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State Water Plan Policy Subcommittee 
June 9, 2016 

1:00, Conference Room 2B 
CT DEEP, 79 Elm St., Hartford 

Final Summary 
 
 
Attendees:  Bob Moore, Betsey Wingfield,  Maureen Westbrook, Alicea Charamut, Martha 
Smith, Matt Pafford,  Corinne Fitting, David Radka, Robert Young, Mike O’Neill, Margaret 
Miner, Kirk Westphal, Joe LaLiberte, John Hudak, Beth Barton, Eileen Fielding, David 
Sutherland, Melissa Czarnowski, Maisie Campbell, Lou Burch, Mike Sullivan  
 
Via phone:  Lori Mathieu, George Logan, Rich Sobolewski  
 
Approved May 12, 2016 meeting summary (with correction to date). 
 
Discussion of map and areas of specific interest: 
The group collectively brainstormed and marked up areas of the state and water issues to 
highlight the types of issues the state water plan may need to deal with and to inform the 
planning scale.  Examples include: 

• Asset management 
• CSOs 
• Nitrogen & dissolved oxygen in 

Long Island Sound 
• Coppermine Brook over-allocation 
• Limited availability/benefit of 

MDC/New Britain interconnection 
• # of small systems & failure rate 
• Climate change impacts 
• Ground water contamination areas 

like Tylerville, New Fairfield, 
Stamford, EDB areas 

• Flow impairments 
• Salt water intrusion 
• Pomperaug basin 
• Power plant proposals in areas of 

limited water availability 

• Wild & Scenic designations 
• Flood control / stormwater issues 

like Pequbuck River, New Milford, 
Norwich 

• Donor basin vs. receiving basin 
issues 

• Enhanced recreation issues & 
limitations 

• Increasing sodium & chloride 
concentrations in surface and ground 
water 

• Naturally-occurring contaminants 
like Arsenic & Uranium 

• Mobilization of manganese by 
blasting 

 
Continued discussion of draft policy statements: 
Process Development Draft (see Matt Pafford’s email): 
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After considerable discussion of Matt’s paper, it was determined that CDM Smith’s Purpose 
Statement excerpt is consistent with our draft policy statement and we will continue to assess the 
direction the State Water Plan is taking as this progresses.  Excerpt is:   

The State Water Plan is not intended to provide answers or resolution to all of 
Connecticut’s water issues, but rather, it is intended as a framework to recommend 
policies and management strategies, resolve conflict, prioritize key issues, and identify 
opportunities for improved or more efficient water management in the future. 

 
Agricultural policies.  Accepted agricultural policies as discussed previously, as follows: 

 
Water policies should be science-based and data driven. 
Agriculture is a water intensive industry. In order for agriculture to thrive in the future 
economy of Connecticut, water policies must promote innovations for agricultural water 
use. States currently producing the largest amount of food have water policies that 
promote water conservation and reuse in agriculture. Globally, advanced, climate-
controlled food production is capitalizing on innovations in water management to 
produce safe, affordable food. 
 
Promote innovations for water storage in agriculture. 
Variability in regional climate is shifting patterns of precipitation. The distribution of 
precipitation rarely coincides with the growing season in the state. Policies for 
agricultural water use should encourage capture and storage of water during periods of 
high runoff or precipitation. Stored water then can offset water needs during periods of 
low flow or drought. 
 
Promote water reuse in agriculture. 
Globally and nationally, the leading innovators in agriculture are developing policies for 
water reuse in agriculture. These policies promote science-based risk assessment that 
match the quality and quantity of water to the intended use. Expanding agricultural – and 
particularly food – production in the state should capitalize on the opportunity to reuse 
and recycle water. 
 
Create incentives for innovation in agricultural water use. 
Globally, agriculture is the greatest consumptive use of water. The expanding global 
population is increasing pressure on agriculture to produce more food in more places. 
Connecticut has a rich history of agriculture in the state. In order for the agricultural 
economy to continue to grow in the state, water policies must promote innovations that 
encourage the most “crop per drop”. 
 
Identify innovative solutions through partnerships.  
The State should partner with entities such as universities to promote innovations for 
water use in agriculture to provide demonstration sites and proof of concept for 
innovations that can be adopted across the agriculture industry. Demonstrations can focus 
on cost-benefit analyses, can conduct risk assessment for innovations, and can assess 
opportunities and challenges associated with taking innovations to scale.   
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Develop water quality trading programs. 
Innovations on water quality trading can promote improvements in water quality from 
agriculture in lieu of expensive water treatment costs. Science-based trading programs 
can achieve water quality goals by promoting water quality improvements in source 
water regions or headwaters of streams and rivers. Science-based water quality trading 
programs can promote water quality improvements and expand the revenue streams for 
agricultural producers. 
 

Emergency interconnection policy.  Continued discussion of draft policy.   There was agreement 
that interconnections between public water supply systems have multiple benefits, and the State 
Water Plan should encourage interconnections, with controls and considerations appropriate to 
the purpose of the interconnection.  Suggestions were made to develop two separate 
interconnection policies, one focused on improved, permanent interconnections for short-term 
use in emergency situations that would not count against a system’s margin of safety; and a 
second policy to encourage interconnections focused on sustainability, both public water supply 
system sustainability, and environmental sustainability. Bob Moore asked DEEP staff to come 
back with a proposal for discussion at the next meeting. 
 
DPH initiated discussion on regionalization of public water supply systems to combat the 
proliferation of small, often poorly operated, systems.  The discussion will be continued at the 
next meeting. 
 
Next meeting:  July 14, 2016 from 1 to 3 at DEEP 
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