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State Water Plan Policy Subcommittee 
May 12, 2016 

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

Final Summary 
 
 
Attendees:  Bob Moore, Betsey Wingfield, Alicea Charamut, Martha Smith, Matt Pafford, 
Virginia de Lima, Corinne Fitting, David Radka, Robert Young, Mike O’Neill, Margaret Miner, 
George Logan, Elaine Sistare, Kirk Westphal, Denise Ruzicka;  Via phone:  Ellen Blaschinski, 
John Hudak, Larry Bingaman, Beth Barton  
 
Approved April 14, 2016 meeting summary. 
 
Update on legislation: 
An Act Concerning the State Water Plan H.B. No. 5540, which has to do with the approval 
process for the State Water Plan, passed both chambers. 
 
An Act Concerning the Department of Public Health’s Recommendations on Disclosure of 
Water Plan Information H.B. No. 5263, which are changes to FOI law, failed. 
 
Continued discussion of draft policy statements: 
Emergency interconnection policy.  Continued discussion of policy drafted by Bob Young and 
shared at the last meeting (attached).  The discussion continued on how to define sustainability, 
and what constitutes an emergency.  Want to consider incentives/barriers to making 
interconnections, as well as impediments/benefits of using the interconnections.  Need to 
consider if the State Water Plan should encourage interconnections, and if so, under what 
circumstances? Scale becomes an issue.  The concept of interconnections for environmental 
benefit is a new concept.  If a “Sale of Excess Water” permit is triggered, it affects the water 
company’s margin of safety; when does it make sense for this to be triggered?  Do we want to 
incentivize being good neighbors?  Should the policy “facilitate” interconnections, or make them 
a “requirement”?  Discussion will continue. 
 
Agricultural policies.  Mike O’Neill presented 6 draft agricultural policies (attached), which were 
discussed at length. Mike will investigate the specific barriers to creating water storage for 
agricultural users, as well as the specific issues with reuse of water so we can better evaluate if 
these are local issues, permitting issues or if education is needed.  It was suggested that the 5th 
policy be modified such that it doesn’t spell out who specifically the partnerships should be with, 
to broaden it out.  It was acknowledged that water quality trading programs are extremely 
difficult to get off the ground, but incentives for getting agricultural users to implement water 
quality improvements are critical. 
 
 

http://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Bill&bill_num=HB05540&which_year=2016
http://www.cga.ct.gov/asp/cgabillstatus/cgabillstatus.asp?selBillType=Bill&bill_num=HB05263&which_year=2016
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Geographic scale for planning: 
A map showing the COGS, WUCC planning regions, town boundaries and watershed boundaries 
was presented, and discussion began about appropriate scales for the State Water Plan.  It was 
noted that the scale for identification and quantification of issues doesn’t have to be the same 
scale or unit as implementation (for example, the issue might encompass an entire sub-regional 
basin, but implementation may be accomplished at a COG or town basis).  Also, some things, 
like climate change may be on a different scale from say, an over-allocation issue. 
The map will be emailed to the group so subcommittee members can mark it up with issues or 
areas of concern to assist the subcommittee and CDM in framing issues and needed policies for 
the State Water Plan, and to help provide context and focus for the September workshop.  DEEP 
will also mail a large-format map to any subcommittee member that would like one, just email 
Betsey Wingfield the mailing address. 
 
Matt Pafford has identified some potential changes to the draft Process Development policy and 
he will share with the subcommittee for discussion at the next meeting. 
 
 
Next meeting:  June 9, 2016 from 1 to 3 at DEEP 
 
 


	State Water Plan Policy Subcommittee
	Approved April 14, 2016 meeting summary.
	Update on legislation:
	An Act Concerning the State Water Plan UH.B. No. 5540U, which has to do with the approval process for the State Water Plan, passed both chambers.
	An Act Concerning the Department of Public Health’s Recommendations on Disclosure of Water Plan Information H.B. No. 5263, which are changes to FOI law, failed.
	Continued discussion of draft policy statements:
	Emergency interconnection policy.  Continued discussion of policy drafted by Bob Young and shared at the last meeting (attached).  The discussion continued on how to define sustainability, and what constitutes an emergency.  Want to consider incentive...
	Agricultural policies.  Mike O’Neill presented 6 draft agricultural policies (attached), which were discussed at length. Mike will investigate the specific barriers to creating water storage for agricultural users, as well as the specific issues with ...
	Geographic scale for planning:
	A map showing the COGS, WUCC planning regions, town boundaries and watershed boundaries was presented, and discussion began about appropriate scales for the State Water Plan.  It was noted that the scale for identification and quantification of issues...
	The map will be emailed to the group so subcommittee members can mark it up with issues or areas of concern to assist the subcommittee and CDM in framing issues and needed policies for the State Water Plan, and to help provide context and focus for th...
	Matt Pafford has identified some potential changes to the draft Process Development policy and he will share with the subcommittee for discussion at the next meeting.
	Next meeting:  June 9, 2016 from 1 to 3 at DEEP

