any 

           19   severe barrier to the public doing a study.  

           20              I'd also like to ask the Water Planning 

           21   Council to consider not waiting to see this whole 

           22   drama play out at great expense over many months 

           23   when it seems pretty clear that one of the parties 

           24   is heading down the road the wrong way and that a 

           25   crash is impending, an unpleasant ending that's 
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            1   going to be expensive one way or another, either 

            2   to New Britain or I would maintain to the ecology 

            3   of the site and the water quality.  But these are 

            4   contradictory goals that people have.  I feel that 

            5   Lenard is -- I feel that New Britain and Lenard 

            6   are not helping themselves, that there is 

            7   possibility -- and I'm asking you all to look at 

            8   this -- that the outcome could be detrimental to 

            9   the town and/or to the watershed.  But then you 

           10   are in a leadership position where you can take a 

           11   look now and say they don't have to follow your 

           12   advice.  But the Water Planning Council can say, 

           13   look, we have these concerns.  

           14              So I'm asking you to take a leadership 

           15   position.  Don't just let it play out when I think 

           16   everybody can see that it's a -- and I'm not going 

           17   to even tell you which side, of course, I would 

           18   advocate for one side or the other, but I think 

           19   allowing this to go on and then let's say the 

           20   blasting is done in five stages, you have the 

           21   public -- it won't end just when there's a 

           22   decision.  The Metacomet Trail runs right there, 

           23   so every weekend people can take nice walks where 

           24   you can look and see this is what we do to 

           25   watershed lands in Connecticut.  
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            1              So, however, if it ends with the 

            2   creation of a rock quarry and a new reservoir 

            3   there, it's going to be a process that will be 

            4   emblematic of what's going on in Connecticut.  So 

            5   of course I started advocating.  I'll back off 

            6   that.  But I do feel that -- I do wish you would 

            7   consider taking a leadership -- well, I'm trying 

            8   to back off it -- that you would consider taking a 

            9   leadership role on this matter because I think 

           10   it's not good.  

           11              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  So you would like 

           12   us to come out and make a statement one way or the 

           13   other on the project.  Is that what you're saying?  

           14              MARGARET MINER:  I would like you to 

           15   look at it, and if you have any concerns -- if you 

           16   think this is a wonderful way to go forward that's 

           17   going to lead to a good result for New Britain or 

           18   a good result for Connecticut and this is the 

           19   ideal process, fine.  I don't think so, but if you 

           20   think so, fine.  But if you have concerns, if you 

           21   think that somebody is really going to get hurt, 

           22   or some asset is really going to get hurt, I'm 

           23   asking you, please, do speak out.  Find a way to 

           24   make those concerns known as a council.  

           25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Understood.
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            1              Do we have have another public comment?  

            2              LORI MATHIEU:  May I?  

            3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Go ahead.

            4              LORI MATHIEU:  Margaret, so the 

            5   guidance that we're taking is the guidance that 

            6   we're given under the statute.  And -- I know, but 

            7   hear me out.  So the statute passed, a number of 

            8   us had input into that, and that's what's playing 

            9   out at this point in time.  And all of us have our 

           10   own opinions of things.  The agencies have 

           11   different opinions about use of water company 

           12   owned lands.  You and I have met and talked about 

           13   the use of water company owned lands and the 

           14   preservation of those properties.  I think I've 

           15   spoken a number of times on the need to protect 

           16   those properties for the future.  

           17              So we have a statute that's being 

           18   followed.  And if something needs to change in 

           19   that statute, then that's something I would 

           20   suggest you work toward that end.  But we'll 

           21   consider it and discuss it, but there is a statute 

           22   that's being -- 

           23              MARGARET MINER:  I don't feel that 

           24   you're that bound by the statute.  But if you feel 

           25   that you are and that you cannot express your 
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            1   concerns without a statutory change, then 

            2   certainly we would look at getting a statutory 

            3   change.

            4              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Margaret, I would add 

            5   something else.  We're expected to review this 

            6   report when it comes in.  That's our statutory 

            7   charge.  If we start expressing concerns one way 

            8   or the other in advance of that, it's going to 

            9   call into question our prejudices before we've 

           10   even seen the report, and I'm afraid that that 

           11   could blow up the validity of whatever comments 

           12   our four agencies put in on that report.  And I 

           13   can assure you there are going to be a significant 

           14   number of them.  

           15              MARGARET MINER:  I do understand that 

           16   point.  I'm not sure that this is, as you see it, 

           17   as a quasi-judicial situation that you're in.  I 

           18   understand that argument.  So perhaps a statutory 

           19   change is needed.  Thank you.  

           20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you, 

           21   Margaret.  

           22              Yes.

           23              VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Hi.  Val Rossetti 

           24   from Save Our Water Connecticut.  We're totally 

           25   against using class I protected watershed for a 
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            1   new mine.  I was just struck -- that's not the 

            2   focus of my comments.  I was struck by the 

            3   gentleman from Lenard Engineering who in his 

            4   comments said something almost, quote, it would be 

            5   really nice to have this reservoir in these times 

            6   of drought.  It didn't seem like a very unbiased 

            7   input into the report, just to comment.  

            8              I just want to comment on a few things.  

            9   As I've been reading the white papers, I have been 

           10   struck by a couple dichotomous views here.  One is 

           11   the water diversion policy act does not directly 

           12   prioritize water usage among competing users and 

           13   also in respect to commenting on water bottling 

           14   and other customers of public water systems.  The 

           15   comment that these situations should be relatively 

           16   straightforward.  Public systems are obligated to 

           17   serve new customers that arise in their service 

           18   area; municipalities are obligated to review land 

           19   use applications.  We were just at a very long MDC 

           20   hearing, and what comes up repetitively -- 

           21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Congratulations.  

           22   You had a victory last week.

           23              VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Well, it's a 

           24   temporary one.  

           25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, you're doing 
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            1   okay.  Keep up the fight.  I like seeing you on 

            2   TV.  

            3              VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Thank you.  

            4              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I see Margaret.  

            5   Very nice.  It does work.  See, the process does 

            6   work.

            7              VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Well, we're working 

            8   hard.  

            9              But one of the issues that repetitively 

           10   comes up is we hear over and over that we are 

           11   obligated to serve anyone who comes.  And we've 

           12   been told if whatever industry sat down and wanted 

           13   our 10 million extra gallons of capacity right 

           14   now, we would have to give it to them.  And then 

           15   the negotiation goes on over water rates, which is 

           16   a way of determining who's going to come there or 

           17   not, and now there's a competition among different 

           18   utilities among the state.  And it seems like the 

           19   state needs some way to prioritize water use 

           20   eventually, that it just isn't up for grabs 

           21   whoever has a grandfathered diversion.  And 

           22   perhaps the only way of addressing that is 

           23   readdressing the diversion policy in the state, 

           24   because I don't think that's in the long-term best 

           25   interest of Connecticut that if you have a huge 
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            1   storage reservoir you just get to do what you want 

            2   with it, whether it's in the public interest of 

            3   the state or other communities that are in need of 

            4   water or not.  

            5              The second comment I wanted to make was 

            6   I was curious why the company chose the 30-year 

            7   period that it did, because it obviously didn't 

            8   include the 1960s drought or this summer.  And 

            9   obviously it would seem in water planning that you 

           10   really do need to look at the absolute worst case 

           11   scenario, so I was curious how -- it's kind of 

           12   like looking at the stock market and not looking 

           13   at the 1929 crash.  

           14              And I also would agree with you that 

           15   I've been trying to look at the new drought 

           16   language, and the old drought language, and the 

           17   water supply drought language.  It is incredibly 

           18   confusing to an average citizen.  And the triggers 

           19   are all over the place in the MDC, you know, the 

           20   mandatory trigger to anything happening is down to 

           21   10 percent of the reservoir capacity.  So I think 

           22   some way of standardizing the terminology makes a 

           23   lot of sense.  I know there's an effort to change 

           24   it, but with the new change it's still going to be 

           25   completely different from the water supply 
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            1   terminology.  

            2              So thank you for listening to me.  I 

            3   know it's getting late.

            4              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very 

            5   much.  

            6              Anyone further?  

            7              Yes.

            8              DONNA LANDERMAN:  I promise I will be 

            9   short.  I want to go home, too.  

           10              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That's okay.  

           11              DONNA LANDERMAN:  My name is Donna 

           12   Landerman.  I'm a member of Save Our Water with 

           13   Dr. Rossetti.  

           14              And just a couple of things.  I've 

           15   never been to these meetings before, but I have 

           16   been attending WUCC meetings, because, in fact, I 

           17   live on a street, we have our own little private 

           18   well water company with 20 some odd members.  And 

           19   so what I have experienced over the 20-plus, 

           20   almost 30 years I've lived there, is how much the 

           21   water prices -- we've had to figure out how much 

           22   it cost to fix our water, and we've had the 

           23   same -- our water infrastructure.  We've had the 

           24   same problems that the large water companies have, 

           25   which is our pipes were put in many years ago and 
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            1   they were all in -- the infrastructure is needing 

            2   to be replaced.  

            3              When I first lived here, we paid -- the 

            4   whole community gets together once a year, and we 

            5   talk about what it cost to provide our water, and 

            6   we come up with what we think is the proper amount 

            7   of money to pay, both to cover our expenses, and 

            8   we into the future and say what are we going to 

            9   need for a reserve.  And our water prices have 

           10   gone from -- I think when I started it was like 

           11   maybe $100 a year.  And this last year we voted 

           12   that we would all pay $800 for the year in order 

           13   to have enough reserve.  

           14              Now, I've gotten involved with the 

           15   issue with the MDC, because I woke up one day and 

           16   discovered that they had decided to put this plant 

           17   in and give discounts to a company to take 1.8 

           18   million gallons of our water.  I really didn't 

           19   know anything about it, but I didn't think it was 

           20   a good idea, and I've done a lot of research since 

           21   then.  And I'm concerned about how our water 

           22   companies work, and how they think about billing 

           23   and rates.  I feel like -- I don't know the other 

           24   water companies, but my experience with the MDC is 

           25   that they're living in the past, that I've been 
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            1   reading about how other water companies across the 

            2   country are all in the same boat because the 

            3   putting in of infrastructure all happened around 

            4   the same time, you know, the turn of the century 

            5   and the first part of the 20th Century.  So 

            6   everybody's infrastructure is collapsing.  And the 

            7   original plan was we'll just keep selling more 

            8   water, and that will bring in more money and 

            9   things will go fine.  Well, that worked for a long 

           10   time, but it is not working now because of 

           11   conservation and because industry has changed, so 

           12   most water companies are having less income and 

           13   more expense because everything is falling apart.  

           14              How do you fund that on the long-term, 

           15   like looking 50 years out?  How do you create a 

           16   new way of thinking about rates, structures, 

           17   funding, to have a sustainable income and be able 

           18   to plan for the future?  And what the MDC did was 

           19   they see this bottle company come in and say, Oh, 

           20   we'll buy 1.8 million gallons, and if we're going 

           21   to come, you're going to have to give us these big 

           22   discounts.  It's a very shortsighted way of trying 

           23   to solve a much deeper, longer-term problem.  

           24              And one of the things I heard here was 

           25   the idea of having speakers from the regulatory 
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            1   community or the utilities to come in and give 

            2   some information.  I'd really like to request that 

            3   people from outside the existing way of doing 

            4   things come, be invited to give some information.  

            5   I'm no expert, but just from my research online I 

            6   ran into a group called the Alliance for Water 

            7   Efficiency news -- Alliance for Water Efficiency, 

            8   which happens to be run by an ex-Connecticut DEP 

            9   person.  I don't know if you know Mary Ann 

           10   Dickinson.  I don't know her from a hole in the 

           11   wall, but I was reading her name, and they have 

           12   this entire organization on -- and they have 

           13   financing sustainable water rates, revenue and 

           14   resources, and it's a different way than the MDC 

           15   is thinking about the future of our water.  

           16              So is there a possibility of -- there's 

           17   also the Pacific Institute.  I mean, other states 

           18   are farther along in this process because they've 

           19   had more trouble with drought earlier than we did 

           20   and they had to figure out how to rethink the 

           21   funding of our water.  And I think our water 

           22   company needs to educate people that our water 

           23   costs more than what we're paying for it.  I'm not 

           24   looking for more rates, but I'm looking for a 

           25   reasonable way of getting into the future without 
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            1   having to resort to things like water bottling 

            2   companies getting these ridiculous huge discounts 

            3   and taking the water out of the watershed.  That 

            4   water is going to go to Boston, which is not a 

            5   good long-term plan.  

            6              You know, and you're talking about 

            7   drought prevention, or drought reactions, and that 

            8   we should turn off the water while we're brushing 

            9   our teeth while at the same time we're 

           10   incentivizing water bottling to take a huge 

           11   amount.  I mean, I'd have to never brush my teeth 

           12   again for the rest of my life and the rest of us 

           13   as well in order to even make a dent compared to 

           14   the water that's being taken out for the water 

           15   bottling.

           16              And in terms of ESAs, I've heard about 

           17   ESAs because I go to these WUCC meetings.  And my 

           18   concern is my little water company is in the midst 

           19   of an -- it makes no sense.  We're an ESA, and so 

           20   is the MDC, but there's really no relationship 

           21   between us.  And if our water company fell apart 

           22   and could no longer do it, there is no requirement 

           23   that the MDC has to provide us with water.  And I 

           24   just heard somebody say the ESAs have 

           25   responsibilities to provide water for that area.  
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            1   But from my understanding, what I've been told 

            2   numerous times, is they don't have to.  They can 

            3   if they want to, but they don't have to.  Well, if 

            4   you're going to get the goods, you have to have 

            5   some responsibilities as well.  And I'm very 

            6   nervous about all these water companies fighting 

            7   over all the water in our state.  I don't think we 

            8   have excess water.  I think we have reserve water 

            9   that we need to hold onto for the future.  

           10              Let me see if I had anything else I 

           11   wanted to bring up.  I guess that's it.  

           12              Do you think there would be a 

           13   possibility of other speakers?  

           14              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You know the 

           15   difference between a regulated water utility and a 

           16   municipal water -- or regional?  I mean, we, my 

           17   agencies, we regulate people like Maureen 

           18   Westbrook, like George Logan, who just left here, 

           19   sometimes we have Avon Water.  There's a big 

           20   difference between how we operate.  We have a 

           21   water infrastructure conservation adjustment 

           22   charge, WICA, which helps us mitigate the cost of 

           23   pipe replacement in the regulated -- we have a 

           24   regulatory adjustment mechanism that is in effect 

           25   that mitigates the cost of rate shock.  So 
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            1   Connecticut is a model for other states when it 

            2   comes to regulated water companies.  We don't 

            3   regulate MDC.  

            4              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Right, which is 

            5   unfortunate.

            6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  So if you want to 

            7   do something, get MDC regulated by us.

            8              DONNA LANDERMAN:  I would love to.

            9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And Bill DiBella 

           10   would probably hang me.

           11              DONNA LANDERMAN:  He's already tried to 

           12   hang me.

           13              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  But there's other 

           14   states that regulate -- like us, agencies like 

           15   mine who regulate municipal or regional water 

           16   companies.  So we would have a lot more say in 

           17   terms of bottling plants and everything else.  

           18   There's a big difference.  

           19              But to answer your question directly, 

           20   we can, by all means, have people come in from 

           21   other states to educate us on how they're 

           22   utilizing their water supplies and how they're 

           23   allocating and things of that nature.  

           24              LORI MATHIEU:  I think what I heard CDM 

           25   Smith say -- Kirk, correct me if I'm wrong -- is 
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            1   that the people that are going to be invited back 

            2   are the people from Massachusetts, so out-of-state 

            3   people.

            4              DONNA LANDERMAN:  To me it isn't so 

            5   much instate or out of state.  I'm reacting to 

            6   they're going to be regulators -- no offense -- or 

            7   utilities and -- 

            8              LORI MATHIEU:  What's wrong with 

            9   regulators?  

           10              DONNA LANDERMAN:  There's nothing wrong 

           11   with you, but you have a particular perspective.  

           12   You have a particular perspective, and utilities 

           13   have a particular perspective.  And we are the 

           14   people of the state who are very concerned about 

           15   conservation.  We're very concerned about how our 

           16   water is handled.  And I'd like to have that voice 

           17   heard more.  Because when I go to WUCC meetings 

           18   and I speak up, they nod their head and say I'll 

           19   take that into consideration and you never hear 

           20   anything from them again.  I mean, it's kind of -- 

           21   that's just the way it is.  

           22              And I go to MDC meetings, and you get 

           23   three minutes to talk.  

           24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Aren't we more 

           25   flexible than MDC?  
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            1              DONNA LANDERMAN:  You're very flexible.  

            2   I was very impressed with that.  You're very 

            3   flexible.  You get three minutes, and you can't 

            4   have a discussion.  They say they want to have 

            5   community input on our water, and it's difficult 

            6   to do.  But I appreciate it.  The state run -- 

            7   state legislation would be needed to change the 

            8   MDC's -- 

            9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Please don't say 

           10   that I'm advocating -- 

           11              DONNA LANDERMAN:  I've already got that 

           12   in the notes here.

           13              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That's just a 

           14   suggestion.  

           15              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  It's in the 

           16   transcript.

           17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Lisa, strike that 

           18   from the record.

           19              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Your secret is -- 

           20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No.  But you know 

           21   what, it is an option.  But anyway, any other 

           22   public -- thank you.  

           23              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Thank you.

           24              LORI MATHIEU:  I do want to mention one 

           25   thing.  First of all, thank you for coming to WUCC 
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            1   meetings.  And if you don't feel like you're being 

            2   heard, we have to change that.  David.  

            3              DAVID RADKA:  It's not my region, but 

            4   sure.  

            5              LORI MATHIEU:  Who's the co-chair of 

            6   that?  Dave Radka.  

            7              DONNA LANDERMAN:  It's Halloran, 

            8   Mr. Halloran.

            9              LORI MATHIEU:  And Bart Halloran and 

           10   Dave Radka.  So I know you attend the WUCC 

           11   meetings.  I've been there.  I've seen you there.  

           12   So I appreciate your participation as a small 

           13   utility with financial issues and problems and 

           14   capacity issues.  

           15              So Mary Ann Dickinson, she used to work 

           16   for DEP a long time ago in Connecticut in the 

           17   eighties.  She then moved to California, and I 

           18   believe she still is working in California.  She 

           19   worked for Regional Water Authority at one point 

           20   in the 1980s from New Haven.  And she fairly 

           21   recently came back about three or four years ago 

           22   and did a presentation that I did along with her 

           23   on conservation.  So she's still out there and 

           24   very knowledgeable and an expert on water 

           25   conservation.  
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            1              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Yes.  That's why I 

            2   was saying -- 

            3              LORI MATHIEU:  She's a wonderful person 

            4   to work with.

            5              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Thank you.  

            6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very 

            7   much.  

            8              Any other public comment?  Any other 

            9   public comment?  

           10              Yes.  

           11              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Can I just say it from 

           12   here, please?  I just wanted to comment that I 

           13   agree with Margaret on changing this proposition, 

           14   because I think that Lenard Engineering -- if 

           15   we're going to get way into this study and spend 

           16   all that money, it makes no sense to get that far 

           17   down the road.  Why not have some sort of change 

           18   to it where we don't have the fox charging the 

           19   henhouse.   

           20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.  

           21              Any other public comment?  

           22              If not, we covered a lot of ground this 

           23   afternoon.  I'd like to thank you all for your 

           24   participation, and wish everyone a happy and 

           25   healthy holiday season.  Thank you very much.
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            1              (Whereupon, the above proceedings were 

            2   concluded at 3:40 p.m.)

            3              

            4              

            5              

            6              

            7              

            8              

            9              

           10              

           11              

           12              

           13              

           14              

           15              

           16              

           17              

           18              

           19              
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           21              

           22              
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 1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Good afternoon.  I
  


 2   call this meeting of the Water Planning Council to
  


 3   order.  The first order of business is the
  


 4   approval of the October 5, 2016 transcript.
  


 5              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  So moved.
  


 6              LORI MATHIEU:  Second.
  


 7              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Motion made and
  


 8   seconded that the transcript of August 5, 2016 be
  


 9   approved.
  


10              Any questions or comments?
  


11              If not, all in favor signify by saying
  


12   aye.
  


13              THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


14              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The transcript is
  


15   approved.
  


16              Now, who is joining us by phone today,
  


17   please?
  


18              ELIZABETH BARTON:  Beth Barton from Day
  


19   Pitney.
  


20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Anyone else?
  


21              MICHAEL JENNINGS:  Mike Jennings from
  


22   NEIWPCC.
  


23              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Hi, Mike.
  


24              Anyone else joining us?
  


25              (No response.)
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 1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  The first item on
  


 2   the agenda this afternoon -- the second item is
  


 3   the update to the State Water Plan.  We have with
  


 4   us our representatives from CDM Smith, our
  


 5   consultants who are going to give an update on the
  


 6   process thus far.  And, I'll turn it over to Kirk.
  


 7              Good afternoon.
  


 8              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Good afternoon.  I'm
  


 9   going to shift the order of our remarks today as
  


10   we work on getting the information up on the
  


11   screen, unless it happens in just a second.  But
  


12   we wanted to go over six things with you today.  A
  


13   very brief recap of the workshop that we held on
  


14   November 17th, the upcoming dates and times and
  


15   locations of future workshops and public
  


16   meetings -- we've got most of that finalized -- a
  


17   discussion of a report for our first phase that
  


18   we'll be issuing later this week, and the review
  


19   process for that report.  I wanted to talk a
  


20   little bit about the process of making decisions
  


21   with this group, the Water Planning Council, as we
  


22   moved forward.  Also, ask some opinions on whether
  


23   it would be helpful to have some additional
  


24   representatives from Massachusetts come down
  


25   during future meetings to talk about some of the
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 1   issues that Connecticut is dealing with and share
  


 2   some of the lessons learned.  I thought that was a
  


 3   helpful aspect of the last workshop.  And if
  


 4   others felt the same way, we could certainly
  


 5   continue that in the future.
  


 6              And then, lastly, we met with the
  


 7   Science and Technical Committee yesterday, a very
  


 8   good productive meeting on really the summary of
  


 9   all of the data from phase I and what it means and
  


10   how to interpret it.  It will be included in the
  


11   report that's issued later this week, but today we
  


12   wanted to give you a primer on how to interpret
  


13   the data, how to read it, what it contains, what
  


14   it doesn't contain, and we'll be doing that too.
  


15              So Elaine, now that things are up, why
  


16   don't you take over from that.
  


17              ELAINE SISTARE:  Good afternoon, it's
  


18   Elaine Sistare from CDM Smith.  And I do have a
  


19   few slides today, mostly some dates on the
  


20   workshops and also an upcoming review of the draft
  


21   phase I report.
  


22              So you all have seen this slide before,
  


23   but I did want to show it again, because it shows
  


24   the topics associated with our phase II workshop
  


25   number 3, 4, 5 and 6, policies versus pathways,
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 1   paths forward/decision framework, policy
  


 2   recommendations and then finally plan
  


 3   recommendations.
  


 4              So this next slide, we've shared these
  


 5   dates.  I think these dates are considered set.
  


 6   We are trying to confirm that locations will all
  


 7   be held at PURA.  For the January 12th workshop
  


 8   the location may be elsewhere.  We're trying to
  


 9   identify spacing.  But as we previously have said,
  


10   we're trying to flop between morning sessions, 8
  


11   to noon, and afternoon sessions, 1 to 5.  So these
  


12   are our set dates for 2017, again, workshops
  


13   number 3, 4, 5 and 6.
  


14              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Elaine, do you want
  


15   to say them out loud for the people on the phone?
  


16              ELAINE SISTARE:  Sure.  What we have
  


17   for workshop number 3, Thursday, January 12th, and
  


18   that's a morning session, 8 a.m. to noon.
  


19   Thursday, February 2nd, and that will be an
  


20   afternoon session, 1 p.m. to 5 p.m.  Thursday,
  


21   February 16th, 8 a.m. to noon.  And then finally,
  


22   Thursday April 20th, 1 to 5 p.m.
  


23              LORI MATHIEU:  So you don't have a
  


24   location for number 3?
  


25              ELAINE SISTARE:  Correct.  We were
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 1   hoping that we could get them all here in this
  


 2   room.  We are looking at -- we also have
  


 3   identified UConn, I believe, has given me an
  


 4   opportunity.  Hopefully, it's still available for
  


 5   the 12th.
  


 6              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.
  


 7              DAVID SUTHERLAND:  What will be the
  


 8   focus of the upcoming one, number 3?
  


 9              ELAINE SISTARE:  Let me go back one
  


10   slide.  So number 3, policies versus pathways.  So
  


11   as Kirk, I think, just mentioned, we've identified
  


12   a bit, sort of a kickstart to workshop number 3
  


13   and number 2, but we will move things forward.
  


14              So those dates are set.  The times are
  


15   also set.  I've got Thursday, February 16th, as
  


16   grayed out, because I need, maybe, I'm not a
  


17   hundred percent on that.  But the dates are there.
  


18   The locations and times we will make sure and
  


19   confirm.
  


20              The other dates, these are all, I
  


21   think, the first time folks are seeing these
  


22   today.  We talked about when we would have these
  


23   three phase II public meetings in that we wanted
  


24   to have the first one following our number 3
  


25   workshop, so we decided late January.  So the date
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 1   that I've selected, January 26, all these
  


 2   locations are tentative.  We originally thought
  


 3   that we would hold all three phase II public
  


 4   meetings in the central part of the state.  We
  


 5   sort of reconsidered that and thought because, in
  


 6   part, because the workshops are mostly being held
  


 7   at PURA that we would move around a bit.  So we're
  


 8   looking at UConn, Southbury and PURA's location.
  


 9   We would like to hold that last final public
  


10   meeting in PURA.
  


11              But, as shown, the phase II workshop
  


12   dates that we just discussed, January 12, February
  


13   2nd, February 16th and April 20th, correspond so
  


14   that our public meeting, the first one in phase
  


15   II, is Thursday, January 26th.  The second public
  


16   meeting is Thursday, February 23rd, and that will
  


17   be following workshops number 4 and 5 earlier that
  


18   month.  And then the final public meeting, we're
  


19   holding that prior to the final workshop.  So the
  


20   final public meeting is Thursday, April 13th.
  


21              We're hoping, you know, I think trying
  


22   to get those dates out there and pretty much
  


23   finalize them so that we can share and hopefully
  


24   get the most participation of those that do want
  


25   to join.
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 1              I'll move on to the Phase I interim
  


 2   report.
  


 3              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Elaine, can you
  


 4   e-mail those somehow to the group?
  


 5              ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes.  I wanted to
  


 6   introduce them.  And then I've been working with
  


 7   Tyra to hopefully get them also posted on the WPC
  


 8   calendar.
  


 9              KIRK WESTPHAL:  We'll e-mail the slide
  


10   deck after the meeting.
  


11              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  Great.
  


12              ELAINE SISTARE:  So moving on to our
  


13   phase I interim report.  This is our final
  


14   deliverable as part of phase I of the process, and
  


15   then without any sort of delay or period in
  


16   between we're moving right into phase II.  So this
  


17   is very high level, but the components that make
  


18   up our phase I report and executive summary,
  


19   that's just, you know, a few pages long.  And
  


20   you'll see that we're trying to make this
  


21   something that's got a lot of images and graphics,
  


22   something that, you know, you don't need to have
  


23   been part of the entire process, but to still be
  


24   able to take away what's the summary of what we've
  


25   done and part of the plan's goals.
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 1              Then going through the section 1
  


 2   through 6 of the report itself, introduction.
  


 3   Section 2 is the current condition assessment.
  


 4   Section 3, preparing for change, which is future
  


 5   conditions and opportunities.  Both section 2 and
  


 6   section 3 are associated mostly with our tasks
  


 7   that we've previously labeled under task C.  So
  


 8   that is the data collection, which John Boyer here
  


 9   today will show you some of what we've done to
  


10   date.
  


11              Section 4, stakeholder participation
  


12   and outreach, that's where we're going to describe
  


13   what we've done to date, and eventually phase II
  


14   will also have a summary of what efforts were
  


15   there.  Section 5, plan recommendations, there
  


16   will be some text within this phase I interim
  


17   report, but most of section 5 will be completed as
  


18   part of our phase II efforts.  And then Section 6,
  


19   implementation of the state water plan, almost all
  


20   of that will be done as part of our phase II
  


21   efforts.
  


22              So I think we've described before how
  


23   we're developing our report for the plan.  And
  


24   really it will be in draft form.  It will remain
  


25   in draft form through the spring of 2017, at
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 1   least, and we are literally putting together a
  


 2   phase I interim report, basically sections that
  


 3   say to be completed as part of phase II.
  


 4              The appendices, there's a lot of
  


 5   information there.  However, we wanted to -- it's
  


 6   important information.  It's part of the overall
  


 7   plan, but we wanted to make an appendix to the
  


 8   report.  So we have our fact sheet that you've
  


 9   seen in the past few months, the other states'
  


10   plan group report, our data quality plan, the
  


11   basin summary sheets, which, again, John Boyer
  


12   will show today, our evaluation on climate change
  


13   and how it affects the future conditions, and then
  


14   finally the four 1B white papers.  Those will all
  


15   be an appendix to the report.  All that
  


16   information will be summarized, and pieces of that
  


17   information used throughout section 1 through 6
  


18   in, of course, the executive summary.  But that
  


19   database, a lot of that will be in the appendix
  


20   itself.
  


21              So my next slide shows what we envision
  


22   as review steps.  The slide after this sort of
  


23   tries to give some advice on how we can do all
  


24   this work in such a short time.
  


25              So we have been working on our draft
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 1   phase I report, and we expect by the end of the
  


 2   week to be able to deliver it to the Water
  


 3   Planning Council, as previously communications
  


 4   have been resolved a bit, we will deliver directly
  


 5   to the Water Planning Council.  And then, unless
  


 6   there's something in there that needs to be
  


 7   addressed between the Water Planning Council and
  


 8   us and NEIWPCC, we expect that early next week it
  


 9   will be forwarded to the committees.
  


10              From there, similar to the phase 1B
  


11   white papers, we will issue an Excel-based comment
  


12   sheet so that comments can be collected from
  


13   various reviewers and consolidated.  And then we
  


14   can use those comments to revise the draft report.
  


15   So, ultimately, I guess, going back to the dates,
  


16   December 12th, if it's in the hands of reviewers,
  


17   it's a very short period for review, and
  


18   especially allowing for those individual reviewers
  


19   and then allowing some time to consolidate
  


20   comments from those individual reviewers.
  


21              What we are trying to get to is so that
  


22   we can take those comments and issue a revised
  


23   draft phase I report in early January, early to
  


24   mid-January, so that by that first public meeting
  


25   that we're holding in phase II, which, as my
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 1   previous slide showed, was January 27th, that the
  


 2   draft phase I report is available for public
  


 3   access on the Web site.
  


 4              LORI MATHIEU:  So a question.  You send
  


 5   it to the Water Planning Council, and then you
  


 6   send it back to us after you have drafted how
  


 7   you're going to address all the comments before
  


 8   you send it to the public?
  


 9              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yes.
  


10              ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes.  We would --
  


11              LORI MATHIEU:  Can you give us a day to
  


12   look at them?
  


13              ELAINE SISTARE:  Well, and ultimately
  


14   have some method to get it on the Web site, using
  


15   your typical methods on how we've gotten
  


16   deliverables on the web site.
  


17              KIRK WESTPHAL:  If you look at the
  


18   schedule here, we're aiming to get it back to the
  


19   Water Planning Council in early January so that it
  


20   can be posted by mid-January.  So you'd have some
  


21   time to look at it after we've addressed the
  


22   comments.
  


23              LORI MATHIEU:  So you should add a step
  


24   in there, because I don't see that up there, what
  


25   you just said, I don't see that.  I see that CDM
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 1   Smith would address the comments, and then make it
  


 2   available on our Web page mid-January.  There
  


 3   needs to be some time, maybe a week, for the Water
  


 4   Planning Council to review how you addressed the
  


 5   comments before we issue it to the public.  That's
  


 6   all.
  


 7              KIRK WESTPHAL:  When we issue it back,
  


 8   the second to the last line, we issue it back to
  


 9   the Water Planning Council, and then it would be
  


10   your decision when to post it publicly.
  


11              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  So that's
  


12   mid-January?
  


13              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Uh-huh.
  


14              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.
  


15              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  And, Lori, picking up
  


16   on your comment at the meeting yesterday, you want
  


17   indicated on that slide when the agency reviews
  


18   will happen?  Because, I would assume that they
  


19   would have to get their comments to NEIWPCC the
  


20   same time the chairs did.
  


21              LORI MATHIEU:  I guess, yes.  It's a
  


22   short period of time.
  


23              KIRK WESTPHAL:  It certainly is a short
  


24   period of time.  I think we recognize that.
  


25   Elaine is going to talk about a few guiding
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 1   principles that you can keep in mind as you review
  


 2   this, most important of which is that this report
  


 3   will remain draft until the final water plan is
  


 4   developed.  And there will be opportunities to
  


 5   refine it, let it evolve.  But what we want to
  


 6   make sure is that before it goes to the public,
  


 7   everybody on these committees, especially the
  


 8   Water Planning Council, has had a chance to review
  


 9   it for accuracy and thoroughness, and that's what
  


10   we're after for this first round.
  


11              LORI MATHIEU:  What's the date in the
  


12   statute, the first draft you make?
  


13              KIRK WESTPHAL:  To the legislature I
  


14   believe it's January 1, 2018.
  


15              LORI MATHIEU:  So the push to get a
  


16   draft out in April is what?
  


17              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Is for the planning
  


18   council to review it and approve it and recommend
  


19   it to the legislature.
  


20              LORI MATHIEU:  Are there any other
  


21   dates in the statute before the 1st?
  


22              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  No, I think we'd have
  


23   to do outreach six months from July 1st till the
  


24   end of the year.
  


25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That's right.
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 1              LORI MATHIEU:  That's in the statute.
  


 2              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Once the plan is
  


 3   approved by us, we have to go on the road with it.
  


 4              LORI MATHIEU:  In July?
  


 5              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.
  


 6              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.
  


 7              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Can I just ask,
  


 8   what step in that is the steering committee
  


 9   envisioned to have a specific role?  Do you want
  


10   them with the committee or when it comes back?
  


11              ELAINE SISTARE:  I specifically left
  


12   committees generic, because I think that is a good
  


13   point in conversation; that is, that the steering
  


14   committees is that individual chairs of other
  


15   committees and how that sort of pyramid goes up
  


16   and down during review is --
  


17              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Because I will say
  


18   last time there was some confusion about where the
  


19   steering committee voiced their views on it to
  


20   those committees, or those committees were
  


21   supposed to send somebody.  There's a disconnect
  


22   there, I think, on their role.
  


23              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think in the interest
  


24   of time, it would probably make sense to do it all
  


25   concurrently.  There's times where the steering
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 1   committee, the subcommittees, and the agencies all
  


 2   conduct their review concurrently, try to
  


 3   consolidate comments back to NEIWPCC and to us,
  


 4   and we'll see some duplication.  That's okay.
  


 5   That's all right.
  


 6              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Then I think we
  


 7   just have to verify who consolidates from the
  


 8   steering committee, or even get them all
  


 9   separately prepared.
  


10              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  I was just going to
  


11   say that I would volunteer to consolidate for the
  


12   steering committee.
  


13              ELAINE SISTARE:  Thank you for doing
  


14   that.
  


15              Okay.  So to try to alleve a little bit
  


16   of --
  


17              LORI MATHIEU:  I just want to make one
  


18   point.  As I said yesterday, these agencies are
  


19   finally responsible.  So when the draft first
  


20   comes out to send it to us first, then we have our
  


21   chance to get it to the committees.  I think
  


22   that's our responsibility to do that.
  


23              ELAINE SISTARE:  Agree, yes.  We will
  


24   deliver to you, and then, yes, contact us if any
  


25   questions, but besides that, we won't be
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 1   forwarding --
  


 2              LORI MATHIEU:  Got you.  All right.
  


 3   Thank you.
  


 4              MICHAEL JENNINGS:  This is Mike
  


 5   Jennings.  I just would like to interject based on
  


 6   the conversation when we discussed the new way
  


 7   that materials would be distributed is that the --
  


 8   it's my understanding the Water Planning Council
  


 9   has 24 hours to kind of hold up or preempt the
  


10   release of that report.  But barring any input,
  


11   then it would be free and clear to be released to
  


12   the public in that initial distribution.  So I
  


13   just want to make sure that that's still the plan.
  


14              ELAINE SISTARE:  I thought the 24 hours
  


15   was to be released to the committees for the
  


16   draft.  So I'll bounce back --
  


17              MICHAEL JENNINGS:  Yes.
  


18              ELAINE SISTARE:  Okay.  So that's where
  


19   I've got the December 9th being the end of this
  


20   week for us to submit to the Water Planning
  


21   Council, and then maybe I could say more
  


22   explicitly for Monday, December 12th, for the
  


23   Water Planning Council to then forward it to the
  


24   committees.
  


25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Where did this







20


  
 1   24-hour rule come from?
  


 2              ELAINE SISTARE:  I have heard it
  


 3   before, too, in different meetings recently, you
  


 4   know, as a -- to try to get the information out.
  


 5              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  It really came out of
  


 6   a discussion about changing how we distribute
  


 7   information.  And the idea was to give the four
  


 8   members of the Water Planning Council a quick
  


 9   turnaround time to look at it and see if there
  


10   were any material issues that needed to be
  


11   addressed before we went forward with
  


12   distribution.  And then the idea would be that,
  


13   assuming that any issues were addressed, the idea
  


14   would be to get it out to whatever the targeted
  


15   audience was after that, and to put it up on the
  


16   Web site.
  


17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  How about we'll do
  


18   our best to do it within 24 hours?  I don't think
  


19   that's going to be -- I mean, we're all very busy.
  


20   I could be on a trip.  Mike could be on the golf
  


21   course, you know, so --
  


22              (Laughter.)
  


23              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  There will be a
  


24   first time for everything.
  


25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We'll do our best
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 1   to turn around as quickly as possible but --
  


 2              LORI MATHIEU:  We have plenty of time.
  


 3   We have the weekend.
  


 4              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
  


 5              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  Basically, as I
  


 6   understand this 24-hour, it's basically for me to
  


 7   take a look at it.  And if there's anything on
  


 8   there that kind of sets my hair on fire -- it's a
  


 9   little late -- but that, basically, that is my,
  


10   you know, you're looking for like a really kind of
  


11   rough cut, this is totally unacceptable, kind of
  


12   reaction.  Other than that, I mean, you're going
  


13   to have on any of these drafts, make it clear that
  


14   it's your draft, not mine.  DEEP can certainly
  


15   live with that.  We're meeting on this stuff on a
  


16   weekly basis.  So if you get me something, we can
  


17   get you that kind of reaction very quickly.
  


18              KIRK WESTPHAL:  And certainly in this
  


19   case for the draft report the question would be
  


20   within that 24-hour period are you comfortable
  


21   releasing this to the committees for their review.
  


22              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  And that in no way
  


23   impacts the agencies' ability to continue to
  


24   review and comment to that time frame for them in
  


25   January.
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 1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.
  


 2              LORI MATHIEU:  So I'm assuming we're
  


 3   going to get it early on the 9th, and we'll have
  


 4   until close of business on the 12th?
  


 5              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Of course.
  


 6              ELAINE SISTARE:  I'm writing that down.
  


 7              So to my slide about suggestions for
  


 8   report review because, ultimately, yes, it's
  


 9   December 9th has us finishing a draft, and then
  


10   before that first meeting in late January to the
  


11   public, but that's the timeline we have.
  


12              Some of the suggestions we have for
  


13   report review Kirk has already said, my last
  


14   bullet, which is a very strong reminder that this
  


15   does stay in draft form, not only over the next
  


16   few weeks, but once we have it as a draft phase I
  


17   report to the public and through the following
  


18   months.  So you will have multiple chances to give
  


19   me comments, or give the team comments on various
  


20   sections in any components of the report.
  


21              What we are looking for in this next
  


22   few week review is not only that hair on fire
  


23   review, but also globally about the report, are
  


24   there inaccuracies, are there areas where someone
  


25   could misinterpret some goals of the plan, the







23


  
 1   information that things are based on.  And
  


 2   ultimately this is the phase I report, which we
  


 3   are going to be using as a platform for our phase
  


 4   II work.  So does it provide an adequate platform
  


 5   for that continued process.
  


 6              So, you know, there's a lot of
  


 7   information there.  The other suggestion, perhaps,
  


 8   is say the task 1B white papers we originally had
  


 9   anticipated that the policy group would focus most
  


10   heavily on that, because that's where their
  


11   background is best used.  And the technical
  


12   information, the different maps, we've been
  


13   working with the science and technical group on
  


14   that.  And while everyone, I think, should
  


15   understand what the report includes, I hope that
  


16   there's some opportunities for divide and concur.
  


17              Let's see.  I think, Kirk, you don't
  


18   have such slides to set through but --
  


19              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I'm just going to talk
  


20   for a few minutes.  I'll try to be very brief.  I
  


21   just had a couple of issues to go over with the
  


22   council today, and I want to leave most of our
  


23   time for John Boyer to go through some of the
  


24   technical results, and explain how to interpret
  


25   those.
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 1              But there are a few things I wanted to
  


 2   talk about briefly, just real quick, an overview
  


 3   of the workshop that we held on November 17th.  I
  


 4   think three important things came out of that.  We
  


 5   did finalize all of the goals for the plan, the
  


 6   language for those goals, as well as the options
  


 7   for water management in the future that the plan
  


 8   will look at.  So we're revisiting the work first
  


 9   workshop and finalizing those decisions.
  


10              The second thing that came out of this
  


11   workshop, which I think is vitally important to
  


12   the plan, is some guidance from the stakeholders
  


13   on how the plan can best help with the issue of
  


14   registered diversions.  What can we do not to
  


15   change the current processes, not to upset the
  


16   trains that are going down different tracks right
  


17   now with the WUCC process and proposed new
  


18   legislation or regulations, but how can the plan
  


19   help, what information can we produce that would
  


20   help.
  


21              And we concluded that what we can do is
  


22   define a methodology -- and this will make a
  


23   little bit more sense after you see some of the
  


24   graphics in a few minutes -- define a methodology
  


25   that can reasonably put a bound on what the future
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 1   expected use is of water in each basin, somewhere
  


 2   between demand projections and the full
  


 3   mathematical accounting of all the unused
  


 4   registration.  Somewhere between those numbers is
  


 5   a value that can be used for practical planning,
  


 6   and that's what we -- we've got some very good
  


 7   directives from the council and the stakeholders
  


 8   to develop a methodology for that.
  


 9              And then the third thing that came out
  


10   of the workshop was what we'll start talking about
  


11   with the policy group later this week, and that is
  


12   some low hanging fruit, some of the broadly
  


13   agreeable alternatives that we can start to draft
  


14   or really build on some of the drafts of policy
  


15   recommendations that that group has been working
  


16   on.  And we got some confirmation from the
  


17   stakeholders that we should proceed with some
  


18   draft language for that that will ultimately morph
  


19   into recommendations in the plan.
  


20              So just in a couple sentences, that's
  


21   an overview of the workshop.  I want to talk about
  


22   two other things very quickly.  One of the other
  


23   things that we did in the workshop was invite our
  


24   colleague from CDM Smith, John Gall, to talk to
  


25   the stakeholders for about a half an hour on some
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 1   lessons learned from Massachusetts and what we've
  


 2   done regionally and statewide.  I've gotten some
  


 3   good feedback on his comments, and several folks
  


 4   have asked me if we could schedule some other
  


 5   talks with John or some other folks.  John,
  


 6   unfortunately, is no longer available.  He is
  


 7   going into full retirement after this year.  But
  


 8   he suggested the names of folks from regulatory
  


 9   agencies in Massachusetts who would be happy to
  


10   come down and meet with this council, or during
  


11   the workshops, or schedule separate meetings, if
  


12   that would be useful, and if there are some
  


13   specific targeted topics.  So with your direction,
  


14   I will be happy to reach out to those people, if
  


15   you feel that that would be useful; if not, we can
  


16   table that, but I'll look to you for some guidance
  


17   on that.
  


18              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think it would be
  


19   very useful, somebody who's gone through the
  


20   process and lessons learned.
  


21              KIRK WESTPHAL:  What I'll do is I'll
  


22   put together a list of some topics that we could
  


23   target, and suggestions of when we can integrate
  


24   that into the schedule, of workshops or public
  


25   meetings, or even planning council meetings.
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 1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That's great.
  


 2              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Kirk, is it
  


 3   possible to have somebody from the regulated
  


 4   community as part of that discussion?
  


 5              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yes, we could do that.
  


 6   We could bring -- we have a consultant who's been
  


 7   part of the process.  We can bring in some
  


 8   regulatory folks, and we can bring in some utility
  


 9   folks or others in the regulated community who
  


10   would be happy to share some of their experiences.
  


11   Definitely.
  


12              Okay.  The last thing I wanted to do is
  


13   offer a couple of ideas.  Elaine walked through
  


14   what is a very aggressive process for reviewing
  


15   what is going to be a lengthy report in the next
  


16   two weeks.  And it's good practice for phase II.
  


17   This first phase, I think, we've gotten a feel of
  


18   how this group works, how the subcommittees work,
  


19   and in phase II it will be, I think, even more
  


20   important to be able to make decisions during the
  


21   workshops and move forward from those.
  


22              And so one question I had for the
  


23   planning council is how best you can make
  


24   decisions moving forward, and whether that is, you
  


25   know, gathering again after a workshop to debrief
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 1   and make some decision and finalize those, so they
  


 2   don't necessarily need to carry over to the next
  


 3   workshop.  I'd be happy to meet with you following
  


 4   workshops if you wanted to schedule separate
  


 5   meetings for that, public meetings, whatever they
  


 6   may be.  We'd be happy to do that, if that would
  


 7   help finalize decisions.
  


 8              The other thought that occurred to
  


 9   me -- and we don't have to discuss this today --
  


10   is sometimes the best information that decision
  


11   makers can get -- in this case it would be the
  


12   legislature -- is seeing both sides of a story,
  


13   all the different opinions.  And so there will be
  


14   issues that the four of you probably don't agree
  


15   on as we move forward through this plan, and I
  


16   don't want that to hold up what could be a useful
  


17   discussion with decision makers.
  


18              And so what I'll suggest is that when
  


19   we encounter that, when we encounter that
  


20   situation, take the model of the supreme court,
  


21   it's okay to issue some recommendations for the
  


22   plan that are not unanimous, and also include in
  


23   the plan the opinions of any who may not agree
  


24   with the majority.  I think that will be very
  


25   useful, if I were a decision maker.  I think it
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 1   would be a way for us to help move forward from
  


 2   certain issues that we don't have consensus on.  I
  


 3   think we'll still focus on driving a consensus
  


 4   wherever we possibly can, but where we can't, I
  


 5   don't want to see it holding up an issue or
  


 6   holding up a document.  I think at that point it
  


 7   would be important to recognize that, and figure
  


 8   out how we cast both opinions or all three or four
  


 9   opinions to the legislature.
  


10              So I'll throw that out as just some
  


11   seeds to think about.  We don't need to
  


12   necessarily discuss that today, but I do think I
  


13   want to stress how important it will be to make
  


14   decisions, and move forward quickly and
  


15   efficiently in phase II so that by the time we do
  


16   have a plan six months from now it's broadly
  


17   acceptable.  And we can talk about that more maybe
  


18   at the next meeting after we think about that a
  


19   little bit.
  


20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Does anybody feel
  


21   like saying anything about that now?
  


22              LORI MATHIEU:  What do you suggest we
  


23   do now?
  


24              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I think now let's focus
  


25   on the report.  Let's get the report done and get
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 1   the comments in.  And maybe once we get the report
  


 2   back to you after the comments have been addressed
  


 3   would be a good time to try that out, to see if
  


 4   you agree with the way the report is compiled and
  


 5   presented and, if not, how do we move forward from
  


 6   that.  Are there issues that need another opinion
  


 7   put in?  Are there issues that we can resolve
  


 8   through another meeting instead of waiting a month
  


 9   for another council meeting?  That's probably the
  


10   best time to address that.  But I think for now
  


11   the focus is let's just get this report done and
  


12   reviewed.  And once that is, that will be the
  


13   first critical decision of this Council is are we
  


14   ready to issue this report to the public.
  


15              LORI MATHIEU:  Are you suggesting that
  


16   we -- my thought is that we should talk about it
  


17   now and come up with a way of dealing with
  


18   decisions, at least start the conversation amongst
  


19   the four of us, and then decide how we're going to
  


20   plan for that.  So that when the time comes, I
  


21   don't want to have discussion then.  I'd prefer
  


22   that we have some of the discussion now.
  


23              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, I would say
  


24   that the reports come in to us and we look -- I
  


25   mean, hopefully we're going to have consensus.
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 1   It's like when we do -- I always refer to what I
  


 2   do for a living here as a docket.  Hopefully, we
  


 3   have consensus on most of our dockets, but you
  


 4   also might have -- you know, you might have a
  


 5   minority opinion.
  


 6              LORI MATHIEU:  Well, you have three
  


 7   commissioners, but there's four of us here.  So
  


 8   what if there's a split between --
  


 9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I break the tie.
  


10              LORI MATHIEU:  Oh, really.  Is that how
  


11   it goes?
  


12              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, I hope we're
  


13   not going to get to that point.  But, I mean, if
  


14   there's a tie vote, then we'd probably have to
  


15   take -- I mean, I think you're raising a good
  


16   point in terms of what the process will be.
  


17              LORI MATHIEU:  Then it's a two-on-two
  


18   basketball game.
  


19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I mean, hopefully
  


20   we're going to come to consensus here but --
  


21   Michael.
  


22              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  Yes.  I mean, it's a
  


23   great thing to kind of tee up, I think.  I think
  


24   we're going to have to continue to talk about it.
  


25   I mean, the supreme court is kind of limping along
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 1   right now with like an even number.  We're going
  


 2   to do more than limp, I think.  We have the
  


 3   advantage of having four people that know each
  


 4   other very well and get along and that, I think,
  


 5   have experience in trying to find ways to get to
  


 6   yes.  There's not -- I think, it's not to diminish
  


 7   the possibility that we're going to come to -- we
  


 8   may come to some big issues where we're going to
  


 9   have significant differences of opinion.  And, I
  


10   think, regardless of what the rules are for like
  


11   how we proceed, when we get to that point, we're
  


12   probably going to have to have another like kind
  


13   of set of discussions and sit downs to figure like
  


14   really how do we get over this hump.  Is it just
  


15   something that we need to kind of put to the side,
  


16   is it something that we need to like enable
  


17   somebody to like have dissenting views?  But I do
  


18   think it's an important thing to kind of continue
  


19   to discuss, even if we can't come to a resolution
  


20   of it, because we are going to get there at some
  


21   point, and it will be a lot easier like kind of
  


22   having this discussion as we go along to kind of
  


23   deal with that when we're actually faced with it.
  


24   But I think we all have had a lot of experience in
  


25   not always getting everything that we want in
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 1   order to get progress, you know, made on behalf of
  


 2   some of these things so --
  


 3              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  And, quite frankly,
  


 4   we also have to come up a process that works
  


 5   within the existing requirements for transparency,
  


 6   notice, and everything else.  So I don't think I'm
  


 7   really ready to delve into that discussion.
  


 8   Because once we make a choice, we've got to figure
  


 9   out how to make it work from a transparency and
  


10   notice standpoint as well.  So I'd like to chew on
  


11   it a little bit, personally.
  


12              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And plus, we're
  


13   going to have a document, correct me if I'm wrong,
  


14   and we're going to go out on the road with this
  


15   document.  Right?  We're going to be doing
  


16   hearings in different parts of the state.  So
  


17   we'll have some consensus going out.  But we could
  


18   very well see something out there that would make
  


19   us change it when we come back, too.  So that's
  


20   something we have to be considering as we move
  


21   along.  Now, other states aren't set up like us.
  


22   How do other states do this?
  


23              KIRK WESTPHAL:  It's different
  


24   everywhere.  Most states have committees like this
  


25   that ultimately have some approval authority.
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 1   And, as I said, we work as hard as possible to try
  


 2   to arrive at consensus.
  


 3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Of course.
  


 4              KIRK WESTPHAL:  And sometimes that
  


 5   usually means toning down some language so that
  


 6   everybody is comfortable with it, even if it may
  


 7   not be advocating for something as strongly as
  


 8   you'd like it to be individually, it's agreeable
  


 9   language.  And so the goal is to have all of the
  


10   language in the report ultimately be agreeable,
  


11   even if it has some dissenting opinions or some
  


12   different perspectives in it, you all agree that
  


13   that is worthwhile to include in the report.  So
  


14   ultimately by the time the report goes out, the
  


15   goal is that all four of you agree that it's what
  


16   you want to say, you're comfortable saying it.
  


17   And that's how it works in most states when we get
  


18   to that point.
  


19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  So we'll
  


20   keep on talking about what we're going to do.
  


21              LORI MATHIEU:  Absolutely.
  


22              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All right.  We'll
  


23   keep on talking about this process.
  


24              KIRK WESTPHAL:  And really today I just
  


25   wanted to plant that seed as we're transitioning
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 1   from phase I to II.
  


 2              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


 3              KIRK WESTPHAL:  But that's enough for
  


 4   me.  I want to introduce to you a long-time friend
  


 5   and colleague, John Boyer, from our office in
  


 6   Raleigh, North Carolina.  John has been working
  


 7   with me on the South Carolina State Water Plan for
  


 8   a number of years and now working with us on
  


 9   leading the technical effort, which today has
  


10   largely been behind the scenes and with the
  


11   cooperation of the Science and Technical
  


12   Committee.  Virginia, I thank you for all the help
  


13   that you provided.
  


14              But John is going to show you today the
  


15   result of a lot of data gathering and data
  


16   interpretation, data synthesis, really as a short
  


17   course on how to read the report.  We're not going
  


18   to delve into too much today about what the data
  


19   mean, but we're going to talk a little bit about
  


20   how to look at the graphics in the report and
  


21   interpret them.
  


22              So with that, I'll turn it over to
  


23   John.
  


24              JOHN BOYER:  Thank you, Kirk.  I'm very
  


25   happy to be here.
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 1              As Kirk said, I'm going to talk a
  


 2   little bit about what we've been doing over the
  


 3   last five or six months.  We spent the first
  


 4   several months collecting and compiling the data,
  


 5   and doing a lot of organization and interpretation
  


 6   on it.  And frankly, that's still an ongoing
  


 7   process, part of the interim plan, looking for
  


 8   feedback of the people that generated the data and
  


 9   say did you interpret it correctly.  So you may
  


10   end up seeing some tables, or some maps where you
  


11   scratch your head and question that particular
  


12   number, perhaps a peak demand number, or a
  


13   streamflow number and say let's take another look
  


14   at this.  I fully expect we'll see that.  There
  


15   was a lot of compilation and analysis that went on
  


16   in the past couple of months.  And we're still
  


17   doing our own internal quality control and
  


18   checking, but part of that is relying on the
  


19   people that generate the data and that are more
  


20   familiar with the data.  So I really look forward
  


21   to your comments on it.
  


22              Let me frame this in three steps of how
  


23   we took the data and what we did with it, and then
  


24   give you some examples.  And I'll keep that part
  


25   very brief of how we're presenting the data in the
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 1   report, and what you can expect to see.  And I'm
  


 2   just going to show four or five maps with tables.
  


 3   It's just to kind of get you familiar with it.  I
  


 4   want to stress not to really focus in right now on
  


 5   the numbers themselves, but how the data is
  


 6   presented.  You'll have ample time and opportunity
  


 7   to really delve into particular numbers in each
  


 8   basin.
  


 9              So the three steps we generally follow
  


10   are collect, compile and use the existing data to
  


11   develop a water inventory for each basin.  So here
  


12   we weren't just concerned about how much are we
  


13   using and potentially how much we're returning,
  


14   but what are the natural components of the water
  


15   cycle, and then what are we pulling out, what are
  


16   the instream flow demands, pretty much a
  


17   compilation of everything that's going on with
  


18   water in each basin.  And this is typically what
  


19   we do in one fashion or another for these type of
  


20   plans.  A lot of times we have computer models to
  


21   do this, and we do it in much more precision.
  


22   Other times we use this approach.  We took the
  


23   same approach for the Georgia State Water Plan in
  


24   2008 where we compared -- or developed kind of a
  


25   basic water inventory, and then started to use
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 1   that information to narrow down problem areas.
  


 2              So once we had the water inventory,
  


 3   then we started -- well, then we did an estimate
  


 4   for future demand, and we're using the year 2040.
  


 5   So we did some predictions for demand based on
  


 6   different sectors to get to 2040.  Then the third
  


 7   step was to compare current and future water
  


 8   demands to what we call here water availability,
  


 9   but basically total amount of water in each basin.
  


10              We had a lot of discussion yesterday at
  


11   the Science and Technology Committee about
  


12   terminology.  One of the comments was can you stay
  


13   away from available water as a kind of a DPH
  


14   definition to it.  So we're going to try to focus
  


15   on total water.  We'll certainly need to explain.
  


16   And that's another point I'll get into here.
  


17   There's a lot of terminology that means different
  


18   things to different people, but the challenge of
  


19   this is trying to keep it at a level that
  


20   everybody understands.  I'll talk a little bit
  


21   about more of that on the last slide when we get
  


22   to it, but let me come back to that.
  


23              One of the maps that we presented in
  


24   the report are statewide maps like this where
  


25   we've broken everything down on a regional basin
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 1   basis.  So we have the 44 regional basins.  And
  


 2   we're doing these kind of color shading maps where
  


 3   we break things down into intervals, and darker
  


 4   shading typically represents perhaps an indicator
  


 5   of more stress, or more water use, or higher
  


 6   demand or, in some cases, more water availability.
  


 7   In this instance, we're looking at current average
  


 8   annual water demands.
  


 9              So this was taking all of the water
  


10   demand data, compiling it by regional basin.  And
  


11   then what we've done here is we divided it by the
  


12   basin area to come up with a number in inches per
  


13   year, and that allows us to compare one basin to
  


14   another basin that are different sizes.  None of
  


15   the basins have the same size.  By normalizing it
  


16   by area, we can compare on an inches per year
  


17   basis, and we can say, all right, water demands in
  


18   this basin are 2 inches per year.  The basin
  


19   adjacent are 4 inches per year.  That in itself
  


20   may be intuitive, but it's also telling.  So this
  


21   basically just shows current average annual water
  


22   demands.  The darker ones are in the 5 to 6 inches
  


23   per year range, and the lighter ones are in the
  


24   zero to 1 inches per year range.
  


25              The next map is showing current water
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 1   in basins.  So one way to look at this is
  


 2   available water.  Not all of the water is
  


 3   available, but this is kind of the natural part of
  


 4   water in the basin.  So it's basically based on
  


 5   total streamflow.  You take USGS flow records for
  


 6   each basin, or if there's no available records in
  


 7   that basin, we use a reference gauge for it, which
  


 8   is representative of that basin, and we total up
  


 9   water availability.  So this is part 2 of our
  


10   basic supply and demand.  This is the supply part.
  


11              In this one the darker colors represent
  


12   about 29 to 30 inches per year, and on the lighter
  


13   side it's 22 to 23 inches per year.  So that's the
  


14   natural variability that is largely driven by
  


15   participation, but also driven by other factors
  


16   which influence streamflow.
  


17              Okay.  And then we start to put those
  


18   two together and do some comparison.  So the rest
  


19   of the maps I'm going to show you are comparing
  


20   some type of demand to available water.  And we're
  


21   still looking at average annual conditions for
  


22   this comparison.  And it's comparing total current
  


23   water demand as a percent of the water in the
  


24   basin.  We've broken this out by surface water
  


25   demand on streamflow, and we've also broken it out
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 1   on groundwater demand to an estimate of recharge.
  


 2   I'm not going to show you those specific maps
  


 3   right now.  We're just going to focus on this
  


 4   total water demand as a percent of water in the
  


 5   basin.  And once again, the darker colors
  


 6   represent higher percentages; the lighter colors
  


 7   represent lower percentages.
  


 8              So note for most of these that very
  


 9   light pink color represents less than 10 percent
  


10   demand compared to availability.  And when you get
  


11   to the darker colors, that's when you see on an
  


12   average annual condition somewhere between 10 and
  


13   20 percent.  I think the only one we have here
  


14   that's in the third interval, 20 to 30 percent, is
  


15   the Hockanum basin.  And, interestingly, actually,
  


16   that one is one we need to double check, because I
  


17   think we're doing a little bit of double counting
  


18   of demands in that basin.  Okay.  That was current
  


19   average annual demands.
  


20              We took the future demand estimates and
  


21   applied them to current availability, and this is
  


22   looking at total future water demand.  So now we
  


23   can start to see where there's potentially
  


24   additional stress in the future based on
  


25   population growth.  And the difference between
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 1   these two maps, I think, is primarily down in the
  


 2   southwest part of the state.
  


 3              All right.  That was average annual
  


 4   conditions.  And generally we know on an average
  


 5   annual basis there's not a lot of stress.  Right.
  


 6   There's enough water to suit most needs.  Maybe
  


 7   there's a few isolated instances where there's
  


 8   some drying up of streams, but that's largely a
  


 9   reflection of times when there's high demand and
  


10   low water availability.  And that's what we're
  


11   trying to get across in this assessment here.
  


12   We're comparing current water demand as a percent
  


13   of water in the basin for what we're calling peak
  


14   summer conditions.  And here we've used the month
  


15   of July.  Now, water availability isn't always at
  


16   its lowest in July.  Sometimes it may be August.
  


17   It kind of depends.  And water demand isn't always
  


18   the most in July.  Sometimes it could be June, or
  


19   July, or August.  We've picked July as a kind of
  


20   just a general indicator month.  And we're
  


21   comparing, again, that peak use to summer
  


22   conditions.
  


23              So you can see there's potentially a
  


24   lot more indication of potential stress at this
  


25   level of comparison.  In fact, we've got a lot of
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 1   the very darkest shade where it's 90 to 100, or
  


 2   even greater than 100 percent.  So there's more
  


 3   water being used than is available for that month.
  


 4   And that's when storage, obviously, comes into
  


 5   play.
  


 6              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  John, is this the
  


 7   average July, or is this the worst July?
  


 8              JOHN BOYER:  This is the average July,
  


 9   right.
  


10              The point Virginia is raising is that
  


11   we also looked at the worst July over the past 30
  


12   years.  We didn't create a map for that, I
  


13   believe, but we have a table and we have some fact
  


14   sheets that show in extreme conditions what does
  


15   it look like.  It looks a lot worse than this, not
  


16   that this is that bad, but you would expect over
  


17   30 years there's a July where you probably didn't
  


18   get any rain, or much rain at all, and water
  


19   availability was pretty low.  And, again, that
  


20   also emphasizes the need for storage.  And I'll
  


21   come back to that too when we get to the last
  


22   slide, because the Science and Technology
  


23   Committee had some very good recommendations about
  


24   how to factor in storage.
  


25              That was current.  This is future water
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 1   demand as a percent of water availability for,
  


 2   again, the peak summer conditions.  Actually,
  


 3   there's not a lot of difference between this one
  


 4   and the last one, primarily because our demand
  


 5   estimates for year 2040 are not that severe.  In
  


 6   fact, there's some basins where demand is
  


 7   calculated to be a little less, just based on
  


 8   population growth or population decline.  This is
  


 9   just representing future conditions.
  


10              Okay.  The data that feeds these maps
  


11   is going to be in one of the appendices, and we're
  


12   calling them basin summary sheets or -- basin
  


13   summary sheets, I guess.  There's a lot of
  


14   information on here, but what I really want to
  


15   focus on is the middle part, and just talk about
  


16   that a little bit.
  


17              At the top part, we're basically
  


18   showing where the basin is.  You get a little map.
  


19   The middle of the top part is the result of the
  


20   water inventory, so it totals up precipitation and
  


21   the natural components of the water cycle, it
  


22   totals up the withdraws.
  


23              And then when you get to the middle
  


24   part, we're providing a bar graph that shows in
  


25   blue the available water.  The top part of that is
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 1   the average conditions.  The second set of bars is
  


 2   the July conditions, so the peak summer months.
  


 3   Again, the blue is the available water.  And all
  


 4   the little colored bars below that are different
  


 5   types of demands, and registration, and permit
  


 6   amounts.  I think the example we're showing here
  


 7   is the Farmington basin.
  


 8              And as you look at that second bar down
  


 9   in the average conditions, you see a summary of
  


10   consumptive groundwater demands in dark green.
  


11   The pink is the regulatory ecological stream
  


12   releases, so the nonconsumptive demands.  And then
  


13   you move into some gray and white, some kind of
  


14   strange pattern there.  Those are registration
  


15   amounts for groundwater and surface water, and
  


16   permit amounts for groundwater and surface water.
  


17              This is one of the handful of basins
  


18   where there is actually registered amounts that
  


19   are in exceedance of the available water, which is
  


20   reflected in that big long orange bar.  Obviously,
  


21   there are no basins where the current demands, or
  


22   the future demands, were in excess of available
  


23   water.  When you get down to the July conditions,
  


24   there were some instances of that.
  


25              The second line down under the July
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 1   conditions where you don't see a bar at all is the
  


 2   extreme summer conditions, which Virginia referred
  


 3   to, and in this basin you can barely see a line
  


 4   there.  Basically there's no streamflow, no
  


 5   available water, which is much more severe than
  


 6   the July condition you see above that.
  


 7              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I'll just add a couple
  


 8   of things, John.
  


 9              This is the Farmington basin.  And when
  


10   you look at the second blue bar there, the first
  


11   one under July, you see that, okay, throughout the
  


12   basin, using this example, there still is
  


13   sufficient water to satisfy demand, and yet we
  


14   know that some of the tributaries in that basin
  


15   have been drying up this year.  So when you look
  


16   at the extreme summer condition, as John pointed
  


17   out, that second line down where there really
  


18   isn't a blue bar, there have been periods in
  


19   history where the entire basin has really been
  


20   depleted of water, and you can see that the demand
  


21   exceeds that.  And that's an indication -- all of
  


22   these are indications of potential stress in the
  


23   future.  And where we see all of those blue bars
  


24   exceeding the green and the purple, all of the
  


25   available water exceeding the demand is an
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 1   indication of very low stress.  But where we start
  


 2   to see the demand exceeding or approaching the
  


 3   amount of available water, the indication is there
  


 4   could be some stress here, and we need to look at
  


 5   that.
  


 6              And I think that's the way we interpret
  


 7   these maps.  They're indications of potential
  


 8   stress.  These fact sheets then are useful in
  


 9   understanding why that stress exists by breaking
  


10   down the components of available water and the
  


11   demand.
  


12              And I think one thing that is really
  


13   important is that in the maps that you'll see in
  


14   the report, these unused portions of the
  


15   registrations and permits that are showing up here
  


16   as the checker board bars, are not included in the
  


17   stress graphs.  The stress is just the actual
  


18   demand and demand projections.  Okay.  I think the
  


19   guidance that we got from the workshop is
  


20   somewhere between the end of the far right end of
  


21   those orange bars and the end of the green and
  


22   purple bars is what we need to help come up with
  


23   some guidance for.  What can we plan for as a
  


24   reasonable upper limit in each basin for projected
  


25   water use in the future.  That's somewhere between
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 1   that mathematical addition of all of the unused
  


 2   registrations that may probably in many cases
  


 3   exceed available water, and the actual projected
  


 4   use for that basin.  So that will be one of the
  


 5   things that the plan really focuses on.  But you
  


 6   can start to see how that data will become very
  


 7   useful.
  


 8              MARGARET MINER:  For July, are you
  


 9   using either this July or last July for your
  


10   extreme July conditions?  So are you using either
  


11   this July or last July and, if not, will the plan
  


12   go up to that as you develop it?
  


13              JOHN BOYER:  We used the most extreme
  


14   July out of the prior 30 years of record up until
  


15   this summer.  So we probably didn't have a
  


16   complete record through this summer.  I don't
  


17   recall if it was actually -- some of them were
  


18   last summer or not.
  


19              KIRK WESTPHAL:  We can find out for
  


20   you.
  


21              MARGARET MINER:  Thank you.
  


22              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  So John, do I
  


23   understand you that your 30-year period for the
  


24   average July went from what would be 86 to 15?
  


25              JOHN BOYER:  Yes.  In fact, that came
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 1   up yesterday.  I meant to check on it last night.
  


 2   I forgot.  But I believe when we downloaded the
  


 3   USGS data, the streamflow data, we just grabbed
  


 4   everything that was available through the most
  


 5   recent period, but I need to double check and make
  


 6   sure.
  


 7              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Okay.
  


 8              KIRK WESTPHAL:  One of the points on
  


 9   that is that we weren't trying to get the worst
  


10   case July.  Again, it's an indication that over
  


11   the last 30 years, whether it's 1980 to 2010 or
  


12   1985 to 2015, there is one month in there that's
  


13   really, really extremely stressed hydrologically,
  


14   and how do our demands compare against that month.
  


15   And so that's what we were aiming for.  We didn't
  


16   want to get too overly statistical on that.  We
  


17   just really wanted to look at a very
  


18   representative low flow condition.
  


19              JOHN BOYER:  There's a number of
  


20   comparisons we could do.  And I look for your
  


21   feedback if you'd like additional comparisons.
  


22   But let me give you one example.  When we kind of
  


23   did a similar one in Georgia, we looked at a dry
  


24   year, an average year, which is what we've done
  


25   here, and a wet year.  And we based a lot of the
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 1   decisions and a lot of the policy came out of the
  


 2   dry year.  It wasn't -- well, it happened to be, I
  


 3   think, 2008, which was a pretty dry year for
  


 4   Georgia, or 2007, perhaps.  I forget which one.
  


 5   But one thing we could do is go back over the last
  


 6   30 years or so and pick a dry year, which is a
  


 7   longer term period of drought compared to just the
  


 8   peak high month, which is fairly extreme, and then
  


 9   compare that.  It's a fairly easy assessment to do
  


10   because the streamflow records are so available.
  


11              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  And you would use the
  


12   same wet, average and dry year for every basin, it
  


13   wouldn't be specific to a particular basin.  Is
  


14   that correct?
  


15              JOHN BOYER:  Yes.  If we did that
  


16   approach, we would do it for every -- it wouldn't
  


17   be one for each basin.  It would be for the whole
  


18   state.
  


19              MARGARET MINER:  When you're talking
  


20   about the total water, I guess, you're using --
  


21   you're referring to using streamflow.  Water
  


22   that's held underground, other types of storage,
  


23   but particularly natural storage -- I know this
  


24   came up, and thank you for your wonderful
  


25   presentations -- but how are you factoring that in
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 1   when you're thinking about total water?
  


 2              JOHN BOYER:  So for storage, we're
  


 3   not yet we're not factoring in storage, and
  


 4   certainly that's an important component.  The maps
  


 5   that we didn't show for groundwater use a fairly
  


 6   simplified assumption for groundwater recharge,
  


 7   and we had some good discussion about this
  


 8   yesterday, and at prior meetings.  We do baseflow
  


 9   separations with streamflow and come up with a
  


10   very rough estimate of potential recharge.
  


11   There's a lot of different assumptions and, you
  


12   know, it varies across the state, depending on
  


13   conditions.
  


14              At this level of planning, though, we
  


15   like to keep it fairly simple and just focus on
  


16   how much water is getting back into the ground.
  


17   And we have to recognize that only a percentage of
  


18   that water is actually available.  A lot of it
  


19   doesn't fully recharge the aquifers that are being
  


20   used for supply wells, or domestic wells, and you
  


21   can't necessarily sink in a well and pull out all
  


22   the water that's in the system.  But again, we're
  


23   trying to do more of a screening level approach.
  


24              MARGARET MINER:  Screening level.
  


25              JOHN BOYER:  Yes, look past some of the
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 1   more detailed type of issues that kind of tend to
  


 2   bog us down.
  


 3              MARGARET MINER:  Thank you very much.
  


 4              KIRK WESTPHAL:  I'll just add one
  


 5   thing.  John hit on a really important word that I
  


 6   probably haven't emphasized enough, and that is
  


 7   screening.  These graphics are to be interpreted
  


 8   as screening tools to look through the state and
  


 9   identify which basins may warrant certain
  


10   considerations for different types of policies,
  


11   where different types of things might be more or
  


12   less effective, where there may be opportunities
  


13   for regional collaboration, for seasonal
  


14   conservation.  That's the intent of these to
  


15   screen through.  The data sheets then supplement
  


16   the maps by providing the information, and that's
  


17   where the differentiation between surface water
  


18   and groundwater is helpful because we'll
  


19   understand, to some degree, planning level degree,
  


20   whether we should be focused more on groundwater,
  


21   surface water of particular basins.
  


22              So again, it's an important word that
  


23   you hit on, John.  And as you look at these maps,
  


24   look at them from the point of view of screening.
  


25   And what we'll proceed then in phase II is now
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 1   we'll add some information about storage we should
  


 2   talk about.  We'll add some information about what
  


 3   might happen with different policies, and how does
  


 4   that change the maps.  They'll become very
  


 5   familiar to you.
  


 6              JOHN BOYER:  So Kirk just touched on
  


 7   one of the pieces of really good feedback we got
  


 8   yesterday from the Science and Technology
  


 9   Committee, and that's what I want to wrap this up
  


10   with.
  


11              There was a comment about how does
  


12   storage come into this, and what can we do to
  


13   understand the importance of storage.  And there
  


14   was a suggestion, well, why don't you go in and
  


15   tally up the total amount of storage in each
  


16   basin, basically tally up the reservoir storage,
  


17   and summarize that on a million gallon per square
  


18   mile basis.  We could even take that a step
  


19   further and say, I compared to current demands or
  


20   future demands and then how many days of storage
  


21   does that provide.  And we can certainly map that.
  


22   We can map everything that we nail down to a
  


23   regional base and level.  So I think that's
  


24   something we'll attempt to do, probably not fit it
  


25   in this week, but as the draft evolves into a
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 1   final plan, we'll incorporate that in.
  


 2              Another thing we heard back from the
  


 3   committee yesterday was provide some guidance for
  


 4   understanding and interpreting the fact sheets.
  


 5   There's a lot of numbers on those fact sheets, and
  


 6   there was a lot of questions about how was this
  


 7   calculated, and what does this represent.  And we
  


 8   talked a lot about the terminology to use.  So we
  


 9   did get some very good feedback on what we think
  


10   is going to be appropriate terminology, and we
  


11   decided to create kind of a user's guide for the
  


12   fact sheets.
  


13              So it will accompany the fact sheets in
  


14   the appendix, and it will basically be a user's
  


15   guide that says, okay, this section shows this
  


16   type of data, here's how it's calculated, here are
  


17   the assumptions behind this, and it gives them
  


18   information.  It's still going to be written at a
  


19   level that the general kind of informed public
  


20   would understand, but without it I think people
  


21   will be scratching their heads wondering what's
  


22   this number really mean.  So hopefully that will
  


23   be very useful, at least to supplement those basin
  


24   summary sheets.  And then I touched on the third
  


25   one, terminology adjustments, to make sure we're
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 1   using consistent and appropriate terminology.
  


 2   That's all I had to cover.
  


 3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Do you have a
  


 4   question?
  


 5              LORI MATHIEU:  I do.  I think I
  


 6   promised I wouldn't ask any detailed questions,
  


 7   but I will.  How did you come up with future
  


 8   conditions, and future total demand, just in
  


 9   general?
  


10              JOHN BOYER:  So future -- well, our
  


11   future conditions is future demand, basically.  So
  


12   we picked year 2040 as the future year.  We used
  


13   the state data center, town-based population
  


14   estimates.  Those were then disaggregated to a
  


15   utility level basically.  So MMI helped us, in
  


16   fact, did that part of the analysis where we took
  


17   the town-based populations and applied them to the
  


18   utilities at the utility level.  Then we could
  


19   easily apply them to the each regional basin.  So
  


20   we did not increase per capita demand.  So what we
  


21   increased was population, or in some instances we
  


22   decreased population, but we made the assumption
  


23   that on a per capita basis we're going to be using
  


24   the same amount of water in the future in year
  


25   2040 as we are using today.  That may be an overly
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 1   conservative assumption, because typically per
  


 2   capita rates have been declining, but we didn't
  


 3   feel like that was -- we felt that was a fair kind
  


 4   of conservative approach to take.
  


 5              For smaller systems, if it was a system
  


 6   that served -- well, if it was a larger small
  


 7   community water system, we tried to apply a
  


 8   similar growth projection as was determined for
  


 9   the other utilities in that basin.  We didn't
  


10   necessarily have specific growth projections for
  


11   those, so we used as a surrogate the growth in
  


12   that regional basin.  For very small systems we
  


13   decided to keep those flat.  Those were typically
  


14   retirement homes, or systems that are already
  


15   built out, they're not expanding.  We didn't
  


16   really see a reason to expand those out.
  


17              KIRK WESTPHAL:  We also included in the
  


18   future conditions the nonconsumptive demand based
  


19   on the state's guidance for ecological stream
  


20   releases.  That was a topic of conversation to
  


21   recognize that that's not the only ecological need
  


22   in the basin, but it is a regulatory requirement,
  


23   so we included that in the future condition as
  


24   well as a documented water need.
  


25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Any other
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 1   questions?
  


 2              (No response.)
  


 3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  To be continued.
  


 4   Thank you very much.  Appreciate your presentation
  


 5   this afternoon.
  


 6              JOHN BOYER:  Thank you.
  


 7              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Next, we're going
  


 8   to have an update from Lenard Engineering on the
  


 9   environmental study regarding a change in land use
  


10   of New Britain Water Company land.
  


11              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Jack, may I ask a
  


12   quick question, and that is the status of the
  


13   white paper number 4, which you folks were
  


14   reviewing.  I'm just sort of thinking if they're
  


15   going to be summarizing that in a report that
  


16   they're producing this week, it's going to be a
  


17   bit tough.  What's the status of that?
  


18              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We're still
  


19   reviewing it.
  


20              LORI MATHIEU:  We're still reviewing
  


21   it.
  


22              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Do you have an
  


23   estimated time frame in which you could complete
  


24   that review?
  


25              LORI MATHIEU:  No.
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 1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Good afternoon.
  


 2   Introduce yourself.
  


 3              JAMES ERICSON:  Good afternoon, ladies
  


 4   and gentlemen.  My name is James Ericson.  I'm a
  


 5   licensed professional engineer, and vice president
  


 6   of Lenard Engineering.  With me today is Ray
  


 7   Esponda, the superintendent of water quality for
  


 8   the City of New Britain.  Previously we had Gil
  


 9   Bligh, the director of water, who recently
  


10   retired.  So Ray will be our technical contact for
  


11   the city, along with the mayor's office.
  


12              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Good afternoon.
  


13   Thanks for being here.
  


14              JAMES ERICSON:  Thank you for inviting
  


15   us.  It's a pleasure to be here, as always.
  


16              What I'd like to do is summarize our
  


17   monthly report, dated November 30, 2016.  I
  


18   believe it was sent in by the mayor's office to
  


19   this Commission.  And rather than going through
  


20   point by point, I can give you a summary of that.
  


21   And any questions that come up, I'd be glad to
  


22   answer that.
  


23              Since the last time we met with the
  


24   Water Planning Council, we've attended several
  


25   meetings with the council on environmental
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 1   quality.  We had great cooperation, great
  


 2   feedback, give and take, between members of the
  


 3   committee, the general public, and the city, and
  


 4   we were able to address and add many items to our
  


 5   scope of services, which I believe they agreed was
  


 6   a more significant scope in which they signed off
  


 7   on in their meeting on October 19, 2016.
  


 8              Probably the most significant thing
  


 9   added to it was going from a two-season study to a
  


10   four-season study of environmental impacts of the
  


11   proposed reservoir and the quarry that is to be
  


12   constructed to create that reservoir.
  


13              So we're moving forward with a much
  


14   enhanced scope of study, which will be completed
  


15   in the summer of 2017.  Because of the give and
  


16   take with the CEQ, ourselves and our
  


17   subconsultants were sort of put on hold for a
  


18   couple months until the final scope was ironed
  


19   out.  We are moving forward now and anticipate,
  


20   once again, in summer '17 to have a final report.
  


21              Major steps that we've completed.  Most
  


22   of the property mapping and topographic mapping
  


23   have been completed.  Our wetland scientist has
  


24   delineated wetlands, and those are mapped on our
  


25   property.  We've also mapped the class 1, 2, and 3
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 1   water company land on the City of New Britain
  


 2   parcel.
  


 3              We had a meeting and attended a meeting
  


 4   with Virginia and Bob Moore of the Science and
  


 5   Technology Subcommittee regarding Copper Mine
  


 6   Brook and low flows and what could be done to
  


 7   manage that in a better way.  At that meeting were
  


 8   representatives of the City of New Britain,
  


 9   Bristol Water Department and the MDC.  It was a
  


10   nice round table discussion of what are the
  


11   conditions now, what could have been done a little
  


12   differently to manage the water better.  And it's
  


13   an important part of our study on this new
  


14   reservoir how to incorporate those thoughts into
  


15   making a better result.
  


16              As far as safe yield analysis, we're
  


17   progressing well on that.  We're looking at
  


18   reservoir volumes between 2 and 4 billion gallons,
  


19   billion with a "B."  And that will be very nice to
  


20   have in these days of drought added to the City of
  


21   New Britain system.
  


22              As far as our geologist,
  


23   hydrogeologist, Leggette Brashears & Graham,
  


24   they've completed the private well inventories
  


25   around the areas.  Most of the wells are -- most
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 1   of the areas around the parcels are served by
  


 2   Plainville Water.  And if there's private wells
  


 3   available, there's a water main going by,
  


 4   identified private well.  So the private wells
  


 5   have been inventoried.  They've also installed
  


 6   wetland piezometers on the New Britain parcel, and
  


 7   have been monitoring them throughout the winter
  


 8   and spring to determine the impacts of the
  


 9   groundwater and seasonally what impact of our
  


10   activity would have on that.
  


11              Tighe & Bond is doing our drinking
  


12   water quality evaluation.  They've begun that
  


13   work.  One item that the CEQ asked for was impacts
  


14   on air quality and noise impacts, and Tighe & Bond
  


15   has expertise in that, and they are conducting
  


16   that work for us as well.
  


17              So that's a snapshot of what we're
  


18   doing.  We're about 40 percent along with our
  


19   work.  Once again, we'll be working through the
  


20   winter, but a large part of the work and the
  


21   analysis will be done in the spring and summer
  


22   once our ecological firm does work during those
  


23   critical periods of time.
  


24              That's a brief summary.  I'd be glad to
  


25   answer any questions.
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 1              LORI MATHIEU:  You said you calculated
  


 2   a percentage of class 1 and 2 lands?
  


 3              JAMES ERICSON:  Yes.
  


 4              LORI MATHIEU:  Could you tell us how
  


 5   many acres are class 1 versus class 2, of the 130
  


 6   acres?
  


 7              JAMES ERICSON:  I don't have those
  


 8   exact numbers with me, but I could provide those
  


 9   to the Council.
  


10              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  What would you
  


11   say it is, just off the top of your head, 20
  


12   percent, 30 percent, class 1?
  


13              JAMES ERICSON:  Well, it's 130-acre
  


14   parcel.  I would say it's probably less than 10
  


15   acres of class 1, and a very small amount of class
  


16   3, with the balance being class 2.
  


17              LORI MATHIEU:  The CEQ meeting minutes
  


18   from the October meeting, could you supply them to
  


19   this Committee?
  


20              JAMES ERICSON:  We will.  I believe
  


21   they may have done that already, but I can submit
  


22   a copy of what I have to the Committee.
  


23              LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.
  


24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Mr. Neeley, don't
  


25   you have those minutes?







63


  
 1              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  Yes, they should be
  


 2   posted on our Web site.
  


 3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think we have
  


 4   them posted right on our --
  


 5              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  We have a new
  


 6   reservoir docket.
  


 7              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.
  


 8              Anything further?
  


 9              (No response.)
  


10              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you,
  


11   gentlemen.  Appreciate it.
  


12              JAMES ERICSON:  Thank you very much.
  


13   Everyone have a merry Christmas and happy
  


14   holidays.
  


15              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Same to you.  Thank
  


16   you for being here.
  


17              The next item is the proposed schedule
  


18   of meetings for 2017.  We have a schedule attached
  


19   that we submit to the Secretary of State.
  


20              Has everybody had a chance to review?
  


21              Can I have a motion to accept that?
  


22              LORI MATHIEU:  July 5th might be
  


23   suspect.
  


24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  July 5th may be
  


25   suspect.  Okay.  Well, this is, again, a proposed
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 1   schedule.  I'm sure throughout the year we'll be
  


 2   making changes.
  


 3              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  I'm just telling
  


 4   you I won't be here in July.  You're going to miss
  


 5   me.
  


 6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No.  We'll change
  


 7   the date, but this is the one we'd like to submit
  


 8   to begin with.
  


 9              LORI MATHIEU:  That's fine.
  


10              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  So any -- do
  


11   we need a formal motion?
  


12              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  So moved.
  


13              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Second, Michael.
  


14              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  Yes.
  


15              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  All those in favor,
  


16   signify by saying aye.
  


17              THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


18              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Duly noted at this
  


19   point --
  


20              LORI MATHIEU:  I object to July 5th.
  


21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, to July 5th.
  


22   Yes.
  


23              Okay.  Water Planning Council Advisory
  


24   Group, do we have an update?  We have the two
  


25   co-chairs with us on opposite sides of the room
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 1   this afternoon.
  


 2              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  That's not
  


 3   significant.
  


 4              MARGARET MINER:  We had a very sad
  


 5   meeting because Maureen wasn't there and we had no
  


 6   cookies.  She usually brings the cake and cookies.
  


 7              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  And it was Gil's last
  


 8   day.
  


 9              MARGARET MINER:  And it was Gil Bligh's
  


10   last day.  So we will miss him.
  


11              The main topics of discussion were
  


12   local implementation and how that's going to work
  


13   out.  And Denise Savageau actually led that
  


14   discussion from a municipal point of view.  She
  


15   was there.  And we had, of course, an update from
  


16   Kirk on the water plan, which took part of it.
  


17   And from that came out questions about municipal
  


18   implementation.  And I think you are all generally
  


19   familiar with the problems of water planning and
  


20   responses to drought at the municipal level.
  


21              So that was an issue that we raised.
  


22   And since the water planning group is supposed to
  


23   take a special role in that function, we were
  


24   trying to sort out what really would be involved,
  


25   what the support would be, and how we would do it.
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 1              So another important part of the
  


 2   conversation was that almost everyone in the group
  


 3   felt that the report did not give enough weight
  


 4   and emphasis to land conservation in terms of
  


 5   protecting water quantity and quality, and we
  


 6   thought that perhaps there really needed to be a
  


 7   special section on how land does protect our state
  


 8   waters.
  


 9              And I think, Kirk, you took that under
  


10   advisement and will be looking at that.
  


11              KIRK WESTPHAL:  Yes.
  


12              MARGARET MINER:  The last thing in my
  


13   notes here, which I gathered from people here, the
  


14   sound system is really difficult when you're
  


15   having a meeting with telephone participation.  It
  


16   seems to be working well today, but we had calls
  


17   dropped, calls popping up, strange static.  And
  


18   I'm not sure if there's anything that can be done,
  


19   but, you know, it's good to have call-in
  


20   possibilities, if only to save all that gasoline,
  


21   but also it just seemed -- so I think we'll try
  


22   next time to sort of get -- be sure the system is
  


23   working ahead of time.
  


24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I believe Len
  


25   DeJong actually voiced his concern.
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 1              MARGARET MINER:  Yes, Len did speak up.
  


 2              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, he did.  And
  


 3   Mr. Neeley, hasn't the situation been looked into
  


 4   and rectified, I believe?
  


 5              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  Yes.
  


 6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think, as you can
  


 7   see, things are much better today.
  


 8              MARGARET MINER:  They're fantastic
  


 9   today.
  


10              A VOICE:  Thank you, Margaret.
  


11              GAIL LUCCHINA:  I think it was only
  


12   happening in hearing room 2, right?
  


13              MARGARET MINER:  Only in the other
  


14   hearing room, perhaps.
  


15              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.
  


16              MARGARET MINER:  So that --
  


17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We want to make you
  


18   comfortable when you're here, Margaret.  We'll try
  


19   to make sure that happens, even if I have to bring
  


20   cookies down too, we'll do that.
  


21              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  I try to get a
  


22   quorum.  It's what works.
  


23              MARGARET MINER:  So I think that
  


24   basically was the substance of the meeting.
  


25   Virginia was there.  Other people here were there.
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 1              Does anybody want to add anything?
  


 2              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Can I just add more
  


 3   administratively that with Gil's retirement, and
  


 4   we actually already had Bob Silvestri's retirement
  


 5   at the prior meeting, so we do have two vacancies
  


 6   we have to fill.  So do you want us to solicit
  


 7   recommendations to have them send a letter to you
  


 8   to request it?
  


 9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That would be
  


10   great.
  


11              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  Because Bob
  


12   did recommend somebody for his seat.  We just have
  


13   not forwarded that, I don't believe.  And then Gil
  


14   we'll have to figure out.
  


15              MARGARET MINER:  Correct.  Thank you.
  


16              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  Anything
  


17   further?
  


18              (No response.)
  


19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And under drought
  


20   report, I just want to -- Mr. Neeley, in terms of
  


21   the drought report, did we not put something on
  


22   our Web site soliciting comments?
  


23              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  Yes.  We posted the
  


24   draft drought report and a notice for written
  


25   comments on October 16, and comments are due by
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 1   December 16.  To date, I've had a couple of
  


 2   inquiries, but no comments.  The notice went out
  


 3   to sort of Tyra's global Water Planning Council
  


 4   e-mail which numbers several hundred people.  It
  


 5   went to the Connecticut Conference of
  


 6   Municipalities, the Council of Small Towns, the 70
  


 7   health districts, the CDQ, the water industry
  


 8   folks, the Connecticut Rivers Alliance, State Fire
  


 9   Marshal's Office, Council of Governments, and the
  


10   Connecticut Farm Bureau.  So it got very, very
  


11   wide distribution, but to date no comments.  But
  


12   I've heard that some people expect to file
  


13   comments by the 16th.
  


14              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  I'm recognizing that
  


15   most people leave things to the last minute.  A
  


16   reminder might be in order.
  


17              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  One went out today.
  


18              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Oh, it went out
  


19   today.
  


20              NICHOLAS NEELEY:  It went out today.
  


21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you, Mr.
  


22   Neeley.
  


23              So we have comments coming in, and then
  


24   we will act on it at probably the next regularly
  


25   scheduled Water Planning Council, which will be
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 1   actually February.
  


 2              LORI MATHIEU:  I had a question on
  


 3   that.  Actually the comments, what's the role of
  


 4   the interagency drought committee versus anything
  


 5   else?
  


 6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  David.
  


 7              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Well, I would think
  


 8   that they would be commenting as well, or the
  


 9   individual members would be.
  


10              LORI MATHIEU:  And once the comments
  


11   are gathered, what would be the next step?
  


12              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I would think that
  


13   the comments will go to the interagency drought
  


14   group, and then they will make a recommendation, I
  


15   believe, to the Water Planning Council for action.
  


16              LORI MATHIEU:  Sure.
  


17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I think that will
  


18   be the process.
  


19              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Clarification.  The
  


20   interagency drought work group that makes the
  


21   recommendations on whether droughts are to be
  


22   announced is not the same as the work group -- the
  


23   advisory work group that created the report.
  


24   Which of those two committees were you intending
  


25   to refer to in your last statement?
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 1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, I can imagine
  


 2   both will take a look at it.
  


 3              VIRGINIA DeLIMA:  Okay.
  


 4              LORI MATHIEU:  I'm referencing the six
  


 5   state agencies that are responsible for the plan.
  


 6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Right.
  


 7              LORI MATHIEU:  Under Dave LeVasseur's
  


 8   direction.
  


 9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Yes, Dave's
  


10   chairmanship.
  


11              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Does it make sense
  


12   since that advisory group put it together to at
  


13   least react to the comments before it goes to the
  


14   interagency group so that if there was specific
  


15   things recommended to be changed that they had --
  


16              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  We can do that.
  


17              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  -- strong footing
  


18   for or something?  I wasn't on it, but there may
  


19   be strong opinion why some things need to be in
  


20   there or not.
  


21              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  I would anticipate
  


22   that the interagency drought work group is going
  


23   to have our own comments we're going to want to
  


24   submit by the 16th.
  


25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  All the more
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 1   reason then for it to go back.
  


 2              LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.
  


 3              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Exactly.
  


 4              LORI MATHIEU:  Exactly.  So one comment
  


 5   I want to make.  And I know there's a number of
  


 6   utilities in the room.  I think one thing
  


 7   utilities should pay close attention to, which I
  


 8   think is a huge disconnect that's kind of playing
  


 9   out right now, is the disconnect between the
  


10   individual water conservation plans, drought
  


11   trigger plans within individual water supply plans
  


12   versus the state's plans and actions.  And I think
  


13   that is a very confusing issue right now that's
  


14   playing out.  The Governor calls for 15 percent,
  


15   the utility calls for 20 percent, a town calls for
  


16   10.  What is a citizen to do?  And how is that to
  


17   play out?  I think that's very confusing.
  


18              And I think that's something that we're
  


19   certainly going to comment on.  And I think there
  


20   should be much more structure and interconnect
  


21   between all of those individual water supply plans
  


22   versus our interagency responsibilities and then
  


23   what we propose to tell -- have the Governor move
  


24   forward with so that we're all consistent, as much
  


25   as you can be.
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 1              MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.
  


 2              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  And one of the things
  


 3   that I was concerned about -- and I went to a
  


 4   conference in Massachusetts in October.  And the
  


 5   trend among the six New England states, plus New
  


 6   York, is they've experienced the same thing that
  


 7   we have over the terminology of the various
  


 8   stages.  And of course that becomes even more
  


 9   complicated because of the drought monitor.  And
  


10   what we learned was that New Hampshire has thrown
  


11   out the stages they have, and they're utilizing
  


12   the terms that the drought monitor uses.  So that
  


13   there's a consistency, at least, between their
  


14   plan and what's being put out every week by the
  


15   drought monitor, which could end up eliminating a
  


16   lot of the confusion among the public and, quite
  


17   frankly, even meteorologists.  Because I heard one
  


18   this week saying that despite the rain -- I
  


19   couldn't believe I heard this from a meteorologist
  


20   on TV -- in one breath he said despite the rain,
  


21   we're still in a drought watch and drought
  


22   advisory, depending upon where you are in the
  


23   state, but it's okay to go wash your cars.
  


24              So clearly we still have communications
  


25   issues with folks out there.  And anything we can
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 1   do to streamline or simplify the terminology, I
  


 2   think would be helpful as well.
  


 3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.
  


 4              Any comments on the drought?
  


 5              (No response.)
  


 6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  David, do you have
  


 7   an update on the state bond funds?
  


 8              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Yes.  The bond funds
  


 9   have been set up as a fund.  We have finalized our
  


10   phase 2 MOU with NEIWPCC.  That's been fully
  


11   executed.  And I received in yesterday's mail the
  


12   invoice that we require from NEIWPCC, and that's
  


13   already become processed by the business office.
  


14   So hopefully those funds will be going out the
  


15   door to NEIWPCC within the next few days or week,
  


16   at the most.
  


17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Very good.
  


18              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  That should mean we
  


19   shouldn't have any slowdown in the process of
  


20   putting together the plan between phases 1 and 2.
  


21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Excellent.  Thank
  


22   you.
  


23              Under old business, streamflow,
  


24   Michael.
  


25              MICHAEL SULLIVAN:  I don't have
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 1   anything to report, Jack.
  


 2              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  WUCC update.
  


 3              LORI MATHIEU:  So the next round of
  


 4   WUCC meetings are coming up next week.  The final
  


 5   assessments will be voted on, I believe, on all
  


 6   three WUCCs.  I'm looking for Dave Murphy.  Yes?
  


 7   All right.  That's good.  Okay.
  


 8              And then the preliminary exclusive
  


 9   service area boundaries process is moving forward.
  


10   We held a webinar last week to focus in on
  


11   municipal participation in the ESA process.  We
  


12   received a lot of good questions and continue to
  


13   have a lot of questions from municipalities in the
  


14   northwest and the northeast area of the state.  So
  


15   a lot of our rural towns are quite confused,
  


16   concerned with the claims that they're seeing, and
  


17   that we are fully engaging with them in
  


18   discussions, which is a good thing.  So towns have
  


19   to pay close attention to the claims, especially
  


20   in the more rural areas.
  


21              So we've had a lot of concerns.  We've
  


22   held our webinar.  The ESA process continues on,
  


23   and will continue with a preliminary ESA document
  


24   due in April.  Right?  Right again.  Good.
  


25              The final exclusive service area
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 1   boundaries document is due to the health
  


 2   department at the end of June, the end of June of
  


 3   next year.  So it's a long process.  And any
  


 4   municipality that has a question about any of
  


 5   this, please direct that to our agency or to MMI
  


 6   or any of the co-chairs.
  


 7              So, Dave, I know you're in the
  


 8   audience.  Anything to add about the WUCC?
  


 9              DAVID MURPHY:  No, just that for the
  


10   central and west regions preliminary ESA claim
  


11   forms are due.  The meeting is next week.  All
  


12   three regions are going to be accepting
  


13   clarifications and more information going forward.
  


14              LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.
  


15              Dave Radka, anything to add, as one of
  


16   the co-chairs?
  


17              DAVID RADKA:  No.
  


18              LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  Excellent.
  


19   That's it.
  


20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


21   much.
  


22              Any public comment this afternoon?
  


23              Yes, sir.  Please identify yourself.
  


24              RICHARD JUDD:  I'm Dr. Richard L. Judd.
  


25   I'm a member of the POWCT, which is to protect our
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 1   watershed.  And I thank you for taking time and to
  


 2   be here again.
  


 3              A couple things I hope you'll pay
  


 4   attention to, as Lenard continues its study to
  


 5   complete in July of this summer sometime.  I'm
  


 6   very impressed with the study that the companies
  


 7   have shown us today.  I hope some of those
  


 8   predictive models that were done by Smith and
  


 9   Milone MacBroom will also feed into our study, but
  


10   there are several things that I'm still worried
  


11   about.
  


12              I have not seen yet, and I think you
  


13   have not seen yet -- you've all commented on
  


14   this -- the predictive models which will be based
  


15   on some empirical and theoretical evidence with
  


16   respect to what will happen when the watershed --
  


17   if the watershed is ever destroyed.  This applies
  


18   to both the ecosystem, and it applies both to the
  


19   species that are there, what will the dispersal of
  


20   those species be when the watershed is destroyed,
  


21   and what will be the population dynamics when and
  


22   if the shed is destroyed to those species.  So
  


23   overall looking at the environment that will occur
  


24   at the time, I'm really worried about that.
  


25              The second thing I'm worried about is
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 1   the geophysical studies that I think need to be
  


 2   done to show what will happen as more bedrock is
  


 3   destroyed by blasting.  And as you're all aware,
  


 4   when blasting occurs, there are a number of
  


 5   chemicals that seep into the watershed into the
  


 6   area, and these conventional techniques, when
  


 7   rocks are fractured, will concentrate many of the
  


 8   dissolved constituents of the blasting materials
  


 9   such as chlorides, florines, bromides and
  


10   sulphides, and I think we need to see some
  


11   evidence as to what will happen if this occurs.
  


12   In fact, I'm sure that Lenard and Tilcon can tell
  


13   you what's happening currently in the blasting
  


14   that they're doing now with regard to those
  


15   physical studies.
  


16              So I'm very worried as a public citizen
  


17   as to what will happen when that goes on, and I
  


18   hope you'll pay good attention to that when the
  


19   time comes for it to be seen.
  


20              Seasons best.  Thank you.
  


21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


22   much, Doctor.
  


23              Yes.
  


24              PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Good afternoon again --
  


25   Paul Zagorsky -- members of the Council.
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 1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Good afternoon.
  


 2              PAUL ZAGORSKY:  Thank you for allowing
  


 3   me to be here and speak this afternoon.  I guess
  


 4   my concerns are we're receiving updates on a
  


 5   monthly basis from Lenard, and I guess my concern
  


 6   is the direction that they're going into.  Their
  


 7   initial study proposal had no environmental
  


 8   component whatsoever.  It was just a feasibility
  


 9   desktop study.  They even stated there is no
  


10   detailed ecological inventories and studies are
  


11   included.  Then they did a revised draft which was
  


12   submitted on September 7th.  And as Mr. Ericson
  


13   has stated, essentially the proposal was put on
  


14   hold pending a meeting with the CEQ.  When the CEQ
  


15   did meet on this, they discussed it in detail on
  


16   October 19th.  The minutes are on your docket.  I
  


17   appreciate that.  All the information has been
  


18   kept on the docket.
  


19              And they talked about it, and they
  


20   still continue to talk about it being a
  


21   four-season study, but in their October 28th
  


22   letter -- and I said the parameters of this study
  


23   were essentially hashed out on October 19th.
  


24   Well, they write a letter to the WPC on October
  


25   28th saying environmental planning services has
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 1   conducted both office and field studies on
  


 2   wetlands, wildlife, forestry, and related work.
  


 3   And they have completed their summer and fall
  


 4   field evaluations for wetlands, mammals, birds,
  


 5   and reptiles.
  


 6              Now, this was sent on October 28th.
  


 7   The parameters of the study were sent on October
  


 8   19th, and that just, to me, is a glaring concern.
  


 9   Because that means that the winter and spring
  


10   study will be done on March 30th.  I mean, that's
  


11   the way -- they essentially did two seasons in
  


12   five or six weeks.
  


13              And also looking at the directions, I
  


14   know what they're saying.  I know what the WPC is
  


15   saying is this study is environmental.  It's not a
  


16   mining study.  The CEQ says the same thing.  But
  


17   this is a quote taken from Jim Ericson on November
  


18   13th, less than a month ago, and 2016.  And these
  


19   are his words verbatim.  "The mining operation
  


20   would temporarily disturb 9 acres of class I
  


21   watershed for 20 to 40 years while rock is being
  


22   removed to create the reservoir.  At the end of
  


23   the project, the class I land will be under
  


24   water."
  


25              And then as to his goals, he said, "My
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 1   goal is to maximize the safe yield from a new
  


 2   reservoir to serve the city while balancing the
  


 3   environmental and ecological impacts."
  


 4              Now, in no way do those comments
  


 5   comport with Public Act 16-61, which says this is
  


 6   to be an environmental study of a specific
  


 7   watershed property.  I mean, they're just saying
  


 8   -- he talks about getting a better result.  The
  


 9   result is we're going to build a quarry.
  


10              And in terms of, you know, he's talked
  


11   about -- they were talking about adding -- the
  


12   potential quarry were to add billions of gallons
  


13   of water a day.  And they did this study.  I have
  


14   Lenard's October 15, 2007 impact to proposed
  


15   Tilcon quarry reservoir on system safe yield.  And
  


16   the safe yield that they project is 160,000
  


17   gallons a day.  And in this proposal, they talked
  


18   about -- they obtain significant data for mild
  


19   input from Tilcon's engineering consultant, which
  


20   is consistent with what they're doing ten years
  


21   later.  However, they talk about since the
  


22   majority of both the existing and proposed quarry
  


23   operations are within the Shuttle Meadow reservoir
  


24   public water supply watershed, creation of a
  


25   larger quarry operation and the dewatering
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 1   necessary will decrease the natural drainage area
  


 2   that we are draining towards the West Canal.
  


 3              And they did detailed analysis of what
  


 4   it would be like after ten years of quarrying in
  


 5   this watershed property, 20 years of quarrying, 30
  


 6   years of quarrying, 40 years and 50 years of
  


 7   quarrying.  The loss per day would range from
  


 8   anywhere in the first 10 years is 60,000 to 70,000
  


 9   gallons a day, which would be lost from draining
  


10   into the West Canal, which in turn drains into
  


11   Shuttle Meadow reservoir.  After 50 years, it
  


12   would be 160,000 gallons a day.
  


13              They also state that after 50 years it
  


14   would take a minimum of 10 years to fill it, and
  


15   it would only be filled to 75 percent capacity.
  


16   Using those calculations of 60,000 gallons a day
  


17   for 365 days for 60 years, that's 1.3 billion
  


18   gallons lost.  If you use the 160,000, that's
  


19   almost 3 and a half billion gallons of water lost.
  


20   And that is never to be reclaimed because the
  


21   amount of water lost, which is the 160,000 gallons
  


22   a day, would only equal what they're actually
  


23   gaining.
  


24              So when they talk about we're looking
  


25   at the safe yield, they're talking about flood
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 1   skimming, which if they use that model, they're
  


 2   talking about when we have excess water and an
  


 3   abundance of water, the source that they would
  


 4   actually try to fill that with has been bone dry
  


 5   for well over a year.
  


 6              And the problem that I have on this
  


 7   from day one is every single meeting with respect
  


 8   to this is being dealt with and controlled by
  


 9   Tilcon.  The kick-off meeting for this event,
  


10   which all the engineering companies came to, which
  


11   Tilcon's lobbyists went to, Tilcon's public
  


12   relations people went to, was at Tilcon.  And it
  


13   was titled a Tilcon quarry meeting.  I mean,
  


14   there's correspondence going back between them
  


15   where Jim Ericson says -- this is to Tilcon -- I'm
  


16   looking forward so much to working with you and
  


17   Tilcon on this project.
  


18              Now, as I said, if you're going in the
  


19   wrong direction, they know it.  You've explained
  


20   it to them, the CEQ has explained it to them, and
  


21   they haven't switched direction.  I mean, they're
  


22   still doing the same thing.  I mean, just three
  


23   weeks ago they're telling them my goal is to just
  


24   minimize the environmental impact on this.
  


25              And, as I said, to me nothing has







84


  
 1   changed.  And I'm involved with Protect our
  


 2   Watershed CT, and we are going to formally
  


 3   request -- we will cc WPC and the CEQ on this --
  


 4   is this is a public resource.  We are going to be
  


 5   asking the city that the public be allowed
  


 6   reasonable access so that the public can observe,
  


 7   analyze, and study the affected watershed
  


 8   property.  There's a number of people who are
  


 9   botanists, biologists, geologists, hydrologists
  


10   who have Ph.Ds who are willing to work on this,
  


11   and I think that access should be granted.  It's
  


12   not up to you to require that, but I just wanted
  


13   to put that out that that's something that we
  


14   intend to ask on that.
  


15              I know I often say the same thing over
  


16   and over again, but I appreciate your time and
  


17   letting me be heard today.  Thank you very much.
  


18   And everybody have a good holiday.
  


19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You too, counselor.
  


20   Thank you.
  


21              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Hello.  I'm Susan
  


22   Brudny, 292 Linwood Street.  Thank you for letting
  


23   me speak.
  


24              I absolutely agree with Mr. Zagorsky.
  


25   It's still going in the same direction.  You still
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 1   have the fox watching the henhouse.  I don't
  


 2   understand why they did not use this year's July
  


 3   or August.  They certainly must have access to
  


 4   that information.  They were the worst months.  In
  


 5   fact, this drought started in May, but I think the
  


 6   closer to where we are now, the date would be more
  


 7   valuable information.  In fact, why can't we go
  


 8   right up until November?  You know, we have
  


 9   computers.  They have access to all this other
  


10   information.  Why not access something more
  


11   recent?  We know they have access.  This is pretty
  


12   transparent.
  


13              The other thing is the charts that were
  


14   put up -- was it that company from Ireland, CDM
  


15   Smith -- these charts are -- and they're going
  


16   back 30 years.  Why wouldn't you pick the most
  


17   recent summer and not go somewhere in the middle
  


18   to determine the average, you know.  I mean,
  


19   again, that doesn't make any sense at all.  It's
  


20   blatantly obvious.  It's more reason not to sell
  


21   this property, once again.
  


22              Again, which Lori Mathieu had brought
  


23   up, these charts that seem to show the future and
  


24   pink being the least amount of land -- I mean,
  


25   square acreage of the state, being we need the







86


  
 1   least amount of water, well, how are you
  


 2   determining that in 2040?  Do they have a crystal
  


 3   ball they're looking into?  I mean, we have global
  


 4   climate change going on here.  We're already in
  


 5   drought.  So how the hell do you know -- excuse
  


 6   me -- how much it's going to rain?  And the way
  


 7   it's been going from global climate change
  


 8   studies, it seems like we're going to be getting
  


 9   warmer weather during our winters and our summers
  


10   and less rain.  So these, again, 98.8 percent
  


11   scientists are saying this is going to happen.
  


12   I'm not a scientist, so I don't claim to be an
  


13   expert, but I know there's people here in this
  


14   room that are.
  


15              Also, I also agree with what Paul is
  


16   saying to let these people that are experts to be
  


17   able to come in and to give their input.  They're
  


18   willing to do it for free.  If this study is
  


19   costing the City of New Britain $333,000 so far,
  


20   that's a third of a million dollars of our tax
  


21   money that could be used to give us a reduction in
  


22   our taxes.  If we have to go to MDC to buy water,
  


23   seriously, I mean, that's just absolutely
  


24   ridiculous, idiotic moves on the part of our
  


25   mayor.  And I know you don't want to talk about
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 1   the mayor.
  


 2              But anyway, Patton Brook, I understand
  


 3   it's pending right now.  I'm sorry I'm late, by
  


 4   the way.  I had a family thing to do.  But anyway,
  


 5   it's only 1.5 million gallons, or whatever it is,
  


 6   but it's still water to add to New Britain's water
  


 7   supply, not Southington's.  New Britain's median
  


 8   income is way less than Southington's.
  


 9              And also in those charts how are they
  


10   coming up with these long demands concerning our
  


11   current drought demands?  In these charts, again,
  


12   I see that down near the shoreline you had talked
  


13   about, you know, Greenwich and Shelton and those
  


14   areas at previous meetings being the most severe,
  


15   and I see it shows that.  We know how low our
  


16   reservoir is in New Britain by just looking at it.
  


17   We know Bristol's is even lower, I think.  The
  


18   north is -- I think it's the Northfield dam up
  


19   near past Riverton, that has completely gone down
  


20   to where you can walk through the old bridge.  A
  


21   friend of mine went through there, a couple of
  


22   friends of mine, and they were shocked on how low
  


23   and how dry it was.
  


24              How long is it going to take for that
  


25   to fill up again?  You know, this whole study that
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 1   we're wasting money on, it's just common sense
  


 2   that if we pull out this land, like Mr. Zagorsky
  


 3   said, we're disturbing all the wildlife, we're
  


 4   disturbing our aquifers, and we're losing water.
  


 5   He had all the figures for that.
  


 6              We should have mandatory restrictions
  


 7   throughout the state.  If our own mayors, the
  


 8   various mayors of different towns, refused to get
  


 9   up for whatever reason, whether it be political
  


10   aspirations, then the state should be putting
  


11   out -- the Governor should say, Okay, there's ways
  


12   to save your water, there's low flush toilets, you
  


13   can reuse your water, even shut your water off
  


14   when you're washing your dishes, fewer showers
  


15   versus baths, don't wash as many clothes, don't
  


16   wash your car, you know, the obvious things, reuse
  


17   some of the water to water your plants with.  That
  


18   should be mandatory, not voluntary at this point.
  


19   This is actually scary.  I mean, the predictions
  


20   of going to war over water that were made are
  


21   going to happen if we don't do something about
  


22   this.  We don't need to be spending more money
  


23   from MDC when our taxes have gone up 16 percent
  


24   already.
  


25              The water quality, okay.  Since I've
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 1   been back from Los Angeles in the last 12 years, I
  


 2   have tasted chlorine in the water, especially when
  


 3   they just treat it.  We have to filter it in order
  


 4   for it to taste good.  Well, New Britain's water
  


 5   was never like that.  Have they been adjusting the
  


 6   amounts of chemicals they're putting into our
  


 7   reservoir since it's been lower, or are they just
  


 8   leaving that the same?  Are they even taking that
  


 9   into account?
  


10              The price of the study I already
  


11   covered.  Copper Mine, now it's dried up, so, you
  


12   know, that's our back-up.  What happened to our
  


13   back-up?
  


14              And then I find this interesting that
  


15   only 10 acres is class I watershed property?  I'm
  


16   glad to hear that class II is -- and I'm not sure
  


17   what connotes class I or I'm using the wrong word
  


18   or how it goes.  But Erin Stewart recently changed
  


19   something from 2 to 3 up in Burlington, sold like
  


20   13 and a half acres of Litchfield County land for
  


21   only $225,000.
  


22              Now, when I wrote something on the post
  


23   of Facebook, I was attacked by this property
  


24   company who probably bought the land, I mean,
  


25   something ridiculous, like there's no aquifer
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 1   under there.  There's trees there that attract
  


 2   water.  This is basic common sense, you know, this
  


 3   is basic biology.
  


 4              I agree with Margaret.  There is not
  


 5   enough emphasis on the land conservation.  Those
  


 6   studies need to include that.  And it seems that
  


 7   Lenard Engineering keeps coming back with just
  


 8   skipping that information.  And we're supposed to
  


 9   not notice it?  I think we have a lot of people in
  


10   this town that are noticing a lot of things.
  


11              And what about this replacement for Gil
  


12   Bligh and the other water person?  Are we going to
  


13   get another Stewy in there?  If people don't
  


14   comply with her demands, she either doesn't talk
  


15   to them, or she doesn't call on them in the
  


16   meetings, or she doesn't cooperate them.  They
  


17   have to be yes people, again, biased.  Okay.
  


18   There should be -- I mean, I don't know how that
  


19   runs, but I'm concerned about that.
  


20              I also would like to know a
  


21   clarification of what bond funds mean and what the
  


22   ESA stands for in these reports you're asking
  


23   about.
  


24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  We can
  


25   answer the question about the bond funds.
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 1              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Yes.  It's money that
  


 2   is bonded by the State of Connecticut so that it
  


 3   does not come out of the general fund.
  


 4              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.  ESA?
  


 5              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  ESA.
  


 6              LORI MATHIEU:  Sorry for the acronym.
  


 7   Exclusive service area.  It's one area where one
  


 8   utility would be responsible, have the right and
  


 9   responsibility for water service.
  


10              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.  Now what about
  


11   some of my other questions?
  


12              LORI MATHIEU:  Class I land, you want a
  


13   definition?
  


14              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, I mean, why we're
  


15   not using recent charts.  And also, why did we use
  


16   Georgia as a comparison?  Georgia is in the south.
  


17   What does that have to do with Connecticut?
  


18              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  We're not using
  


19   Georgia as a data comparison.  We're using --
  


20              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, they used it,
  


21   actually.
  


22              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  No, they're not.
  


23   They're using them -- some of the best practices
  


24   they've used in seven of the other states that
  


25   these people have done a water plan in.
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 1              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.
  


 2              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  They are the
  


 3   country's experts on doing statewide water plans.
  


 4              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.
  


 5              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  So they're using
  


 6   Connecticut data, and that's what you're seeing
  


 7   being modeled.
  


 8              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.  Comparing
  


 9   Georgia, okay.  Because to me it was like a
  


10   completely different area, you know, it's much
  


11   more humid and so on and so forth.
  


12              And what else?  Mandatory restrictions.
  


13              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret.
  


14              Hold on one second, please.
  


15              MARGARET MINER:  I just wanted to
  


16   mention that I hope to make a public comment.  I
  


17   don't know if there are others before we're
  


18   through here, and I'm losing my audience.
  


19              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Okay.  I guess what
  


20   we're saying very nicely to you is do you have any
  


21   other direct questions?
  


22              SUSAN BRUDNY:  I think I've had plenty
  


23   of direct questions.  I just need some direct
  


24   answers.
  


25              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Well, maybe you
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 1   should ask them of all the different people -- you
  


 2   have questions for different people.  And the only
  


 3   ones we can answer are the ones directed at us,
  


 4   and we've done that.
  


 5              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Well, all the other
  


 6   people, the engineering companies, Lenard
  


 7   Engineering has already left and so has Tilcon.
  


 8   And they always do this at every meeting.  They
  


 9   leave before the public has their questions at the
  


10   end.
  


11              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  I understand that.
  


12   And you do realize that in the process at the end
  


13   of the day their report has to be analyzed by the
  


14   four state agencies here and be approved by both
  


15   CEQ and by this group.
  


16              SUSAN BRUDNY:  And that's our hope.
  


17              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  And we made it very
  


18   clear from the beginning that if it doesn't meet
  


19   our criteria and our review, we're not going to
  


20   accept it.
  


21              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Okay.  That's great.
  


22   That's great to hear that.
  


23              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  This meeting is
  


24   being transcribed so --
  


25              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Thank you very much.
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 1              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


 2              (Whereupon, Michael Sullivan left the
  


 3   hearing room.)
  


 4              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Margaret, while
  


 5   your audience is still here.
  


 6              MARGARET MINER:  I was surprised that
  


 7   Lenard couldn't tell you that it's 30 acres of
  


 8   class III, 10 acres of class I, and 90 acres of
  


 9   class II.  I mean, that's pretty basic.  It's been
  


10   in every --
  


11              I had two comments.  One is on the
  


12   access for the public.  I've made this -- I've
  


13   supported this both in CEQ and here, the public --
  


14   the people I know that are interested in being
  


15   involved really are experts, and I'm sure can give
  


16   more information.  That would be valuable
  


17   information.  And it is a public trust resource,
  


18   and it's public land.  So there should not be any
  


19   severe barrier to the public doing a study.
  


20              I'd also like to ask the Water Planning
  


21   Council to consider not waiting to see this whole
  


22   drama play out at great expense over many months
  


23   when it seems pretty clear that one of the parties
  


24   is heading down the road the wrong way and that a
  


25   crash is impending, an unpleasant ending that's
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 1   going to be expensive one way or another, either
  


 2   to New Britain or I would maintain to the ecology
  


 3   of the site and the water quality.  But these are
  


 4   contradictory goals that people have.  I feel that
  


 5   Lenard is -- I feel that New Britain and Lenard
  


 6   are not helping themselves, that there is
  


 7   possibility -- and I'm asking you all to look at
  


 8   this -- that the outcome could be detrimental to
  


 9   the town and/or to the watershed.  But then you
  


10   are in a leadership position where you can take a
  


11   look now and say they don't have to follow your
  


12   advice.  But the Water Planning Council can say,
  


13   look, we have these concerns.
  


14              So I'm asking you to take a leadership
  


15   position.  Don't just let it play out when I think
  


16   everybody can see that it's a -- and I'm not going
  


17   to even tell you which side, of course, I would
  


18   advocate for one side or the other, but I think
  


19   allowing this to go on and then let's say the
  


20   blasting is done in five stages, you have the
  


21   public -- it won't end just when there's a
  


22   decision.  The Metacomet Trail runs right there,
  


23   so every weekend people can take nice walks where
  


24   you can look and see this is what we do to
  


25   watershed lands in Connecticut.
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 1              So, however, if it ends with the
  


 2   creation of a rock quarry and a new reservoir
  


 3   there, it's going to be a process that will be
  


 4   emblematic of what's going on in Connecticut.  So
  


 5   of course I started advocating.  I'll back off
  


 6   that.  But I do feel that -- I do wish you would
  


 7   consider taking a leadership -- well, I'm trying
  


 8   to back off it -- that you would consider taking a
  


 9   leadership role on this matter because I think
  


10   it's not good.
  


11              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  So you would like
  


12   us to come out and make a statement one way or the
  


13   other on the project.  Is that what you're saying?
  


14              MARGARET MINER:  I would like you to
  


15   look at it, and if you have any concerns -- if you
  


16   think this is a wonderful way to go forward that's
  


17   going to lead to a good result for New Britain or
  


18   a good result for Connecticut and this is the
  


19   ideal process, fine.  I don't think so, but if you
  


20   think so, fine.  But if you have concerns, if you
  


21   think that somebody is really going to get hurt,
  


22   or some asset is really going to get hurt, I'm
  


23   asking you, please, do speak out.  Find a way to
  


24   make those concerns known as a council.
  


25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Understood.
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 1              Do we have have another public comment?
  


 2              LORI MATHIEU:  May I?
  


 3              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Go ahead.
  


 4              LORI MATHIEU:  Margaret, so the
  


 5   guidance that we're taking is the guidance that
  


 6   we're given under the statute.  And -- I know, but
  


 7   hear me out.  So the statute passed, a number of
  


 8   us had input into that, and that's what's playing
  


 9   out at this point in time.  And all of us have our
  


10   own opinions of things.  The agencies have
  


11   different opinions about use of water company
  


12   owned lands.  You and I have met and talked about
  


13   the use of water company owned lands and the
  


14   preservation of those properties.  I think I've
  


15   spoken a number of times on the need to protect
  


16   those properties for the future.
  


17              So we have a statute that's being
  


18   followed.  And if something needs to change in
  


19   that statute, then that's something I would
  


20   suggest you work toward that end.  But we'll
  


21   consider it and discuss it, but there is a statute
  


22   that's being --
  


23              MARGARET MINER:  I don't feel that
  


24   you're that bound by the statute.  But if you feel
  


25   that you are and that you cannot express your
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 1   concerns without a statutory change, then
  


 2   certainly we would look at getting a statutory
  


 3   change.
  


 4              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  Margaret, I would add
  


 5   something else.  We're expected to review this
  


 6   report when it comes in.  That's our statutory
  


 7   charge.  If we start expressing concerns one way
  


 8   or the other in advance of that, it's going to
  


 9   call into question our prejudices before we've
  


10   even seen the report, and I'm afraid that that
  


11   could blow up the validity of whatever comments
  


12   our four agencies put in on that report.  And I
  


13   can assure you there are going to be a significant
  


14   number of them.
  


15              MARGARET MINER:  I do understand that
  


16   point.  I'm not sure that this is, as you see it,
  


17   as a quasi-judicial situation that you're in.  I
  


18   understand that argument.  So perhaps a statutory
  


19   change is needed.  Thank you.
  


20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you,
  


21   Margaret.
  


22              Yes.
  


23              VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Hi.  Val Rossetti
  


24   from Save Our Water Connecticut.  We're totally
  


25   against using class I protected watershed for a
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 1   new mine.  I was just struck -- that's not the
  


 2   focus of my comments.  I was struck by the
  


 3   gentleman from Lenard Engineering who in his
  


 4   comments said something almost, quote, it would be
  


 5   really nice to have this reservoir in these times
  


 6   of drought.  It didn't seem like a very unbiased
  


 7   input into the report, just to comment.
  


 8              I just want to comment on a few things.
  


 9   As I've been reading the white papers, I have been
  


10   struck by a couple dichotomous views here.  One is
  


11   the water diversion policy act does not directly
  


12   prioritize water usage among competing users and
  


13   also in respect to commenting on water bottling
  


14   and other customers of public water systems.  The
  


15   comment that these situations should be relatively
  


16   straightforward.  Public systems are obligated to
  


17   serve new customers that arise in their service
  


18   area; municipalities are obligated to review land
  


19   use applications.  We were just at a very long MDC
  


20   hearing, and what comes up repetitively --
  


21              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Congratulations.
  


22   You had a victory last week.
  


23              VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Well, it's a
  


24   temporary one.
  


25              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Well, you're doing
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 1   okay.  Keep up the fight.  I like seeing you on
  


 2   TV.
  


 3              VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Thank you.
  


 4              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  I see Margaret.
  


 5   Very nice.  It does work.  See, the process does
  


 6   work.
  


 7              VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Well, we're working
  


 8   hard.
  


 9              But one of the issues that repetitively
  


10   comes up is we hear over and over that we are
  


11   obligated to serve anyone who comes.  And we've
  


12   been told if whatever industry sat down and wanted
  


13   our 10 million extra gallons of capacity right
  


14   now, we would have to give it to them.  And then
  


15   the negotiation goes on over water rates, which is
  


16   a way of determining who's going to come there or
  


17   not, and now there's a competition among different
  


18   utilities among the state.  And it seems like the
  


19   state needs some way to prioritize water use
  


20   eventually, that it just isn't up for grabs
  


21   whoever has a grandfathered diversion.  And
  


22   perhaps the only way of addressing that is
  


23   readdressing the diversion policy in the state,
  


24   because I don't think that's in the long-term best
  


25   interest of Connecticut that if you have a huge
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 1   storage reservoir you just get to do what you want
  


 2   with it, whether it's in the public interest of
  


 3   the state or other communities that are in need of
  


 4   water or not.
  


 5              The second comment I wanted to make was
  


 6   I was curious why the company chose the 30-year
  


 7   period that it did, because it obviously didn't
  


 8   include the 1960s drought or this summer.  And
  


 9   obviously it would seem in water planning that you
  


10   really do need to look at the absolute worst case
  


11   scenario, so I was curious how -- it's kind of
  


12   like looking at the stock market and not looking
  


13   at the 1929 crash.
  


14              And I also would agree with you that
  


15   I've been trying to look at the new drought
  


16   language, and the old drought language, and the
  


17   water supply drought language.  It is incredibly
  


18   confusing to an average citizen.  And the triggers
  


19   are all over the place in the MDC, you know, the
  


20   mandatory trigger to anything happening is down to
  


21   10 percent of the reservoir capacity.  So I think
  


22   some way of standardizing the terminology makes a
  


23   lot of sense.  I know there's an effort to change
  


24   it, but with the new change it's still going to be
  


25   completely different from the water supply
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 1   terminology.
  


 2              So thank you for listening to me.  I
  


 3   know it's getting late.
  


 4              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


 5   much.
  


 6              Anyone further?
  


 7              Yes.
  


 8              DONNA LANDERMAN:  I promise I will be
  


 9   short.  I want to go home, too.
  


10              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That's okay.
  


11              DONNA LANDERMAN:  My name is Donna
  


12   Landerman.  I'm a member of Save Our Water with
  


13   Dr. Rossetti.
  


14              And just a couple of things.  I've
  


15   never been to these meetings before, but I have
  


16   been attending WUCC meetings, because, in fact, I
  


17   live on a street, we have our own little private
  


18   well water company with 20 some odd members.  And
  


19   so what I have experienced over the 20-plus,
  


20   almost 30 years I've lived there, is how much the
  


21   water prices -- we've had to figure out how much
  


22   it cost to fix our water, and we've had the
  


23   same -- our water infrastructure.  We've had the
  


24   same problems that the large water companies have,
  


25   which is our pipes were put in many years ago and
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 1   they were all in -- the infrastructure is needing
  


 2   to be replaced.
  


 3              When I first lived here, we paid -- the
  


 4   whole community gets together once a year, and we
  


 5   talk about what it cost to provide our water, and
  


 6   we come up with what we think is the proper amount
  


 7   of money to pay, both to cover our expenses, and
  


 8   we into the future and say what are we going to
  


 9   need for a reserve.  And our water prices have
  


10   gone from -- I think when I started it was like
  


11   maybe $100 a year.  And this last year we voted
  


12   that we would all pay $800 for the year in order
  


13   to have enough reserve.
  


14              Now, I've gotten involved with the
  


15   issue with the MDC, because I woke up one day and
  


16   discovered that they had decided to put this plant
  


17   in and give discounts to a company to take 1.8
  


18   million gallons of our water.  I really didn't
  


19   know anything about it, but I didn't think it was
  


20   a good idea, and I've done a lot of research since
  


21   then.  And I'm concerned about how our water
  


22   companies work, and how they think about billing
  


23   and rates.  I feel like -- I don't know the other
  


24   water companies, but my experience with the MDC is
  


25   that they're living in the past, that I've been
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 1   reading about how other water companies across the
  


 2   country are all in the same boat because the
  


 3   putting in of infrastructure all happened around
  


 4   the same time, you know, the turn of the century
  


 5   and the first part of the 20th Century.  So
  


 6   everybody's infrastructure is collapsing.  And the
  


 7   original plan was we'll just keep selling more
  


 8   water, and that will bring in more money and
  


 9   things will go fine.  Well, that worked for a long
  


10   time, but it is not working now because of
  


11   conservation and because industry has changed, so
  


12   most water companies are having less income and
  


13   more expense because everything is falling apart.
  


14              How do you fund that on the long-term,
  


15   like looking 50 years out?  How do you create a
  


16   new way of thinking about rates, structures,
  


17   funding, to have a sustainable income and be able
  


18   to plan for the future?  And what the MDC did was
  


19   they see this bottle company come in and say, Oh,
  


20   we'll buy 1.8 million gallons, and if we're going
  


21   to come, you're going to have to give us these big
  


22   discounts.  It's a very shortsighted way of trying
  


23   to solve a much deeper, longer-term problem.
  


24              And one of the things I heard here was
  


25   the idea of having speakers from the regulatory
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 1   community or the utilities to come in and give
  


 2   some information.  I'd really like to request that
  


 3   people from outside the existing way of doing
  


 4   things come, be invited to give some information.
  


 5   I'm no expert, but just from my research online I
  


 6   ran into a group called the Alliance for Water
  


 7   Efficiency news -- Alliance for Water Efficiency,
  


 8   which happens to be run by an ex-Connecticut DEP
  


 9   person.  I don't know if you know Mary Ann
  


10   Dickinson.  I don't know her from a hole in the
  


11   wall, but I was reading her name, and they have
  


12   this entire organization on -- and they have
  


13   financing sustainable water rates, revenue and
  


14   resources, and it's a different way than the MDC
  


15   is thinking about the future of our water.
  


16              So is there a possibility of -- there's
  


17   also the Pacific Institute.  I mean, other states
  


18   are farther along in this process because they've
  


19   had more trouble with drought earlier than we did
  


20   and they had to figure out how to rethink the
  


21   funding of our water.  And I think our water
  


22   company needs to educate people that our water
  


23   costs more than what we're paying for it.  I'm not
  


24   looking for more rates, but I'm looking for a
  


25   reasonable way of getting into the future without
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 1   having to resort to things like water bottling
  


 2   companies getting these ridiculous huge discounts
  


 3   and taking the water out of the watershed.  That
  


 4   water is going to go to Boston, which is not a
  


 5   good long-term plan.
  


 6              You know, and you're talking about
  


 7   drought prevention, or drought reactions, and that
  


 8   we should turn off the water while we're brushing
  


 9   our teeth while at the same time we're
  


10   incentivizing water bottling to take a huge
  


11   amount.  I mean, I'd have to never brush my teeth
  


12   again for the rest of my life and the rest of us
  


13   as well in order to even make a dent compared to
  


14   the water that's being taken out for the water
  


15   bottling.
  


16              And in terms of ESAs, I've heard about
  


17   ESAs because I go to these WUCC meetings.  And my
  


18   concern is my little water company is in the midst
  


19   of an -- it makes no sense.  We're an ESA, and so
  


20   is the MDC, but there's really no relationship
  


21   between us.  And if our water company fell apart
  


22   and could no longer do it, there is no requirement
  


23   that the MDC has to provide us with water.  And I
  


24   just heard somebody say the ESAs have
  


25   responsibilities to provide water for that area.
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 1   But from my understanding, what I've been told
  


 2   numerous times, is they don't have to.  They can
  


 3   if they want to, but they don't have to.  Well, if
  


 4   you're going to get the goods, you have to have
  


 5   some responsibilities as well.  And I'm very
  


 6   nervous about all these water companies fighting
  


 7   over all the water in our state.  I don't think we
  


 8   have excess water.  I think we have reserve water
  


 9   that we need to hold onto for the future.
  


10              Let me see if I had anything else I
  


11   wanted to bring up.  I guess that's it.
  


12              Do you think there would be a
  


13   possibility of other speakers?
  


14              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  You know the
  


15   difference between a regulated water utility and a
  


16   municipal water -- or regional?  I mean, we, my
  


17   agencies, we regulate people like Maureen
  


18   Westbrook, like George Logan, who just left here,
  


19   sometimes we have Avon Water.  There's a big
  


20   difference between how we operate.  We have a
  


21   water infrastructure conservation adjustment
  


22   charge, WICA, which helps us mitigate the cost of
  


23   pipe replacement in the regulated -- we have a
  


24   regulatory adjustment mechanism that is in effect
  


25   that mitigates the cost of rate shock.  So
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 1   Connecticut is a model for other states when it
  


 2   comes to regulated water companies.  We don't
  


 3   regulate MDC.
  


 4              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Right, which is
  


 5   unfortunate.
  


 6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  So if you want to
  


 7   do something, get MDC regulated by us.
  


 8              DONNA LANDERMAN:  I would love to.
  


 9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  And Bill DiBella
  


10   would probably hang me.
  


11              DONNA LANDERMAN:  He's already tried to
  


12   hang me.
  


13              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  But there's other
  


14   states that regulate -- like us, agencies like
  


15   mine who regulate municipal or regional water
  


16   companies.  So we would have a lot more say in
  


17   terms of bottling plants and everything else.
  


18   There's a big difference.
  


19              But to answer your question directly,
  


20   we can, by all means, have people come in from
  


21   other states to educate us on how they're
  


22   utilizing their water supplies and how they're
  


23   allocating and things of that nature.
  


24              LORI MATHIEU:  I think what I heard CDM
  


25   Smith say -- Kirk, correct me if I'm wrong -- is
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 1   that the people that are going to be invited back
  


 2   are the people from Massachusetts, so out-of-state
  


 3   people.
  


 4              DONNA LANDERMAN:  To me it isn't so
  


 5   much instate or out of state.  I'm reacting to
  


 6   they're going to be regulators -- no offense -- or
  


 7   utilities and --
  


 8              LORI MATHIEU:  What's wrong with
  


 9   regulators?
  


10              DONNA LANDERMAN:  There's nothing wrong
  


11   with you, but you have a particular perspective.
  


12   You have a particular perspective, and utilities
  


13   have a particular perspective.  And we are the
  


14   people of the state who are very concerned about
  


15   conservation.  We're very concerned about how our
  


16   water is handled.  And I'd like to have that voice
  


17   heard more.  Because when I go to WUCC meetings
  


18   and I speak up, they nod their head and say I'll
  


19   take that into consideration and you never hear
  


20   anything from them again.  I mean, it's kind of --
  


21   that's just the way it is.
  


22              And I go to MDC meetings, and you get
  


23   three minutes to talk.
  


24              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Aren't we more
  


25   flexible than MDC?
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 1              DONNA LANDERMAN:  You're very flexible.
  


 2   I was very impressed with that.  You're very
  


 3   flexible.  You get three minutes, and you can't
  


 4   have a discussion.  They say they want to have
  


 5   community input on our water, and it's difficult
  


 6   to do.  But I appreciate it.  The state run --
  


 7   state legislation would be needed to change the
  


 8   MDC's --
  


 9              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Please don't say
  


10   that I'm advocating --
  


11              DONNA LANDERMAN:  I've already got that
  


12   in the notes here.
  


13              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  That's just a
  


14   suggestion.
  


15              DAVID LeVASSEUR:  It's in the
  


16   transcript.
  


17              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Lisa, strike that
  


18   from the record.
  


19              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Your secret is --
  


20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  No.  But you know
  


21   what, it is an option.  But anyway, any other
  


22   public -- thank you.
  


23              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Thank you.
  


24              LORI MATHIEU:  I do want to mention one
  


25   thing.  First of all, thank you for coming to WUCC
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 1   meetings.  And if you don't feel like you're being
  


 2   heard, we have to change that.  David.
  


 3              DAVID RADKA:  It's not my region, but
  


 4   sure.
  


 5              LORI MATHIEU:  Who's the co-chair of
  


 6   that?  Dave Radka.
  


 7              DONNA LANDERMAN:  It's Halloran,
  


 8   Mr. Halloran.
  


 9              LORI MATHIEU:  And Bart Halloran and
  


10   Dave Radka.  So I know you attend the WUCC
  


11   meetings.  I've been there.  I've seen you there.
  


12   So I appreciate your participation as a small
  


13   utility with financial issues and problems and
  


14   capacity issues.
  


15              So Mary Ann Dickinson, she used to work
  


16   for DEP a long time ago in Connecticut in the
  


17   eighties.  She then moved to California, and I
  


18   believe she still is working in California.  She
  


19   worked for Regional Water Authority at one point
  


20   in the 1980s from New Haven.  And she fairly
  


21   recently came back about three or four years ago
  


22   and did a presentation that I did along with her
  


23   on conservation.  So she's still out there and
  


24   very knowledgeable and an expert on water
  


25   conservation.
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 1              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Yes.  That's why I
  


 2   was saying --
  


 3              LORI MATHIEU:  She's a wonderful person
  


 4   to work with.
  


 5              DONNA LANDERMAN:  Thank you.
  


 6              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you very
  


 7   much.
  


 8              Any other public comment?  Any other
  


 9   public comment?
  


10              Yes.
  


11              SUSAN BRUDNY:  Can I just say it from
  


12   here, please?  I just wanted to comment that I
  


13   agree with Margaret on changing this proposition,
  


14   because I think that Lenard Engineering -- if
  


15   we're going to get way into this study and spend
  


16   all that money, it makes no sense to get that far
  


17   down the road.  Why not have some sort of change
  


18   to it where we don't have the fox charging the
  


19   henhouse.
  


20              CHAIRMAN BETKOSKI:  Thank you.
  


21              Any other public comment?
  


22              If not, we covered a lot of ground this
  


23   afternoon.  I'd like to thank you all for your
  


24   participation, and wish everyone a happy and
  


25   healthy holiday season.  Thank you very much.
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 1              (Whereupon, the above proceedings were
  


 2   concluded at 3:40 p.m.)
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