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� 1                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  We'll call

 2  this meeting of the Water Planning Council for

 3  February 7th to order.  The first order of

 4  business is approval of the transcript from the

 5  December 6, 2016, meeting.  Do I have a motion to

 6  approve?

 7                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  So moved.

 8                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Second.

 9                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and

10  seconded that the transcript of December 16 be

11  approved.  Any questions or comments?

12                 (No response.)

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, all those in

14  favor signify by saying, aye.

15                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

16                 THE CHAIRMAN:  The transcript is

17  approved.

18                 The second item on the agenda is

19  the state water plan update, update from CDM Smith

20  and recap of January 12, 2017, workshop and

21  discussion of phase two of the water plan, the

22  statewide water plan.  We have with us today --

23  Kirk and Elaine will give us an overview.

24                 Good afternoon.

25                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Good afternoon.
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� 1                 THE CHAIRMAN:  I know you sent out

 2  some pre-information to us?

 3                 ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes, we just have

 4  a few slides today to go over all status to date.

 5  Kirk is going to step through some of that,

 6  including information we've been working with,

 7  with the science and technical group and also the

 8  policy group.

 9                 Just a reminder on overall

10  schedule, we expect that the final plan, including

11  phase one, if you've already seen it, has a

12  January date, but also as amended for phase two

13  will be complete in May.  So as we've warned over

14  the last couple of meetings we have a very active

15  phase two schedule and responsibilities as a

16  group.

17                 And I think we are making very good

18  progress getting a lot of steps forward.  So I

19  appreciate that, as a big thank you to the crowd.

20  But we do have, you know, continued efforts and

21  will be leaning heavily upon the group as a whole.

22                 So Kirk, you want to mention -- go

23  through your slides?

24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Sure.  I think one

25  of the things that Elaine sent out earlier is what
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� 1  we typically send out after our workshop, which is

 2  called the decision summary.  It lists some of the

 3  decisions that we made as a group during the

 4  workshop.  So hopefully that will be posted and

 5  people can take a look at that.

 6                 I want to just very briefly walk

 7  through where we are with the committees, the

 8  policy committee and the science and technical

 9  committee in preparation for the remaining work

10  and specifically for the workshop, which is

11  surprisingly next Thursday.  Already we have

12  another workshop to discuss the policy items that

13  we've been working on.

14                 So briefly, we had a very good

15  meeting yesterday with the science and technical

16  committee.  Virginia, thank you for orchestrating

17  that and for facilitating that for us.  We

18  basically stepped through our workplan for this

19  phase of work trying to build on all the

20  information that we developed in phase one with

21  these tasks, and I think we got some fairly broad

22  consensus that this is a reasonable workplan and

23  we'll get underway with these tasks.

24                 The first two things are specific

25  items in our scope where we'll look at climate
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� 1  change and conservation, and their impacts on

 2  water stress in each basin.  And again stress, the

 3  definition there is the ability of a basin to

 4  satisfy all of the needs, the competing needs,

 5  sometimes for water both consumptive and

 6  nonconsumptive.

 7                 The other thing we talked about in

 8  some detail yesterday is another task in our scope

 9  for this phase to expand on the definition of

10  nonconsumptive use.  And you all recall the bar

11  charts that we've been using to look at available

12  water and consumptive and nonconsumptive use,

13  unused diversions.  To those we are going to be

14  adding something we're still looking for a name

15  for.  We'll work on that, but it's sort of the

16  idealized amount of water needed for ecological

17  health in each river.

18                 And so now the definition of stress

19  hasn't changed, but we're expanding the need for

20  in stream flow in addition to the regulatory

21  releases that are on the books as part of the

22  streamflow standards and regulations.  So we're

23  adding to those.  I think the group felt that was

24  very useful and instructive to include.

25                 We're working with them on defining
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� 1  some terminology for what that should be, but I

 2  think there was some pretty good consensus that it

 3  helps to show that as a water need in each basin.

 4  So the next time you see those, those bar charts

 5  they'll have an additional bar that represents the

 6  ecological needs of a basin.  And part of that

 7  will be the regulatory releases that are already

 8  there that will be shown as part of satisfying

 9  that need, but then they'll be broadened.  So that

10  was a good discussion.

11                 And then the third item here on the

12  graph are just some really discretionary tasks.

13  We intentionally left the scope a little bit vague

14  so that we could tailor the technical work to the,

15  sort of, the prevailing questions that were being

16  asked.  One of them that's come up a number of

17  times in the workshops and the meetings has been

18  the relationship between land use and water, and

19  particularly water stress and basin stress.

20                 So we'll do a correlation study on

21  those things and see if there's anything we can

22  use going forward to help serve as an indicator of

23  potential river basin stress.

24                 Another thing we'll look at is

25  seasonal use, you know, high summertime usage.
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� 1  And across the state is there a ratio between

 2  summertime use and average use on an annual basis

 3  that also can be used as an indicator of excessive

 4  river basin stress?  Is there a correlation there

 5  or not?

 6                 And then a lot of the questions

 7  that we've been getting have been very specific to

 8  basins.  You know, how will I know when this brook

 9  will dry out?  Or how will I know what the risk is

10  to this reservoir, or this lake, or this

11  particular reach of the river?  And the

12  information that we've generated to date doesn't

13  tell us that.  It's much broader than that.

14                 It's a way to screen through the

15  basin and identify which ones might need more

16  assistance than others, or attention than others,

17  and where certain policies might be more effective

18  than other policies.  But we've been recommending

19  that we look at some case studies and drill into

20  some basins to understand a little bit better

21  where there may be some potential stress localized

22  and kind of vet the screening process.  Kind of

23  show that if the screening process does indicate

24  that there's a risk of stress, drill into that

25  basin and show that it exists.
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� 1                 And so we'll be putting together a

 2  model of one basin.  We haven't decided which one

 3  yet.  We'll work with Virginia, your group to

 4  determine which one that will be, hopefully in the

 5  next week or two so that we can start.  But we'll

 6  put together a proof of concept model of this

 7  basin which will allow us to do a couple of

 8  things.

 9                 It will allow us to show that the

10  information that we're developing at a statewide

11  level does point to true risks.  We'll choose a

12  basin that experienced some stress in 2017.  We'll

13  choose one that has some good data available with

14  it, hydrologic data, and hopefully one with some

15  storage so that we can test some reservoir

16  dynamics as well.

17                 The other thing it will do is serve

18  as a template moving forward.  It will provide an

19  opportunity to show you how you can drill into

20  other basins as you need to.  So we can talk about

21  that some more maybe at the workshop next week,

22  but those are the things that we'll be doing

23  technically moving forward to support the

24  decisions and the policy framework of the rest of

25  the plan.
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� 1                 The other thing I want to briefly

 2  discuss in preparation for next week's workshop,

 3  this previous workshop last Thursday was focused

 4  on what we call the pathways forward, you know,

 5  issues that aren't going to be fully resolved by

 6  the time the draft plan is due, but which can move

 7  forward with some defined next steps.  That's what

 8  we worked on last week.

 9                 Next Thursday we'll be working on

10  those issues where the group felt that there was

11  consensus likely, and this was going back to

12  workshop number three.  There are about 12 or 13

13  issues that the group felt we could achieve

14  consensus on.  We as a project team have been

15  taking the notes from that workshop and from the

16  subsequent policy meeting that was held that same

17  day, as well as notes from the policy group over

18  the last 18 months.  Then compiling those into two

19  or three-page policy recommendations.  These are

20  drafts.

21                 What we'll be doing at the policy

22  meeting this week on Thursday is distributing

23  those drafts, one for each of the issues that you

24  see listed here, and basically asking individuals

25  to take some ownership of these, get familiar with
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� 1  them, revise them with their own language.  Our

 2  language is just suggested language in draft, and

 3  admittedly incomplete in some areas.  And then

 4  present those to the group at the workshop so

 5  there will be some interactive facilitation with

 6  members of the Planning Council and the Steering

 7  Committee at the next workshop.

 8                 And Betsy, you and Bob and I can

 9  talk about the details of that maybe prior to the

10  meeting on Thursday so that we can be coordinated

11  on that.  But basically the next workshop will be

12  stepping through each of these issues in detail

13  with some draft language in front of you to see

14  how we can refine that.

15                 That will be a challenge in getting

16  that all to you in time after the policy meeting,

17  because there will be some revisions going on

18  during that week, but we'll see what we can do to

19  get the drafts to you in time to be prepared for

20  the workshop.

21                 And the last thing I want to do

22  today is walk back quickly through that mind map

23  of mine that Claire was teasing you about the

24  other day at the workshop, because we got some

25  good feedback on it.  One of our scope items, our
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� 1  requirements is to help you recommend a management

 2  structure going forward and a decision framework.

 3  How are you going to make decisions at a Water

 4  Planning Council?

 5                 And so we put together this

 6  framework.  We got some very good feedback from

 7  the group.  And so I'll just quickly step through

 8  it again.  There will be plenty of time to

 9  discuss, refine, debate this, but I wanted to show

10  you that I think we heard the comments and

11  suggestions, and tried very hard to implement

12  those.  So here we go quickly.

13                 This again is a framework for

14  implementing the plan.  It's not a framework for

15  all of the issues that will cross your desks in

16  the next five or ten years.  You know, if there's

17  a local problem with the water main this is not

18  the process to resolve that.  If there's a water

19  quality issue, this is not the process to resolve

20  that.  This is for implementing the plan

21  recommendations, and some of those will be direct

22  recommendations for policy, and others with be the

23  pathways forward, the next steps.

24                 Most of this I think refers to the

25  next step, and the things that we talked about in
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� 1  the last workshop, but both of those can come to

 2  the Water Planning Council, and then at your

 3  discretion you can pass that directly onto the

 4  Legislature with your recommendation and

 5  endorsement, or we can talk about it and decide

 6  what kind of funding might be available for these

 7  steps and what kind of priorities there may be for

 8  all the different initiatives that will be coming

 9  out as recommendations in the plan.

10                 If there's no funding, obviously

11  we'll have to put some things to the side.  If

12  it's a low priority, we may put it to the side

13  temporarily, then bring it back into discussion,

14  but I think one of the things we heard is that

15  anything, regardless of priority that has funding

16  potential should move forward if it's got that

17  link to some funding.

18                 And so those decisions I think

19  would rest with the Planning Council, but in close

20  consultation if you wish with an advisory group of

21  some sort, whether that's the same advisory group

22  that exists today, or a reconstitution or a

23  rechartered group, there will be some group that

24  can serve as your council for these decisions as

25  you need it.
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� 1                 For those things that move forward,

 2  we talked about one other decision that you would

 3  make as a council.  Are the next steps very, very

 4  clear in the plan, or do they need some further

 5  definition?  And if it needs some further

 6  definition you've got workgroups and subcommittees

 7  that can shoulder some of that.  If they are

 8  clear, we can move forward.  And the hope would be

 9  that after the next steps are taken, these being

10  data collection or partnerships or facilitation,

11  or studies, there would be some recommendations

12  and tradeoffs coming out of that work.

13                 Now one of the things we talked

14  about at the workshop is, what happens next?  And

15  I think the next question is, is there a

16  stakeholder process that's necessary with those

17  recommendations or not?  And I think that would be

18  a Council decision, and depending on the

19  agreeability or the sensitivity of that

20  information, you could make the decision to take

21  those recommendations on your own, vote on them or

22  pass them along to the Legislature, act on them as

23  you wish, or to use this advisory group in its

24  capacity to go through a facilitated process, or

25  it's own consensus building process and come out
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� 1  with either a consensus recommendation based on

 2  the next steps that had been done to either move

 3  it along or revise the recommendation, or change.

 4                 Or if there's not a consensus, to

 5  explain to you what the tradeoffs are so that you

 6  can make then an informed decision with that

 7  information.  You can vote on it if you wish, or

 8  pass along different opinions to the Legislature

 9  and just always make sure that the decisions that

10  you pass along are integrated with the rest of the

11  plan.

12            So again, that's a very quick walk

13  through of a very complicated process.  There's a

14  lot there, but I hope that we've included some of

15  the things we've heard at the workshop last week

16  about making some decisions about how quickly to

17  move things along at the Council level, and when

18  to get stakeholders involved as you need it.

19            All of the blue diamonds on that diagram

20  represent decision points that we think rest with

21  the Council, and advice can be sought as needed

22  from this advisory group, however that might be

23  constituted or chartered.  So it's just a

24  framework.  It's something that we'll revise and

25  revisit, but I think it helps understand how this
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� 1  document which will have a lot of recommendations,

 2  a lot of next steps, can actually be rolled out

 3  and moved forward in a consistent way.  So we hope

 4  that that's helpful.  That's all we have for

 5  today.

 6                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Kirk.

 7                 Questions for Kirk?

 8                 LORI MATHIEU:  Yes, just wondering.

 9  There were a lot of comments on the plan and

10  you've published responses.  So I know the

11  responses are what they are.  Some of the

12  responses I don't agree with, but some of the

13  responses are also for further discussion.

14                 So what is your plan to address

15  those for further discussion, and if there's

16  disagreement with how you answered or responded to

17  our comments?

18                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  In some cases we've

19  had discussions with individuals about their

20  questions.  Virginia organized a session yesterday

21  and notified the science and technical committee

22  that we would make ourselves available after the

23  meeting, the committee meeting yesterday to go

24  through any questions that were still

25  unresolved and we sat down with you for a while --
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� 1                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  I guess you had

 2  the questions that were unresolved.

 3                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And so we had a

 4  good discussion on those questions and I think

 5  there are still some that will require some

 6  discussion, but we'd be happy to do that with any

 7  other committee.  We would be happy to spend some

 8  extra time with the policy committee if you wanted

 9  to organize some time to go through any unresolved

10  questions that are outstanding.

11                 So I guess we would ask the

12  committee chairs to look at that, the advisory

13  group and the policy group to follow

14  Virginia's lead.  And I ask if there are

15  some outstanding questions that haven't been

16  answered by the other iterations now of the

17  document, or are still just outstanding for one

18  reason or another, we'd be happy to sit down and

19  go through those with anybody on an individual

20  basis or on a committee basis.

21                 LORI MATHEU:  So then you would

22  change the document and revise the responses on

23  that document and share it with everyone?

24                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  My guess is that

25  with all the things that are going on right now in
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� 1  writing up the policy statements and the next

 2  steps and so forth, is that we would keep a log of

 3  those resolutions and include that in the final

 4  revision of the draft.

 5                 LORI MATHIEU:  Because I'd like to

 6  see how you resolve some of other people's

 7  comments.

 8                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Uh-huh.  It will

 9  all be logged.  It certainly will be logged and

10  we'll probably add columns to that same log so

11  that anything that needs further discussion, we

12  can either check off that it was resolved,

13  discussed, not changed, or changed as the

14  following would indicate, that it would be less

15  than change.

16                 LORI MATHEU:  So it won't really

17  happen during one of these public meetings, then.

18  There will be no discussion broadly in front of

19  the Steering Committee.  If there's some

20  outstanding issues, there won't be further

21  discussion in front of the broader group.  Your

22  suggestion is to deal with it in a subcommittee.

23                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's my

24  suggestion, but if the Steering Committee wanted

25  to do that in a public meeting we'd be happy to do
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� 1  that, too.  It takes time.  It takes a lot of time

 2  to go through these one by one.  There were a

 3  number of questions that required some further

 4  discussion either because of the lack of clarity

 5  or unclear relevance, or whatever the case may be.

 6  They do take some time, so it would be a question

 7  of dedicating that time.

 8                 LORI MATHEU:  Well, I didn't just

 9  think there's going to -- in my mind like the top

10  five and I think they're going to go unresolved

11  and I think there might need to be some discussion

12  about some of those in a broader sense.

13                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that would be,

14  I think, your discretion.  If you wanted to bring

15  those forward during the public meetings we'd be

16  perfectly open to that.  That's fine.  I think

17  that's your decision.

18                 To answer your basic question,

19  though, all of the resolutions or lack of

20  resolution will be documented in the same format

21  so that there will be one centralized location

22  where you trace the question, the response, the

23  discussion and the ultimate resolution even if

24  there isn't full resolution.

25                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Lori, just a
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� 1  couple of comments on your comments.  First of

 2  all, one or two of the things that I brought up to

 3  Kirk were comments that you have made, but the --

 4                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  So they were

 5  resolved.  Right?

 6                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Some of the --

 7  the comment log was on the January version of the

 8  draft report, and some of the issues I know that

 9  the science and technical folks had come up with,

10  particularly this whole issue of ecological flows

11  have been addressed since that phase one draft

12  report.

13                 And so they're not showing up in

14  the report itself and yet we have certainly moved

15  a long way down, down that path to actually

16  include some representation of the fish flow,

17  whatever you want to call it.  And I also think

18  that if there are things that, as you mentioned,

19  deserve the conversation in a larger group, I

20  certainly would expect that CDM Smith would be

21  open to that.

22                 And I think that's something that

23  if you talked with Kirk individually, you together

24  can decide that this really does need more input.

25                 LORI MATHIEU:  But where does the
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� 1  Steering Committee come into that, because there's

 2  quite a few members of the Steering Committee that

 3  made comment that may want to have a broader

 4  conversation as well?

 5                 Bob Moore for instance -- well,

 6  he's a chair, but there were others.  But there

 7  were others.

 8                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Just as a point

 9  of information, what I was calling the

10  nonaffiliated Steering Committee members, in other

11  words, not you folks, or Bob or Maureen, and

12  Margaret -- were supposed to get their comments to

13  me.  I got one.  And so they were not -- their

14  concerns were not voiced in that process that we

15  went through on the draft.

16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  I'll make maybe one

17  suggestion, is that maybe we can approach this

18  sort of in a tiered way that would work through

19  the committees first to resolve as many of them as

20  we can, and those that are still outstanding, the

21  list of the top five maybe that aren't resolved,

22  we bring forward in a steering committee meeting.

23  Maybe it's 15, maybe it's 3.  We don't know how

24  many, but maybe as many as we can resolve through

25  the committee process or individual conversations.
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� 1  We try to do that, and those that are still

 2  unresolved we do in the Steering Committee

 3  meeting.

 4                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Maureen?

 5                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  And Betsey,

 6  this is the list I've been talking about, you

 7  know, prior to the last meeting, when we can get

 8  together and look at that.  And I think it would

 9  be great either before our policy, or if we have a

10  separate time that we could sit down with these

11  folks and go through that, because I do think some

12  of them may have been addressed, but others, it's

13  kind of from the first version there was still

14  comments that weren't responded to.

15                 So just to give a sense so we're

16  not reacting again to something in a subsequent

17  draft, that there may be logic that if we talked

18  it through we would be in a better place.

19                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So my suggestion

20  is that we discuss on Thursday in terms of how to

21  proceed.  I think we have a full agenda.  We also

22  might have a snow problem, but -- and then sort of

23  determine, and so that we discuss that as a

24  subcommittee on Thursday.

25                 Are you going to be there, Maureen,
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� 1  if the weather is good?

 2                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  I intend to be.

 3                 LORI MATHIEU:  Or we should bring

 4  that up to Bob.  Right?

 5                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  And would the

 6  advisory group be open to the same type of

 7  conversation?

 8                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Sure.

 9                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  What I would say

10  to both Maureen and Lori, it would be helpful if

11  you have a marked up copy of the ones that you

12  were concerned about to help begin to focus for

13  the group the questions.

14                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I don't have

15  to go through the group, I don't think.  I can go

16  directly to CDM Smith.  Right?

17                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  I thought you

18  were asking to go through the group.

19                 LORI MATHIEU:  Not necessarily.

20  Not necessarily for all of them.

21                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So I think my

22  ask if for the policy subcommittee if there's

23  specific issues that you'd like to bring through

24  that, if you guys can just have them marked first,

25  that would be helpful to help begin frame the
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� 1  discussion and see how far we need to go in terms

 2  of finding some time to have them finish at the

 3  meeting.

 4                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  And can I just

 5  ask one thing?  You mentioned the things that --

 6  the drafts that we're going to look at, at the

 7  policy meeting on Thursday.  Will those be

 8  available at all beforehand, even if only a little

 9  bit?

10                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Just a little bit,

11  yeah.  We probably have 9 of the 13 drafted.  I'm

12  reviewing those tomorrow morning and finishing up

13  a few myself.  Our goal is to get them done by

14  tomorrow, or roughly noon tomorrow, which you'll

15  have a little time to at least familiarize

16  yourself.

17                 I think on Thursday the policy

18  meeting, the best use of our time would be not to

19  go over those in detail, but to agree on a

20  procedure to move forward with them.  You know,

21  find a champion for each one who can advocate for

22  it, take some responsibility for some initial

23  revisions and then presenting and discussing it at

24  the workshop.  But then also how do we move

25  forward from there, because we're not going to
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� 1  resolve everything at the workshop.  What would be

 2  the process for moving forward and keeping

 3  everybody involved in the revision process for

 4  each one?

 5                 And I think that's how we can use

 6  the hour on Thursday to its best use, but to do

 7  that you'll need to see what they look like at

 8  least even if we don't spend time this Thursday

 9  editing in great deal.  So we'll try to get those

10  to you by noon tomorrow, or thereabouts.

11                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Further

12  questions?

13                 LORI MATHIEU:  I have more.  Just

14  in general my comments, what's coming to the top

15  of my head, my top one is that I don't think the

16  plan focuses at all on public health.  And so

17  that's something that I think needs to get brought

18  out a little bit -- actually, a lot more.

19                 As a representative of the Health

20  Department that's been sitting in on many of these

21  meetings, we talk a lot about ecological and

22  streamflow, but I think we really need to step

23  back and think about public health protection.

24  That's number one.

25                 And number two, we need to think
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� 1  about broadening the group of stakeholders that

 2  we're reaching out to.  I don't think in any way

 3  that we are reaching out to people in the inner

 4  cities, and I think that's a shame.  There's a lot

 5  of people that care about the drinking water in

 6  Hartford, and Bridgeport, and Stamford and

 7  Danbury.

 8                 So -- and I know we're in a pretty

 9  large city, but I think that the struggle is how

10  do we get to people, city council members in New

11  Haven and Hartford who care about their drinking

12  water?  I just think we're missing a whole big

13  group of stakeholders that we're not reaching out

14  to.  Just my broad comments.  Those are two of my

15  comments.

16                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  One question for

17  you, Lori.  Is there a way that we can -- now that

18  there are just two workshops left, and they'll

19  both be, you know, focusing in on actual

20  recommendations for the plan, is there a way we

21  can use that, you know, sort of the drawing toward

22  a conclusion concept, to draw some representatives

23  from other cities, big or small into these

24  workshops?

25                 And I think at one of them, the one
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� 1  we had at UConn there were a couple of state

 2  representatives in the audience, but I think it

 3  would be great if we had more municipal

 4  representation there.  Is there a way that you and

 5  the committee through the networks can reach out

 6  in advance of next week and say that the

 7  development of the plan is drawing to a close, and

 8  the next two workshops will focus pretty heavily

 9  on real recommendations?  Is there a way you can

10  reach out?

11                 THE CHAIRMAN:  We had talked about

12  this in the past.  I know Gail Lucchina is very

13  involved with the community action agencies

14  through the low-income energy assistance programs.

15  And perhaps we can reach out to the CAP agencies

16  which have a pulse on the needs of the inner

17  cities.  I think Gail, perhaps you can do that,

18  can get that notice to Edith Karsky, and she can

19  get around through her memberships, and those

20  are -- all the big cities have a big team.

21                 In my neck of the woods you have

22  now Waterbury.  You've got the community action

23  agency in New Britain.  You've got the big

24  community renewal team in Hartford.  So there's

25  lots of -- so I think that's where we ought to go
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 2  demographic group.

 3                 LORI MATHEU:  And one group that we

 4  haven't mentioned is CCM.  That would be another

 5  group that we could reach out to, Connecticut

 6  Council of Municipalities.  Most municipalities

 7  are represented there including the large cities.

 8                 ELAINE SISTARE:  In addition to the

 9  workshop, don't forget we do have the Southbury

10  public meeting scheduled for the 23rd, I believe.

11  Well, I say Southbury.  It's being held at

12  Southbury Town Hall, so it a public meeting.

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  The other thing,

14  Maureen, Betsy Gara who wears a couple hats, talk

15  to her about the COST group.

16                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  She can get in

17  touch with COST.

18                 THE CHAIRMAN:  And they can get in

19  touch with CCM.  There's a few fiscal things going

20  on in the State right now, so I'm sure they're

21  all -- there will be flyers at the capitol

22  tomorrow.

23                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So just one

24  comment, Kirk.  I think you've done a great job of

25  capturing our discussions last Thursday in terms
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 2                 KIRK WESTPHAL:  Thank you.

 3                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other comments

 4  or questions for Kirk and Elaine?

 5                 (No response.)

 6                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.

 7  Continue.  Great work.  Appreciate it.  Next on

 8  the agenda -- do we have representatives from New

 9  Britain here today to give a little presentation

10  to us, a status update on the environmental study

11  regarding the change in land use, New Britain

12  Water Company land?

13                 Good afternoon, sir.

14                 RAY ESPONDA:  Good afternoon.  I'm

15  Ray Esponda, Superintendent of Water Quality for

16  the City of New Britain.

17                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Congratulations are

18  in order.  Correct?

19                 RAY ESPONDA:  I'm just acting.

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Congratulations is

21  not in order yet?

22                 RAY ESPONDA:  Well, maybe.

23                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, appreciate you

24  being here.

25                 RAY ESPONDA:  No problem.
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� 1                 Well, the study continues.  We are

 2  in the middle of the process right now.  We have

 3  to do two more seasons, spring and summer to give

 4  a complete report.  We have collected some data.

 5  I believe that the mayor's office provided you

 6  with a copy of the latest status report on the

 7  update of the study.

 8                 It covers seven areas from mapping

 9  to safe yield analysis, and some other questions

10  that were added by the council on environmental

11  quality regarding air quality and noise impacts.

12  And as the study goes, we're still collecting

13  data, in the middle of our analysis of it and

14  moving forward.  Not much more than that.  You

15  know, I can't tell you how it's going to come out

16  yet.  We are still waiting for a complete report

17  and most of the updates have been addressed in

18  this report.

19                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.

20                 LORI MATHEU:  Hi, Ray.

21                 RAY ESPONDA:  Hi, Lori.

22                 LORI MATHEU:  You used to work for

23  us.

24                 Are you pretty much on schedule?

25                 RAY ESPONDA:  I believe so.  I
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 2  right now.  I'm doing my job and Phil's job, and

 3  half of the other superintendents who retired

 4  also.  So I'm a one-man shop right now.

 5                 LORI MATHEU:  They intend to

 6  complete their study on time?

 7                 RAY ESPONDA:  I believe so.  I

 8  haven't heard of any delays coming through.  I

 9  think it will be ready by the end of the summer

10  and we will have our report.  I believe the

11  deadline of the report is the end of the summer.

12                 LORI MATHIEU:  What month would

13  that be?

14                 RAY ESPONDA:  I believe the end of

15  August.  I'm not really 100 percent sure on that,

16  but it may be September.

17                 LORI MATHEU:  Okay.

18                 RAY ESPONDA:  But we are

19  proceeding.  We're gathering more information.  We

20  have to do more ecological studies to look at the

21  conditions in the summer, the spring and the

22  summer.  I believe one of the issues that's of

23  major concern is the biological effects, the

24  impacts.  We are trying to identify vernal pools

25  and other areas of concern.
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 2  questions?

 3                 RAY ESPONDA:  Good to see you,

 4  Betsey.

 5                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Good to see you,

 6  Ray.

 7                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Ray.  And

 8  we appreciate you keeping us apprized.  I know you

 9  provide great work to us on monthly basis as well.

10  So just keep us in --

11                 RAY ESPONDA:  We'll keep you in the

12  loop.

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Appreciate it.

14                 RAY ESPONDA:  Absolutely.

15                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

16                 RAY ESPONDA:  No problem.  Thank

17  you.

18                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Next, we're going to

19  have a little update from Lori regarding CIRCA.

20                 LORI MATHEU:  Thank you.  So I'd

21  like to invite up Steve Wallett who works in the

22  drinking Water section of DPH as well as Rachel

23  Nowek, and Rebecca from CIRCA.  So we have a few

24  PowerPoint slides and it will take about ten

25  minutes or so.
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 2  to show to the Water Planning Council is the

 3  planning effort that, on top of the WUCC process,

 4  we are also moving forward with a vulnerability

 5  assessment and resiliency plan born from Storm

 6  Sandy.  And after the two storms that came prior

 7  to that, Irene and Alfred, we found ourselves and

 8  our public water systems and our small public

 9  water systems having significant challenges.  And

10  that's a nice way of putting it.

11                 We had well over a hundred water

12  systems that were small, again small community

13  systems that served well under 200 people or 150

14  people, really small community systems having

15  problems with the loss of water supply, total loss

16  of water for days, if not weeks.  Many were on

17  boiled water because of loss of pressure or loss

18  of water.  And many struggled to renew their water

19  supplies after the storms.

20                 So you know, when the Governor

21  notices that there's so many systems on boiled

22  water, and he himself asks why, we stoop up and

23  took notice of all of that and started to develop

24  a strategy.  One of the strategies is to develop

25  this resiliency plan and look at the four southern
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� 1  counties of our state and all of the small

 2  community systems that are there and what can be

 3  done to build resiliency to reduce their

 4  vulnerability?

 5                 So without further ado, Rachel and

 6  Steve and Rebecca.

 7                 RACHEL NOWEK:  Thank you, Lori.

 8  Thank you for having us today.  We're going to

 9  briefly explain the development of this

10  vulnerability.  Thank you.  Thank you for giving

11  us the opportunity to briefly explain the

12  vulnerability assessment resilience plan that's

13  currently underway.

14                 So we're going to briefly explain

15  why we should do a plan, the history of the plan,

16  how we got here as far as funding, and the players

17  involved who are going to help develop a plan, the

18  objectives of the plan as well as the tools to

19  complete and collect the data.

20                 Back in 2011 and 2012 Connecticut

21  was hit with a variety of severe storms.  You may

22  remember Irene, Alfred and Sandy.  With that those

23  threats still remain.  We're currently in a

24  drought.  There's extreme weather events that we

25  know we're going to get hit with again.  So DPH
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 2  plans for, as Lori had mentioned, a lot of the

 3  community water systems, the smaller ones are in

 4  need of a lot of help.

 5                 We had developed and currently are

 6  working with RCAP Solutions.  It's a national

 7  contractor that helps work with small public water

 8  systems to develop asset management plans.  So

 9  within that contract they work hand in hand with

10  small water utilities that want that assistance

11  free of charge to help them develop an asset

12  management plan, but also help them develop an

13  emergency contingency plan along with that.

14                 With the emergency contingency

15  plans, we had just actually enacted in December of

16  '15 generator regs that also have the emergency

17  contingency plan as part of that, that all systems

18  in Connecticut are to develop an emergency

19  contingency plan if they do not already do so.

20                 Those are those systems that serve

21  1,000 or less customers.  So with those generator

22  regs, also every water utility must have the

23  ability to hook up to a generator, or to purchase

24  a generator and that's on a sliding scale based on

25  system size.
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� 1                 Also we developed a streamlined DWS

 2  generator program.  The DWS Wrap is our loan

 3  program for infrastructure upgrades and

 4  replacements for water utilities to take advantage

 5  of.  It's a low-interest program.  Sometimes

 6  there's a subsidy that is available to them also.

 7  So in streamlining that process we've allowed for

 8  water utilities to get their generators in a

 9  quicker timeframe.

10                 And lastly, the DPH small systems

11  scorecard, this is a program that we developed to

12  score the smallest water utilities based on their

13  capacity, their technical, managerial and

14  financial capacity.  We also refer to that as the

15  CAP, the capacity assessment tool.

16                 So just a brief timeline on where

17  we are today and how far we've come.  In 2014 DPH

18  started working with the Connecticut Department of

19  Housing on developing this project and helping to

20  apply for the federal Sandy funds.  In 2015 we

21  applied for and received the award for the

22  community development block grant.  And in '16 we

23  signed a memorandum of agreement with UConn

24  working with and through Connecticut Institute for

25  Resilience and Climate Adaptation, CIRCA, who is
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� 1  also a partner in the state agencies fostering

 2  resilience, as DPH is, to develop the drinking

 3  water assessment resilience plan.

 4                 And most recently at the end of

 5  2016 we approved the final scope of the work

 6  proposed by CIRCA along with their subcontractor

 7  Milone & MacBroom, and we held a kickoff meeting

 8  to get the project started to officially begin the

 9  plan.

10                 So of the organization, as Lori had

11  herself, that we have Michael Hage, which some of

12  you may have worked with in the past, Eric McPhee

13  myself and Steve Wallett on DPH who are on the

14  team to work with CIRCA and MMI on this project.

15  With CIRCA we have Rebecca French here today and

16  she's also working with James O'Donnell and

17  Christine Kirchhoff.  And with Milone & MacBroom

18  we have Dave Murphy who is also here today.

19                 And the primary objective of this

20  plan is to prepare before, during and after for

21  the storms and hazards that we may foresee in the

22  future to assess and identify vulnerabilities for

23  these community water systems.  And this project

24  is focusing primarily on the four southern

25  counties.
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� 1                 And now I'll turn it over to Steve

 2  to give you some more details on the project.

 3                 STEVEN WALLETT:  Thank you very

 4  much.  Thank you.  Again, thank you for the

 5  invitation today.  The drinking water section is

 6  really excited to have this opportunity to develop

 7  this resilience plan.  We're excited to be working

 8  with CIRCA and with MMI, and we're looking for

 9  them and their expertise to help us develop these,

10  these plans.  They're some lofty plans.  We've got

11  four tasks, and each task has it's own timeline

12  and it's own set of deliverables.

13                 So looking at task one, the main

14  focus of task one is to assess vulnerabilities

15  looking back at past events, interviewing water

16  systems and local representative to assess

17  vulnerabilities.  We'll be looking at water

18  quality and quantity results from past events as

19  well as any potential interconnections between

20  systems, ultimately compiling all that data into a

21  vulnerability assessment report.

22                 The reports from tasks one, two and

23  three will be combined to create the

24  implementation plan for task four.  Jumping back

25  to task two, but we would like to review the
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� 1  existing emergency response plans that are

 2  available, our policies that we have in place and

 3  look back at past events and develop more

 4  comprehensive emergency response plans for future

 5  hazards and events.

 6                 Task three is the private well

 7  assessment.  We're going to look at

 8  vulnerabilities of private wells, and the

 9  distribution of private wells throughout the four

10  counties.  The task four deliverable -- or rather

11  the task three deliverable is a comprehensive

12  private well assessment report and maps that

13  identify those locations.  And then task four is

14  the implementation plan looking back at the

15  reports from tasks one through three in developing

16  a comprehensive implementation plan to help

17  identify any problems and increase the resilience

18  for public water in Connecticut.

19                 The tasks will be completed through

20  a process of interviewing community water systems,

21  drinking water staff.  CIRCA is going to take the

22  lead on the interviews in achieving these tasks

23  and goals.  We'll review and assess any

24  interconnections, like I said earlier, the

25  emergency contingency plans if they're available;
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 2  four counties, and evaluating the resiliency of

 3  the facilities; looking back at the state laws and

 4  regulations and evaluating the needs for a review

 5  or a revision of these practices.

 6                 One of the key components of

 7  developing the plan is to use existing GIS data,

 8  and one of the goals of the plan is to develop

 9  additional GIS to help develop the resiliency

10  plan.

11                 At this point I'd like to introduce

12  Rebecca, and she's got some information she would

13  like to share.  Thank you very much.  Bear with

14  me.

15                 REBECCA FRENCH:  Thanks, Steven.

16                 Again, thanks so much for the

17  opportunity to speak today.  And I'm the Director

18  of Community Engagement for the Connecticut

19  Institute for Resilience and Climate Adaptation.

20  Some of you in the room -- Betsey is familiar with

21  us because we were founded as a partnership

22  between UConn and the Connecticut DEP, but as

23  Rachel said, we're part of the state agencies

24  fostering resilience in the council.  And through

25  that group we really created a lot of new
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 2  we're very excited, which you know, allowed us to

 3  come together on this project which takes

 4  advantage of, you know, all the foundational work

 5  we're in the process of doing, have already done

 6  on flood risk mapping and understanding

 7  particularly coastal vulnerabilities related to

 8  climate change and sealevel rise as well as

 9  extreme weather.

10                 So I'm going to just give a little

11  framing of the issue here.  I know, you know, Lori

12  really framed it nicely with the drinking water

13  issues that were faced during Sandy.  So this is

14  another picture of the Sandy impacts.  This is

15  actually the town of Fairfield, Connecticut.  And

16  all those green and yellow and orange dots, those

17  tiny dots are all damage points assessed by FEMA

18  after Sandy.  The dark blue areas are the areas

19  that were flooded by FEMA.  So you can see a

20  very strong correlation just by the overlaying of

21  these two GIS data layers between flooding and

22  damage.

23                 And the other -- it's a little dark

24  on this screen, but there's a red -- a larger red

25  circle.  And that's the location of the wastewater
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 2  went out, you know, untreated sewage was going

 3  into that neighborhood.  So that was both a

 4  wastewater treatment DEEP issue as well as a

 5  public health issue.  Since then, the town has

 6  learned some lessons from Sandy and was since

 7  awarded a grant for a micro grid as well as to

 8  build a berm around the area to protect it from

 9  flooding.

10                 So this is an example to sort of

11  frame the issues that these are real challenges

12  that we face in Connecticut, and both the drinking

13  water systems themselves as well as sort of the

14  larger issues around water are all vulnerable from

15  extreme weather.

16                 This is an example.  Again this is

17  from wastewater treatment.  I couldn't find a

18  picture of a drinking water treatment center that

19  was flooded, but this is a picture from actually

20  Massachusetts and although this is riverine

21  flooding -- and so you can see that when we're

22  talking about resilience and adaptation, it's not

23  just about flooding of the facilities themselves,

24  but it's about access.  You can see the road

25  leading up to this wastewater treatment plant is
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� 1  flooded, so you know, you might only be able to

 2  get in there by boat, if you can get in there at

 3  all.

 4                 You know, that there's power lines

 5  there so you can see the system, you know, is

 6  dependent on that.  And you know, if they have

 7  generators on, would those generators be safe from

 8  this flooding if their whole area is flooded?  So

 9  it's all these kinds of issues that we'll be

10  looking at when understanding the vulnerability of

11  our drinking water plants and the communities that

12  they serve.

13                 A quick overview of impacts of

14  climate change related to sealevel rise.  You

15  know, why is that part of the conversation?  Why

16  isn't it just about, you know, today's storms and

17  the storms that we'll continue to face?  This is

18  data, historical data.  So on the books we have

19  data that shows that the sea level has already

20  risen globally.  We also have local records that

21  the sea level has risen along Connecticut's shore.

22                 And then it shows projections of

23  where sea level is going in the future.  And it

24  shows about a .66 foot to 6.6 feet rise in sea

25  level by the end of century.  There's such a large
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� 1  range here because sealevel rise is dependent on

 2  both future carbon emissions and how much that

 3  warms up the planet as well as the rate that ice

 4  melts.

 5                 So it's those two things.  When you

 6  hear the word "uncertainty," especially in the

 7  news these days, uncertainly in this case when

 8  scientists are using it, it's talking about this

 9  range in determining what that range is and how

10  fast and how much level rise we'll get, is what

11  we're trying to nail down more tightly as

12  scientists, not that we don't understand that

13  sealevel rise is happening.  It's definitely

14  happening.

15                 And the relationship between

16  sealevel rise and flooding is important one as

17  well.  You know, had the sea level been lower than

18  it was historically Sandy wouldn't have damaged as

19  many areas.  And that what's this slide is showing

20  that, you know, today's floodplain is tomorrow's

21  high tide as sealevel rises.  And that when you

22  have a storm surge on top of an increasingly

23  higher based sea level, larger and larger areas

24  are impacted.

25                 And it's not just about the sea.
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 2  national climate assessment as well as showing

 3  that there's been a trend that we're going to

 4  increasingly get about the same amount of rain,

 5  but we're going to get it in short bursts.

 6                 And so that's going to, you know,

 7  overwhelm our storm water system during those

 8  events.  And then, you know, because it's not slow

 9  and gentle over long periods of time, that's also

10  going to have an impact on that, you know,

11  variability of, you know, feast or famine,

12  drought, or lots of water.  And so that's the kind

13  of trends that we're seeing for the Northeast.

14                 So that was the quick climate

15  change issue.  And this is back onto the very

16  specifics of the project.  And this is the first

17  task, subtask 1.1, the task of interviewing clean

18  water system managers and surveys.  So I just want

19  to give the Council an overview of this is where

20  we're going in the next month, month and a -- the

21  next two months.

22                 We'll be contacting all of the

23  large clean water system managers and interviewing

24  them and then following that on with a survey.  So

25  the interviews are going to form the survey


                            45
� 1  questions for the larger group of people and the

 2  goals of that are to understand the past storm and

 3  drought impacts, assess adaptive capacity and

 4  resilience of the systems, understand factors that

 5  influence adaptive capacity and resilience, and

 6  gather their perspectives.

 7                 And we're using the term "adaptive

 8  capacity" to really be inclusive of, not only, you

 9  know, physical engineering and structure, but also

10  how the managers, you know, do emergency response.

11  It's more of the systems, the social systems as

12  well as the physical systems.  All of those acting

13  together are what really determines a water

14  system's ability to adapt to the impacts of a

15  storm before, during and after, and the long-term

16  impacts of climate change.

17                 So this is, again a quick

18  introduction to everybody on the project.  The

19  main PIs are Dr. James O'Donnell.  He's the

20  executive director of CIRCA as well as a professor

21  of marine science.  Under him will be another

22  person, Victoria Brudz, who will be our GIS and

23  project coordinator, myself.  Dr. Christine

24  Kirchhoff is the lead for civil and environmental

25  engineering.  And she'll have a postdoc Julia
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� 1  Flagg working with her as well as three other --

 2  two other professors in civil and environmental,

 3  Emily Line and Amy Vernicci, and of course, Dave

 4  Murphy.

 5                 So these are all the names of

 6  people that, you know, probably most of just the

 7  DPH is going to be getting e-mails from them, but

 8  if you know people who are getting e-mails from

 9  this list, that's why, and hopefully they'll be

10  responsive to them.  Thank you.

11                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

12  Lori, do you have anything to add?

13                 LORI MATHEU:  The number that

14  sticks in my mind in the four southern counties is

15  243.  I don't know why, but it just sticks in my

16  mind.  243 small community water systems.  Most of

17  those serve under a hundred people.  Most of those

18  are extremely vulnerable.  Those 243 systems are

19  going to be the focus.  We'll include the bigger

20  system along the shoreline, but to be clear, the

21  bigger systems didn't have any problems with water

22  quality during these storms.

23                 Many of the systems along the

24  shoreline for Sandy were already turning on their

25  generators well before the storm hit.  So they
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 2  professional.  We're going to be interviewing them

 3  because they have a lot of capacity to be in a

 4  position to help along the shoreline.  But it's --

 5  this project will focus on those small systems and

 6  we know that the small systems are a problem in

 7  our state, and they're very vulnerable and you're

 8  putting a number of vulnerable populations at

 9  risk.

10                 During storm Sandy we had a number

11  of people that owned mobile home parks, and I tell

12  the story often.  You know, we were in the armory

13  and there were a number of us taking phonecalls.

14  And one of the phonecalls we got was from an

15  operator of a water system where there were

16  elderly people, and they were all 85 and older.

17  The operator was nowhere to be found.  The owner

18  was nowhere to be found, and these people were out

19  of water for days, if not a week or so.

20                 So that's the problem that we have,

21  is that we need to professionalize.  We need to

22  interconnect.  We need to make sure our vulnerable

23  populations are not at risk, and it comes down to,

24  and I said it before, public health.  So that's

25  what this is about.  So I thank you for you
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 2                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Any questions?

 3                 STEVEN WALLETT:  Just to finish up

 4  here, we do have a webpage that we've developed

 5  for the resiliency project and we'll be updating

 6  that throughout the project.  And our website

 7  there, if anybody is interested in following the

 8  progress.  In addition to that, we have a timeline

 9  for contractual requirements that we're trying to

10  integrate the project schedule for the resiliency

11  plan to correlate with the WUCCs, from the WUCC

12  report in addition to hitting our required

13  deadlines.

14                 Thank you.

15                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Great.  Thank you

16  very much.  Appreciate you taking the time to be

17  here.

18                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Jack?

19                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, Virginia.

20                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I have a couple

21  questions.

22                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Oh, sure.

23                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I saw on one of

24  your slides that you were talking about

25  interconnections and I'm wondering how your
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 2  interconnection discussions going on in the policy

 3  committee?

 4                 LORI MATHEU:  You're looking at it.

 5  Right?  My name is there.  My name is there.  I go

 6  to all these meetings, but yes.  They're also part

 7  of the WUCC process.  So integration between all

 8  of these planning efforts is really, very

 9  important.  That's why we wanted to bring forward

10  what we were doing, because we wanted to share I

11  think just asking you to come back and share with

12  us when you're down the road, I think would be

13  really, very important.

14                 But Virginia, good question,

15  because an integration between all these plans is

16  really, very important.

17                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  The other

18  question I had is I noticed on your task three,

19  that you were looking at private well assessment

20  and recommendations.  And I just want to

21  mention -- I don't know if it's that I have

22  recently exchanged e-mails with Bob Hinman who has

23  created a database from well completion reports,

24  and putting all those in a database probably

25  through about ten years ago.  So the more recent
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� 1  ones are there.

 2                 But what he wants to do with it, or

 3  how he wants to sell it, or what that is -- I

 4  mean, I think he did this with the expectation

 5  that he'd get some money out of it.  But of all of

 6  those, what was it?  Twelve file cabinets of well

 7  completion reports are in a database.

 8                 STEVEN WALLETT:  Well, it's good to

 9  know.

10                 LORI MATHEU:  Yeah, I think I'm

11  aware of it.  I think he would like to get paid

12  for that.

13                 VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  The last

14  communication that I had from him, which I didn't

15  fully understand was that he would be willing to

16  sell -- what's that word that starts with a P?

17  Proprietary rights so that whoever he sold it to

18  would then have the ability to sell it to others.

19  So you know, I don't know what kind of a

20  moneymaker you can make this into.

21                 LORI MATHEU:  Part of the problem

22  it's, you know, quality checks, you know, the

23  data.  You don't know what -- was there anybody

24  providing oversight.  Part of what we're going to

25  be doing with private wells -- Ryan Tetrault, by
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� 1  the way is involved in this heavily.  And we're

 2  going to be looking -- most of it is going to be a

 3  GIS exercise of where public water is, because we

 4  have a very good data layer of existing water

 5  service versus where these houses are.  And we're

 6  working with local health directors as well to

 7  gather information on the location of private

 8  wells.  There's quite a few neighborhoods that are

 9  quite vulnerable to flooding along the shoreline.

10                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, Margaret?

11                 MARGARET MINER:  We have -- there

12  are resiliency problems upland, too, and very

13  similar problems.  Is there a similar allocation

14  of resources and funding to provide resiliency in

15  the case of severe storms upland?

16                 LORI MATHEU:  Well, this funding

17  was specific to the four southern.  The funding

18  came through the Department of Housing through

19  HUD, and we had to focus on the four southern

20  counties, but Rebecca, you may know more.

21                 REBECCA FRENCH:  Yeah, outside of

22  this grant, though, I would encourage any

23  communities to talk to me about CIRCA's programs.

24  I am a resource that is available statewide, and

25  we do have some small grant programs that are for
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� 1  any communities in Connecticut.  And we would

 2  welcome greater participation from our upland

 3  communities.

 4                 But for example, we recently

 5  awarded a grant to the City of Hartford to hire a

 6  green infrastructure specialist to deal with just

 7  this kind of issue.  So CIRCA does try to spread

 8  the funding around and the resources around the

 9  state.  We know it is a statewide issue.  Thank

10  you.

11                 MARGARET MINER:  Thank you.

12                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other questions?

13                 (No response.)

14                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

15                 The next item on the agenda is the

16  Water Planning Council advisory group update.  I

17  know you sent some e-mail to us regarding some of

18  your vacancies.  You're going to make some

19  recommendations today?

20                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Yes.  We did go

21  out to all of our members and kind of checked in

22  with them to see if they were still interested and

23  available to participate.  There are two we have

24  not heard back from yet and I just haven't chased

25  them down myself, but I know at least both of them
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 2                 But of the 17, we heard back from

 3  15.  One has declined to continue to participate,

 4  and that's Jim Butler.  He said he was not

 5  available to make the commitment.  So we will have

 6  to look for somebody else for that.  He's the

 7  regional planning agency.  If you folks

 8  particularly, David, if your relationship with

 9  COGs and stuff have anybody in mind, you can reach

10  out to them?

11                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Actually, Butler

12  chairs the group where all the executive directors

13  get together.  So to make the most sense -- to see

14  if he would poll at the their next monthly meeting

15  to see who would be willing to take his place.

16                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  I also

17  asked Mr. Gold who's on the Steering Committee.

18  He's very engaged in this process.  He might know

19  somebody who could.

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  He might want to do

21  it.  Sam might want to do it.

22                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Sam.  All

23  right.  That would be great.  And then on the

24  other positions we have the vacancy because of the

25  municipal water slot with Gill Bligh.  And what we
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 2  of wears more the water hat anyway when he's been

 3  at these.  So he agreed to take the spot as

 4  municipal, and MDC has agreed to take the spot for

 5  wastewater.  And I think they can also provide

 6  some really good perspective on the storm water

 7  stuff, that we've kind of said we really have had

 8  a gap there.

 9                 So they have suggested Tom Tyler.

10  Not the former DEEP Tom Tyler, was my question,

11  but -- and then so with that we would ask your

12  approval for Bob Young as the municipal spot, and

13  Tom Tyler from MDC for the wastewater spot.

14                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Do I have a motion

15  to that effect?  Lori?

16                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  So moved.

17                 THE CHAIRMAN:  So moved.  Second?

18                 LORI MATHIEU:  I'll second it.

19                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and

20  seconded that Bob Young fill the role of the water

21  utility seat, and that Tom Tyler fill the

22  wastewater seat on the Water Planning Council

23  advisory group.

24                 Any questions on the motions?

25                 (No response.)
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 2  favor signify by saying aye.

 3                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

 4                 THE CHAIRMAN:  The motion is

 5  approved.  Congratulations to them and we will

 6  send out a letter to them advising them of such.

 7                 Anything else?

 8                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Yeah, I just --

 9  the other thing, we had some discussion last

10  week -- or in the last meeting prompted by CDM, a

11  discussion of kind of where they are in the

12  timeline.  And this may or may not fit into what,

13  Dave, you're going to update on later, but just

14  trying to understand how the process, as well

15  as expectations of the advisory kind of after the

16  May 1st deadline for CDM to step away from their

17  role through the presentation to the General

18  Assembly.

19                 And there have been conflicting

20  suggestions, I guess, coming to our group in terms

21  of what people thought we were supposed to be

22  doing.  So we're just looking for directions from

23  you folks in terms of what you view our role as,

24  or what you need from us and what's practical for

25  us to be able to do with the volunteers that are
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 2  network of people and I think as, you know, you

 3  said we can send information, but in terms of --

 4                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Or go out.  I mean,

 5  like for example, the gentleman from the golf

 6  group asked that -- and maybe want to go out and

 7  speak to them.  We'll go out, and whatever you

 8  think we ought to be doing.  I mean, in terms of

 9  public outreach, go out and talk about the plan

10  and let people weigh in on that.

11                 And we have a captive audience with

12  just the representatives on the Water Planning

13  Council advisory group to go out and talk to them,

14  or I'm sure we're going to have public forums.

15                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Right.  There

16  were some that were suggesting if that was kind of

17  our role to take that the next step, and I

18  didn't -- we didn't really understand that to be

19  our role in terms of developing a plan and

20  identifying all those places to be and what gets

21  done.  And so --

22                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  And I'm not sure

23  we're at that decision point yet.  As we probably

24  mentioned last fall, CDM Smith was good enough to

25  link us up with the Army Corps of Engineers and
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 2  So OPM has done a formal letter to the Army Corps

 3  asking for funding to help us with the outreach

 4  portion after the plan has been completed.

 5                 And the nice thing about the

 6  funding is it can be used as a match to the

 7  salaries of all of the staff of state agencies

 8  that have been working on the water planning

 9  effort.  So the State does not have to come up

10  with matching funds.  They can use in kind.  So

11  we're waiting to hear back from that.  That letter

12  went out, I'll say, three weeks ago.

13                 MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  Someone

14  had alluded to there may be something else, so I

15  just -- you need us to do something, keep us

16  posted, and otherwise we will stand on the totem

17  pole.

18                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.

19  Anything else?

20                 MARGARET MINER:  In the watershed

21  lands workgroup we had a presentation from Steve

22  Cerruto of Torrington Water.  They've been talking

23  to us and they presented at CEQ.  This is a

24  controversy over solving a problem of wastewater

25  at Woodridge Lake which has never quite settled
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� 1  upon an effective wastewater treatment

 2  methodology.

 3                 At the moment it's disagreements on

 4  how to proceed.  I would say, Torrington Water

 5  which is concerned mainly because the wastewater

 6  would be coming through their water watershed and

 7  a portion of their class one land.  It would be

 8  within the state right-of-way.  There's a

 9  conservation district, and we, Rivers Alliance,

10  not speaking from the advisory group, have

11  submitted testimony.

12                 DPH has an open channel to submit

13  comments on this proposal.  It raises -- I think

14  it will raise a couple of, sort of, policy issues,

15  even statewide in terms of when should you try to

16  keep water, including wastewater, local.  When

17  should you transfer it out of a basin?

18                 In addition to the details of this

19  particular problem, the workgroup has just sort of

20  started to consider it, because only a few people

21  could come when Steve Cerruto was making his

22  presentation.  So Karen is here, and my cochair,

23  and I believe we're sending it around, and perhaps

24  we'll have a response to bring to the advisory

25  group.  And I don't really know at this point what


                            59
� 1  that recommendation will be, but am I about right

 2  on the schedule, Karen?

 3                 A VOICE:  Yes.

 4                 MARGARET MINER:  We may have a

 5  recommendation on this issue.  If not, it does

 6  seem to me the kind of thing the Water Planning

 7  Council ought to be able to address, if not now,

 8  as part of the water plan.  This is a multi-town,

 9  multi-basin issue.  So this is just a heads-up

10  that it's there.

11                 And it's so seldom that I get to

12  speak on behalf of a beleaguered water company,

13  that I welcome this opportunity.  DEEP might not

14  agree that they're beleaguered, but they feel

15  beleaguered, and at least they will be just for

16  the purposes of this presentation that I just

17  made.

18                 Thank you.

19                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, and we

20  certainly anxiously await updates on that.  We

21  certainly have seen a lot of correspondence flying

22  back and forth between the various agencies.

23                 LORI MATHEU:  Right.  And so

24  what -- I can't comment much on it because the

25  Health Department has opened an investigation
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� 1  under the department's statutory authority, and

 2  Commissioner Dr. Pino.  But we appreciate all the

 3  information that has come forward so far, and we

 4  look to close out that investigation shortly.

 5                 MARGARET MINER:  Thank you.

 6                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Anything else

 7  from the Water Planning Council advisory group?

 8                 (No response.)

 9                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

10                 Mr. LeVasseur, a little update on

11  the bonds?

12                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  There actually

13  isn't much of an update to prepare.  As we know,

14  the bond commission met last September, authorized

15  the funding.  The necessary MOUs have been entered

16  into both between the State and NEIWPCC, and

17  NEIWPCC and CDM Smith.  And the funding has been

18  transferred to NEIWPCC.  So that money is out the

19  door, and that's why we're doing phase two.

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Very good.  Thank

21  you.  As long as you've got the floor, would you

22  give us a little update on the drought plan?

23                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Yes.  My staff

24  haven't even had a chance to look at the comments

25  yet, and I've spoken to some of my colleagues who
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� 1  are in sort of the same boat.  So what I suggested

 2  as a methodology forward is to, now that we're

 3  moving rather rapidly on the water plan stuff, I'm

 4  going to redirect some of my staff to work on

 5  reviewing those comments.

 6                 And then my suggestion is to put

 7  together a multiagency workgroup to reconcile

 8  everybody's viewpoints, and then come forward with

 9  the recommendations to the Water Planning Council

10  for our action.

11                 LORI MATHEU:  So one of the things

12  that I've asked my staff to do, and I think we

13  shared with you, Dave, is our summary of the

14  comments, which might be helpful.

15                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Yeah.  Thank you,

16  Lori.

17                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Betsey, you okay

18  with that?

19                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Yes.

20                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Streamflow

21  update.  Betsey?

22                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Nothing new to

23  report.

24                 THE CHAIRMAN:  WUCC update?

25                 LORI MATHIEU:  Well, lots going on
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� 1  there in the -- let's see.  March.  In March, in

 2  all three WUCC areas, the preliminary exclusive

 3  service area boundaries document -- documents are

 4  due to the Health Department.  Milone & MacBroom

 5  along with the WUCCs themselves are moving forward

 6  with the process.

 7                 I don't believe that we had any --

 8  looking to Dave -- any conflicts that have come to

 9  the presentation mode.  A lot of the conflicts

10  have been worked out behind the scenes.  Tomorrow

11  there's a meeting in Killingly in the afternoon

12  for the East.  And then there's another meeting,

13  and another meeting coming up in February.

14                 So we look forward to seeing the

15  preliminary exclusive service area boundaries

16  document.  That will be up on our webpage as well

17  as all the other responses to comments that we

18  received on the final assessment.  So the process

19  continues on the final exclusive service area

20  boundaries document -- will be sent to us in June

21  and then we start the integrated report the

22  following year.  So it's a two-year planning

23  process.

24                 Once the preliminary document is up

25  and published it's up for public comment as well
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 2                 Dave, anything to add?

 3                 That's it?  That's it.  Any

 4  questions on the WUCC process?

 5                 (No response.)

 6                 LORI MATHIEU:  In my opinion, I

 7  think it's moving along.  It's moving along on

 8  schedule.  And what I enjoy mostly about the WUCC

 9  process is that, one, it's a very public and open

10  process.  Two, we have an awful lot of information

11  about our webpage.

12                 And we are -- and I can't believe

13  I'm going to say this.  We open ourselves up to a

14  lot of criticism during that process, but we're

15  more than happy to take that criticism and discuss

16  the process in a public forum.  And that's the

17  benefit, and the great benefit of the WUCC process

18  is we'll continue to move that forward.

19                 So we thank everyone that attends

20  WUCC meetings and participates on a monthly basis.

21  So thank you.

22                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Very good.  Any

23  other old business?

24                 (No response.)

25                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Any public comment
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� 1  today?  Yes?

 2                 MARTHA SMITH:  I'm Martha Smith

 3  from the West River Watershed Coalition in New

 4  Haven.

 5                 Lori, I just wanted to endorse your

 6  comment on getting the stakeholders involved,

 7  particularly municipalities.  And I would urge you

 8  to reach out to them more than once and maybe

 9  suggest a few topics that they might be interested

10  in within the water plan.  Because if you just

11  say, it's a water plan and we would like your

12  comment, it's kind of overwhelming if you're not

13  already thinking about -- and thinking about the

14  issues that might relate to them.

15                 I just had this experience just

16  with my little coalition, is I have to keep

17  talking to them about it before I can get anyone

18  to respond, because you know, there's other things

19  on their mind.  So I just endorse the reaching out

20  to more people, and on a repetitive basis.

21                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.

22                 Any other public comment?

23                 VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Hi. Val

24  Rossetti.  You may be getting sick of hearing

25  about water bottling, but --
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 2  hearing from you.

 3                 VALERIE ROSSETTI:  And I appreciate

 4  all the expert work.

 5                 I do want to, I guess, kind of ask

 6  a question, because what I noticed at the last

 7  water planning workshop was nowhere on the list

 8  of, like, 40 things that I saw there -- was there

 9  any mention that it would address the issue of

10  water bottling.

11                 I know there's obviously interplay

12  between all these issues and water bottling, but

13  you know.  Then I did read the testimony from the

14  four commissioners about a Bill 753 on Friday,

15  which basically the theme was that the state water

16  plan is in progress and it will address this

17  issue, and there shouldn't be duplication of

18  effort and there should be -- there needs to be an

19  interagency issue, but I don't see that anywhere.

20                 You know, when I come to the state

21  water plan and look for it anywhere, so that when

22  it's presented to the Legislature, that will be a

23  specific issue.  I guess what I'm looking for, is

24  there some way we need to comment on that in

25  writing?  Because it seems like we've talked a lot
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� 1  about it in here.  So that was one question to

 2  ensure that it is an issue that citizens have

 3  brought before you.

 4                 I guess, the second thing is I

 5  really wanted to echo Lori Mathieu's concern about

 6  water as a public health.  And it plays into the

 7  water bottling, because in the process of doing

 8  this the last year -- I live in Bloomfield and I

 9  go to Stop & Shop on Cottage Grove.  It's a highly

10  integrated neighborhood.  And I see very

11  low-income families pushing around these carts

12  loaded with 24 packs of bottled water.

13                 And when I was out, you know,

14  flyer-ing a year ago virtually everybody of every

15  class, you know, economics, African-American,

16  Latino, white -- was like, no, they can't take my

17  water and I'm worried about my water.  And now

18  there's this growing fear among those populations,

19  especially in the inner-city that municipal tap

20  water is not safe to drink.  There's been a very

21  slick marketing campaign and we're worried about

22  water rates.  I get that, but that money they're

23  spending to buy the bottled water is truly

24  outrageous.

25                 So they're going to pick up a 24
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� 1  pack, you know, of whatever brand X of bottled

 2  water that's costing, like, $4 and that's like,

 3  you know, that's about the same as 750 gallons of

 4  municipal water and it's being marketed as safer

 5  and purer.  So I just worry about this making its

 6  way into the population that our municipal water

 7  is not safe to drink any longer.

 8                 And the third thing is I just did

 9  want to stress, you know, and this is speaking to

10  you're much more erudite about the issue, but I

11  think some of the legislators, for example, that

12  the magnitude of scale we're talking about here,

13  it's pretty shocking to me.

14                 So you know, and I do hear, you

15  know, forgive me.  I'm not meaning to be critical,

16  Maureen, but frequently the comment that, you

17  know, making beer, making wine, making soda takes

18  ten times more water, which is true per bottle,

19  but the magnitude of this industry is that it's

20  using, like, ten times as much water as the

21  biggest soda factory.

22                 So here comes the drought.  We now

23  have mentioned in the New Haven Register of water

24  bottling going by Regional Water.  What I look at

25  in the state water plan streamflows in the summer,
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� 1  there are big black splotches everywhere,

 2  including that area.  It may be too late by the

 3  time the Legislature or the Water Planning Council

 4  gets around to dealing with this.  And I know it's

 5  very complicated, but this is, you know, one small

 6  area where, for example, a drought trigger could

 7  be set.

 8                 I think that there's not too many

 9  people that feel that one of the least priorities,

10  other than when it's a public health emergency and

11  we need the water -- because of contamination or

12  lack, but shouldn't it be the first place that we

13  stop withdrawing water and sending it out of the

14  watershed?  And that seems really difficult to

15  kind of advance, though.  I just would plead for

16  that again.

17                 I would mention in Ontario the

18  situation has arisen just a month or so ago the

19  government actually just put a moratorium

20  throughout the province of more water bottling,

21  because these issues have arisen.

22                 Nestle went in and took basically

23  the water source for a town which was hopefully

24  going to expand, but now it couldn't because the

25  water rights were taken.  And they basically just
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 2  this.  We don't know what the long-term effects of

 3  transferring all this water out of our watershed

 4  are on the economic expansion elsewhere.

 5                 So thank you for your patience in

 6  listening to this multiple times.

 7                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

 8  Appreciate you being here.

 9                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  A little more on

10  water bottling.  I'm Donna Landerman, and I heard

11  that south-central regional was considering

12  somehow being involved in water bottling, which to

13  me was like this is exactly what I've been afraid

14  of, is if Connecticut gets identified as a place

15  to come and take lots of water.

16                 And I think I understand that the

17  reason they're doing this is that their

18  consumption is going down and their costs continue

19  to go to maintain the system.  And so they're

20  looking for something, somewhere to sell all this

21  water.

22                 At the time we're supposed to be

23  working towards conservation, so obviously these

24  things are contradictory.  How do we find a

25  long-term solution to what's happening to water


                            70
� 1  companies where there is a decrease in consumption

 2  and a maintained or increased cost?  I don't think

 3  water bottling is a long-term solution.  And it

 4  has long-term threats to, you know, our -- because

 5  it's leaving, perhaps the town, perhaps the state.

 6                 You know, and I look at these.  I

 7  look at the picture of the reservoir dried up.

 8  And then I look at the picture of this enormous

 9  water bottling plant with these huge towers.  And

10  I think, oh, that's where, you know, we need water

11  to be going there?  No.  We don't need 1.8 million

12  gallons a day to be taken out of our area so that

13  somebody else makes a lot of money off of it.

14                 Now I would imagine that

15  south-central was figuring a way that they can

16  make money off of it, but I think that we need to

17  look long term on how to solve that problem.  Now

18  am I correct that the situation is different for

19  private water companies than it is for the

20  public's.  From talking to people and learning one

21  of the stories I got was -- well, not stories but

22  information, is that in PURA you have a system

23  that -- WICA, water?

24                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Water infrastructure

25  conservation adjustment charge, WICA.
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 2  then you have WRA?

 3                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Regulatory

 4  adjustment mechanism.

 5                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  Right.  Thank

 6  you.  This helps those companies when they're not

 7  brining in enough income to cover what was decided

 8  was reasonable for them.  Right?

 9                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Correct.

10                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  And the public's

11  don't have that.  Correct?

12                 THE CHAIRMAN:  That's correct.

13                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  Now my

14  understanding is that takes away the needs for the

15  privates to have to go and find these things like

16  a water bottling, or whatever, what I would

17  consider a poor plan to sell more water.  What

18  would it take to do something similar for the

19  regionals so that we take away that, you know,

20  desperate need to sell more water?

21                 And what other ways are there that

22  water companies are going to plan longterm,

23  because this problem is not going to go away?  And

24  you know, one water bottling plant isn't going to

25  solve it.
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� 1                 And personally I think one of the

 2  things is that cost of water has got to go up.

 3  You know, I was looking at what people pay for

 4  water and it varies a lot in the state from like

 5  $3 to almost $6 a cubic -- 100 cubic feet.  Right?

 6  And the most expensive bill I saw on the website I

 7  went to in Connecticut was someone who was paying

 8  $800 a year, which is what me and my little water

 9  company, we came up with.

10                 We charge ourselves $800 a year

11  because we have lots of expenses and we're trying

12  to do asset management and be a good water

13  company.

14                 LORI MATHEU:  Are you working with

15  RCAP?

16                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  We put in a

17  proposal.  I'm not sure where it's at right now.

18                 LORI MATHIEU:  See Rachel.  She can

19  help you with that.

20                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  You know, I'm

21  just worried about the longterm, that something

22  needs to -- particularly with the regionals so

23  that, you know, people pay how much money for

24  their cable, but they don't want to pay it for

25  their water.  I mean, the reason that the water
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 2  an incredible advertising campaign.

 3                 I mean, their advertising campaign

 4  is the number one studied in colleges and

 5  universities for how effective it has been.  And

 6  they caught the water companies who don't

 7  generally have that kind of funding around, that,

 8  you know, ham handed, they couldn't compete with

 9  that.  But what can we do to tell people?

10                 And kind of like what Valerie was

11  saying, you know, how do we educate people that

12  your water is good and it's inexpensive?  And it's

13  going to get more -- even if it gets twice as

14  expensive, is nowhere near as expensive as bottled

15  water, plus it doesn't make 10 million plastic

16  bottles that our waste stream has to figure out

17  what to do with it.

18                 And it doesn't use, you know,

19  1.7 million gallons of oil to make the bottles.

20  All the things that come, you know how they say,

21  externalities.  So I mean, I haven't really heard

22  at the WUCCs or anywhere.  I mean, am I wrong?  Is

23  that not really the problem.  And if it is a

24  central issue for our water in the future, how are

25  we thinking about it and where are we addressing
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� 1  it?  Am I totally, you know, like in left field?

 2                 THE CHAIRMAN:  No, I don't think

 3  you're in left field at all.  And I think it's

 4  something we're going to have to take a look at in

 5  the water plan.  I mean, I don't think we would be

 6  doing our job as we go through the process, water

 7  allocation is of course part of the whole plan,

 8  but water bottling will have to be looked at.

 9                 I mean, the answer to your question

10  is that we -- you're right.  Maureen's company is

11  a hundred percent regulated by PURA, by us.  So

12  we're in a position -- we can monitor what to do.

13  Or if they decide they wanted to sell water, they

14  would have to come before us with a proposal.

15                 And the regional and the municipal

16  companies are not regulated by us.  If there's

17  talk -- I know that the regional water authority

18  in New Haven has a consumer counsel type of person

19  there.  And I think that I heard the MDC might be

20  looking at something like that, but it's got to be

21  some type of forum for the ratepayers of the

22  municipals and the regionals to be able talk about

23  what you just talked about here in terms of maybe

24  coming up with a WICA or a RAM, or a regulatory

25  adjustment mechanism, or something like that.
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� 1                 So no, your point is very well

 2  taken and I think it's an issue that's got to be

 3  looked, and obviously the Legislature is looking

 4  at it.  They had a hearing on it last week.  And

 5  I'm sure --

 6                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  Well, on the

 7  water bottling, yeah.

 8                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Right.

 9                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  But on the larger

10  issue of, how are water companies in the future

11  going to be dealing with the fact that consumption

12  is going down and costs are going up?

13                 LORI MATHIEU:  So one of the

14  things that you and I talked about and brought up

15  is Mary Ann Dickinson and --

16                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  Alliance for

17  Water Efficiency.

18                 LORI MATHIEU:  Alliance for Water

19  Efficiency.

20                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  And Maureen is on

21  the board.

22                 LORI MATHEU:  Right.  And Maureen

23  is on the board.  But I spoke with Mary Ann

24  yesterday --

25                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Maureen Westbrook is
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� 1  on the board?

 2                 LORI MATHEU:  She is.

 3                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Wow.

 4                 LORI MATHIEU:  Our own Maureen

 5  Westbrook.  And I understand that Mary Ann is

 6  coming to Newport in May.  But Mary Ann is very

 7  interested in working with the health department

 8  and we're very interested in working with her.  So

 9  thank you for bringing that up to my attention.

10                 So one of the things that her and I

11  spoke about is having her come to Connecticut

12  sooner rather than later, and bring her maybe to a

13  Water Planning Council meeting to discuss the very

14  point that you're talking about.

15                 Because I do believe that there is

16  a need on the regional, or the larger municipals

17  to not lose money when they are conserving water.

18  When you're doing audits and you're going to save

19  millions of gallons a year, that water utility,

20  that's great, but they can't lose that revenue.

21  So they have to be able to deal with that, and

22  it's a really, really, very good point.

23                 As far as large water uses, I think

24  it goes beyond just bottlers.  I think there's a

25  question as to large water users, who they are,
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� 1  where are they, what is the demand, and what are

 2  we going to support, just at a very high level

 3  with our water supply, which is precious.  And for

 4  me it starts with being efficient and effective

 5  without water.  If we're going to use class A

 6  water from now until, you know, for generations to

 7  come we should not waste it.  And what does that

 8  mean, and how do we do it?

 9                 So Mary Ann is one person I'm

10  excited to get involved and have regular here.

11                 DONNA LANDERMAN:  And I think

12  another quick point about water bottling is,

13  they're not making anything.  They don't have a

14  product.  All they're doing is taking our water,

15  putting it in a bottle and shipping it out.

16                 You know, so I know that the State

17  has been able to determine during a drought or

18  whatever emergency, these are the most important

19  things that have to get water -- hospital and

20  what's all -- I don't think we need to do

21  everything in the middle, but there could be some

22  obviously least important at the bottom, which

23  would be on a trigger which says, if there's a

24  drought in this are they have to cut back, you

25  know, mandatory cutback and everybody else has
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� 1  voluntary or however.  But just as you can

 2  identify the most important, I think you can

 3  identify something that is the least important.

 4                 Thank you very much.

 5                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.

 6  Appreciate it.

 7                 Any other public comment?

 8                 MARGARET MINER:  Can I make a

 9  comment on the comment?

10                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, of course you

11  may.

12                 MARGARET MINER:  Really, this has

13  to do -- there's not a legislative section.  I

14  would just say that generally last year, as the

15  water -- last session as the water plan was just

16  starting up, we only, and I think some other

17  organizations only considered very narrowly

18  focused legislation, sort of waiting to see what

19  would be in the plan and what wouldn't.

20                 And I think this session it is

21  reasonable to look at some wider issues that

22  perhaps would be good to supplement the plan,

23  because they may not be able to get that focused

24  attention.  One of them -- I'm glad Mary Ann is

25  coming -- but one, for instance, might be
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 2                 I don't think we need to wait three

 3  years or two years to start looking at those

 4  possibilities.  I do think it should be

 5  legislation that is consistent with the goals of

 6  the plan.  It doesn't contradict or impede where

 7  the plan is going, but that might be indicated in

 8  certain areas just to get something done, what --

 9  and can be done.

10                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Margaret.

11                 Any other comment, public comment?

12                 (No response.)

13                 THE CHAIRMAN:  I don't think we

14  need executive session today.  Do we?

15                 LORI MATHEU:  No.

16                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  The next

17  meeting is going to be April 4th.  There's a

18  followup to this meeting.  We're going to be

19  reaching out to the CAP agencies, to the

20  Connecticut Conference of Municipalities, and to

21  COST relative to outreach in development of the

22  statewide water plan, or developed to the drought

23  plan.

24                 We're going to have representatives

25  from our respective agencies work on comments and


                            80
� 1  come up with a recommendation to the Council.

 2  Hopefully we can do that by the April meeting as

 3  well.  And relative to the Water Planning Council

 4  advisory group, we're going to send out letters of

 5  congratulations and welcome Mr. Young and

 6  Mr. Tyler to their respective new roles in the

 7  Council -- or on the advisory group.

 8                 And with that, is there or any

 9  other business to come before us?

10                 (No response.)

11                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion to adjourn?

12                 BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So moved.

13                 DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Second.

14                 THE CHAIRMAN:  A second.  All those

15  in favor?

16                 THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

17                 THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

18                 (Whereupon, the above proceedings

19  were concluded at 3:01 p.m.)

20

21

22

23

24

25


                            81
� 1                      CERTIFICATE

 2

 3       I hereby certify that the foregoing 81 pages

 4  are a complete and accurate computer-aided

 5  transcription of my original verbatim notes taken

 6  of the Public Hearing of the WATER PLANNING

 7  COUNCIL meeting, which was held before JOHN W.

 8  BETKOSKI, III, COUNCIL CHAIRMAN, at the Public

 9  Utilities Regulatory Authority, 10 Franklin

10  Square, New Britain, Connecticut, on February 2,

11  2017.

12

13

14

15

16                 ____________________________

17                 Robert G. Dixon, CVR-M 857

18                 Notary Public, Court Reporter

19                 BCT Reporting, LLC

20                 PO Box 1774

21                 Bristol, Connecticut  06011

22

23       My Commission Expires:  6/30/2020

24

25


                            82
�




In The Matter Of:


WATER PLANNING COUNCIL MEETING


Public Hearing


February 7, 2017


BCT Reporting LLC


PO Box 1774


Bristol, CT 06010


860.302.1876


Original File 07Feb2017 Water Planning 82 pages 1330-1501 LP 82.txt


Min-U-Script®







1


 1
  


 2
  


 3
  


 4                  STATE OF CONNECTICUT
  


 5                DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND
  


 6                ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
  


 7          PUBLIC UTILITIES REGULATORY AUTHORITY
  


 8
  


 9             WATER PLANNING COUNCIL MEETING
  


10
  


11          Public Hearing held at the Public Utilities
  


12   Regulatory Authority, 10 Franklin Square, New
  


13   Britain, Connecticut, on February 7, 2017,
  


14   beginning at 1:30 p.m.
  


15
  


16   H e l d   B e f o r e:
  


17     JOHN W. BETKOSKI, III, CHAIRMAN, and PURA VICE
  


18                        CHAIRMAN
  


19
  


20
  


21
  


22
  


23
  


24
  


25







2


 1   A p p e a r a n c e s:
  


 2   WATER PLANNING COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT:
  


 3        DAVE LeVASSEUR,
  


 4        Vice Chairman
  


 5
  


 6        LORI MATHIEU
  


 7        BETSEY WINGFIELD
  


 8
  


 9   For CDM Smith:
  


10        KIRK WESTPHAL
  


11        ELAINE SISTARE
  


12
  


13
  


14
  


15
  


16
  


17
  


18
  


19
  


20
  


21
  


22
  


23
  


24
  


25







3


 1                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  We'll call
  


 2   this meeting of the Water Planning Council for
  


 3   February 7th to order.  The first order of
  


 4   business is approval of the transcript from the
  


 5   December 6, 2016, meeting.  Do I have a motion to
  


 6   approve?
  


 7                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  So moved.
  


 8                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Second.
  


 9                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and
  


10   seconded that the transcript of December 16 be
  


11   approved.  Any questions or comments?
  


12                  (No response.)
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, all those in
  


14   favor signify by saying, aye.
  


15                  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


16                  THE CHAIRMAN:  The transcript is
  


17   approved.
  


18                  The second item on the agenda is
  


19   the state water plan update, update from CDM Smith
  


20   and recap of January 12, 2017, workshop and
  


21   discussion of phase two of the water plan, the
  


22   statewide water plan.  We have with us today --
  


23   Kirk and Elaine will give us an overview.
  


24                  Good afternoon.
  


25                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Good afternoon.
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 1                  THE CHAIRMAN:  I know you sent out
  


 2   some pre-information to us?
  


 3                  ELAINE SISTARE:  Yes, we just have
  


 4   a few slides today to go over all status to date.
  


 5   Kirk is going to step through some of that,
  


 6   including information we've been working with,
  


 7   with the science and technical group and also the
  


 8   policy group.
  


 9                  Just a reminder on overall
  


10   schedule, we expect that the final plan, including
  


11   phase one, if you've already seen it, has a
  


12   January date, but also as amended for phase two
  


13   will be complete in May.  So as we've warned over
  


14   the last couple of meetings we have a very active
  


15   phase two schedule and responsibilities as a
  


16   group.
  


17                  And I think we are making very good
  


18   progress getting a lot of steps forward.  So I
  


19   appreciate that, as a big thank you to the crowd.
  


20   But we do have, you know, continued efforts and
  


21   will be leaning heavily upon the group as a whole.
  


22                  So Kirk, you want to mention -- go
  


23   through your slides?
  


24                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Sure.  I think one
  


25   of the things that Elaine sent out earlier is what
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 1   we typically send out after our workshop, which is
  


 2   called the decision summary.  It lists some of the
  


 3   decisions that we made as a group during the
  


 4   workshop.  So hopefully that will be posted and
  


 5   people can take a look at that.
  


 6                  I want to just very briefly walk
  


 7   through where we are with the committees, the
  


 8   policy committee and the science and technical
  


 9   committee in preparation for the remaining work
  


10   and specifically for the workshop, which is
  


11   surprisingly next Thursday.  Already we have
  


12   another workshop to discuss the policy items that
  


13   we've been working on.
  


14                  So briefly, we had a very good
  


15   meeting yesterday with the science and technical
  


16   committee.  Virginia, thank you for orchestrating
  


17   that and for facilitating that for us.  We
  


18   basically stepped through our workplan for this
  


19   phase of work trying to build on all the
  


20   information that we developed in phase one with
  


21   these tasks, and I think we got some fairly broad
  


22   consensus that this is a reasonable workplan and
  


23   we'll get underway with these tasks.
  


24                  The first two things are specific
  


25   items in our scope where we'll look at climate
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 1   change and conservation, and their impacts on
  


 2   water stress in each basin.  And again stress, the
  


 3   definition there is the ability of a basin to
  


 4   satisfy all of the needs, the competing needs,
  


 5   sometimes for water both consumptive and
  


 6   nonconsumptive.
  


 7                  The other thing we talked about in
  


 8   some detail yesterday is another task in our scope
  


 9   for this phase to expand on the definition of
  


10   nonconsumptive use.  And you all recall the bar
  


11   charts that we've been using to look at available
  


12   water and consumptive and nonconsumptive use,
  


13   unused diversions.  To those we are going to be
  


14   adding something we're still looking for a name
  


15   for.  We'll work on that, but it's sort of the
  


16   idealized amount of water needed for ecological
  


17   health in each river.
  


18                  And so now the definition of stress
  


19   hasn't changed, but we're expanding the need for
  


20   in stream flow in addition to the regulatory
  


21   releases that are on the books as part of the
  


22   streamflow standards and regulations.  So we're
  


23   adding to those.  I think the group felt that was
  


24   very useful and instructive to include.
  


25                  We're working with them on defining
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 1   some terminology for what that should be, but I
  


 2   think there was some pretty good consensus that it
  


 3   helps to show that as a water need in each basin.
  


 4   So the next time you see those, those bar charts
  


 5   they'll have an additional bar that represents the
  


 6   ecological needs of a basin.  And part of that
  


 7   will be the regulatory releases that are already
  


 8   there that will be shown as part of satisfying
  


 9   that need, but then they'll be broadened.  So that
  


10   was a good discussion.
  


11                  And then the third item here on the
  


12   graph are just some really discretionary tasks.
  


13   We intentionally left the scope a little bit vague
  


14   so that we could tailor the technical work to the,
  


15   sort of, the prevailing questions that were being
  


16   asked.  One of them that's come up a number of
  


17   times in the workshops and the meetings has been
  


18   the relationship between land use and water, and
  


19   particularly water stress and basin stress.
  


20                  So we'll do a correlation study on
  


21   those things and see if there's anything we can
  


22   use going forward to help serve as an indicator of
  


23   potential river basin stress.
  


24                  Another thing we'll look at is
  


25   seasonal use, you know, high summertime usage.
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 1   And across the state is there a ratio between
  


 2   summertime use and average use on an annual basis
  


 3   that also can be used as an indicator of excessive
  


 4   river basin stress?  Is there a correlation there
  


 5   or not?
  


 6                  And then a lot of the questions
  


 7   that we've been getting have been very specific to
  


 8   basins.  You know, how will I know when this brook
  


 9   will dry out?  Or how will I know what the risk is
  


10   to this reservoir, or this lake, or this
  


11   particular reach of the river?  And the
  


12   information that we've generated to date doesn't
  


13   tell us that.  It's much broader than that.
  


14                  It's a way to screen through the
  


15   basin and identify which ones might need more
  


16   assistance than others, or attention than others,
  


17   and where certain policies might be more effective
  


18   than other policies.  But we've been recommending
  


19   that we look at some case studies and drill into
  


20   some basins to understand a little bit better
  


21   where there may be some potential stress localized
  


22   and kind of vet the screening process.  Kind of
  


23   show that if the screening process does indicate
  


24   that there's a risk of stress, drill into that
  


25   basin and show that it exists.
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 1                  And so we'll be putting together a
  


 2   model of one basin.  We haven't decided which one
  


 3   yet.  We'll work with Virginia, your group to
  


 4   determine which one that will be, hopefully in the
  


 5   next week or two so that we can start.  But we'll
  


 6   put together a proof of concept model of this
  


 7   basin which will allow us to do a couple of
  


 8   things.
  


 9                  It will allow us to show that the
  


10   information that we're developing at a statewide
  


11   level does point to true risks.  We'll choose a
  


12   basin that experienced some stress in 2017.  We'll
  


13   choose one that has some good data available with
  


14   it, hydrologic data, and hopefully one with some
  


15   storage so that we can test some reservoir
  


16   dynamics as well.
  


17                  The other thing it will do is serve
  


18   as a template moving forward.  It will provide an
  


19   opportunity to show you how you can drill into
  


20   other basins as you need to.  So we can talk about
  


21   that some more maybe at the workshop next week,
  


22   but those are the things that we'll be doing
  


23   technically moving forward to support the
  


24   decisions and the policy framework of the rest of
  


25   the plan.







10


 1                  The other thing I want to briefly
  


 2   discuss in preparation for next week's workshop,
  


 3   this previous workshop last Thursday was focused
  


 4   on what we call the pathways forward, you know,
  


 5   issues that aren't going to be fully resolved by
  


 6   the time the draft plan is due, but which can move
  


 7   forward with some defined next steps.  That's what
  


 8   we worked on last week.
  


 9                  Next Thursday we'll be working on
  


10   those issues where the group felt that there was
  


11   consensus likely, and this was going back to
  


12   workshop number three.  There are about 12 or 13
  


13   issues that the group felt we could achieve
  


14   consensus on.  We as a project team have been
  


15   taking the notes from that workshop and from the
  


16   subsequent policy meeting that was held that same
  


17   day, as well as notes from the policy group over
  


18   the last 18 months.  Then compiling those into two
  


19   or three-page policy recommendations.  These are
  


20   drafts.
  


21                  What we'll be doing at the policy
  


22   meeting this week on Thursday is distributing
  


23   those drafts, one for each of the issues that you
  


24   see listed here, and basically asking individuals
  


25   to take some ownership of these, get familiar with
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 1   them, revise them with their own language.  Our
  


 2   language is just suggested language in draft, and
  


 3   admittedly incomplete in some areas.  And then
  


 4   present those to the group at the workshop so
  


 5   there will be some interactive facilitation with
  


 6   members of the Planning Council and the Steering
  


 7   Committee at the next workshop.
  


 8                  And Betsy, you and Bob and I can
  


 9   talk about the details of that maybe prior to the
  


10   meeting on Thursday so that we can be coordinated
  


11   on that.  But basically the next workshop will be
  


12   stepping through each of these issues in detail
  


13   with some draft language in front of you to see
  


14   how we can refine that.
  


15                  That will be a challenge in getting
  


16   that all to you in time after the policy meeting,
  


17   because there will be some revisions going on
  


18   during that week, but we'll see what we can do to
  


19   get the drafts to you in time to be prepared for
  


20   the workshop.
  


21                  And the last thing I want to do
  


22   today is walk back quickly through that mind map
  


23   of mine that Claire was teasing you about the
  


24   other day at the workshop, because we got some
  


25   good feedback on it.  One of our scope items, our
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 1   requirements is to help you recommend a management
  


 2   structure going forward and a decision framework.
  


 3   How are you going to make decisions at a Water
  


 4   Planning Council?
  


 5                  And so we put together this
  


 6   framework.  We got some very good feedback from
  


 7   the group.  And so I'll just quickly step through
  


 8   it again.  There will be plenty of time to
  


 9   discuss, refine, debate this, but I wanted to show
  


10   you that I think we heard the comments and
  


11   suggestions, and tried very hard to implement
  


12   those.  So here we go quickly.
  


13                  This again is a framework for
  


14   implementing the plan.  It's not a framework for
  


15   all of the issues that will cross your desks in
  


16   the next five or ten years.  You know, if there's
  


17   a local problem with the water main this is not
  


18   the process to resolve that.  If there's a water
  


19   quality issue, this is not the process to resolve
  


20   that.  This is for implementing the plan
  


21   recommendations, and some of those will be direct
  


22   recommendations for policy, and others with be the
  


23   pathways forward, the next steps.
  


24                  Most of this I think refers to the
  


25   next step, and the things that we talked about in
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 1   the last workshop, but both of those can come to
  


 2   the Water Planning Council, and then at your
  


 3   discretion you can pass that directly onto the
  


 4   Legislature with your recommendation and
  


 5   endorsement, or we can talk about it and decide
  


 6   what kind of funding might be available for these
  


 7   steps and what kind of priorities there may be for
  


 8   all the different initiatives that will be coming
  


 9   out as recommendations in the plan.
  


10                  If there's no funding, obviously
  


11   we'll have to put some things to the side.  If
  


12   it's a low priority, we may put it to the side
  


13   temporarily, then bring it back into discussion,
  


14   but I think one of the things we heard is that
  


15   anything, regardless of priority that has funding
  


16   potential should move forward if it's got that
  


17   link to some funding.
  


18                  And so those decisions I think
  


19   would rest with the Planning Council, but in close
  


20   consultation if you wish with an advisory group of
  


21   some sort, whether that's the same advisory group
  


22   that exists today, or a reconstitution or a
  


23   rechartered group, there will be some group that
  


24   can serve as your council for these decisions as
  


25   you need it.
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 1                  For those things that move forward,
  


 2   we talked about one other decision that you would
  


 3   make as a council.  Are the next steps very, very
  


 4   clear in the plan, or do they need some further
  


 5   definition?  And if it needs some further
  


 6   definition you've got workgroups and subcommittees
  


 7   that can shoulder some of that.  If they are
  


 8   clear, we can move forward.  And the hope would be
  


 9   that after the next steps are taken, these being
  


10   data collection or partnerships or facilitation,
  


11   or studies, there would be some recommendations
  


12   and tradeoffs coming out of that work.
  


13                  Now one of the things we talked
  


14   about at the workshop is, what happens next?  And
  


15   I think the next question is, is there a
  


16   stakeholder process that's necessary with those
  


17   recommendations or not?  And I think that would be
  


18   a Council decision, and depending on the
  


19   agreeability or the sensitivity of that
  


20   information, you could make the decision to take
  


21   those recommendations on your own, vote on them or
  


22   pass them along to the Legislature, act on them as
  


23   you wish, or to use this advisory group in its
  


24   capacity to go through a facilitated process, or
  


25   it's own consensus building process and come out
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 1   with either a consensus recommendation based on
  


 2   the next steps that had been done to either move
  


 3   it along or revise the recommendation, or change.
  


 4                  Or if there's not a consensus, to
  


 5   explain to you what the tradeoffs are so that you
  


 6   can make then an informed decision with that
  


 7   information.  You can vote on it if you wish, or
  


 8   pass along different opinions to the Legislature
  


 9   and just always make sure that the decisions that
  


10   you pass along are integrated with the rest of the
  


11   plan.
  


12             So again, that's a very quick walk
  


13   through of a very complicated process.  There's a
  


14   lot there, but I hope that we've included some of
  


15   the things we've heard at the workshop last week
  


16   about making some decisions about how quickly to
  


17   move things along at the Council level, and when
  


18   to get stakeholders involved as you need it.
  


19             All of the blue diamonds on that diagram
  


20   represent decision points that we think rest with
  


21   the Council, and advice can be sought as needed
  


22   from this advisory group, however that might be
  


23   constituted or chartered.  So it's just a
  


24   framework.  It's something that we'll revise and
  


25   revisit, but I think it helps understand how this







16


 1   document which will have a lot of recommendations,
  


 2   a lot of next steps, can actually be rolled out
  


 3   and moved forward in a consistent way.  So we hope
  


 4   that that's helpful.  That's all we have for
  


 5   today.
  


 6                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Kirk.
  


 7                  Questions for Kirk?
  


 8                  LORI MATHIEU:  Yes, just wondering.
  


 9   There were a lot of comments on the plan and
  


10   you've published responses.  So I know the
  


11   responses are what they are.  Some of the
  


12   responses I don't agree with, but some of the
  


13   responses are also for further discussion.
  


14                  So what is your plan to address
  


15   those for further discussion, and if there's
  


16   disagreement with how you answered or responded to
  


17   our comments?
  


18                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  In some cases we've
  


19   had discussions with individuals about their
  


20   questions.  Virginia organized a session yesterday
  


21   and notified the science and technical committee
  


22   that we would make ourselves available after the
  


23   meeting, the committee meeting yesterday to go
  


24   through any questions that were still
  


25   unresolved and we sat down with you for a while --
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 1                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  I guess you had
  


 2   the questions that were unresolved.
  


 3                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And so we had a
  


 4   good discussion on those questions and I think
  


 5   there are still some that will require some
  


 6   discussion, but we'd be happy to do that with any
  


 7   other committee.  We would be happy to spend some
  


 8   extra time with the policy committee if you wanted
  


 9   to organize some time to go through any unresolved
  


10   questions that are outstanding.
  


11                  So I guess we would ask the
  


12   committee chairs to look at that, the advisory
  


13   group and the policy group to follow
  


14   Virginia's lead.  And I ask if there are
  


15   some outstanding questions that haven't been
  


16   answered by the other iterations now of the
  


17   document, or are still just outstanding for one
  


18   reason or another, we'd be happy to sit down and
  


19   go through those with anybody on an individual
  


20   basis or on a committee basis.
  


21                  LORI MATHEU:  So then you would
  


22   change the document and revise the responses on
  


23   that document and share it with everyone?
  


24                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  My guess is that
  


25   with all the things that are going on right now in
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 1   writing up the policy statements and the next
  


 2   steps and so forth, is that we would keep a log of
  


 3   those resolutions and include that in the final
  


 4   revision of the draft.
  


 5                  LORI MATHIEU:  Because I'd like to
  


 6   see how you resolve some of other people's
  


 7   comments.
  


 8                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Uh-huh.  It will
  


 9   all be logged.  It certainly will be logged and
  


10   we'll probably add columns to that same log so
  


11   that anything that needs further discussion, we
  


12   can either check off that it was resolved,
  


13   discussed, not changed, or changed as the
  


14   following would indicate, that it would be less
  


15   than change.
  


16                  LORI MATHEU:  So it won't really
  


17   happen during one of these public meetings, then.
  


18   There will be no discussion broadly in front of
  


19   the Steering Committee.  If there's some
  


20   outstanding issues, there won't be further
  


21   discussion in front of the broader group.  Your
  


22   suggestion is to deal with it in a subcommittee.
  


23                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  That's my
  


24   suggestion, but if the Steering Committee wanted
  


25   to do that in a public meeting we'd be happy to do
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 1   that, too.  It takes time.  It takes a lot of time
  


 2   to go through these one by one.  There were a
  


 3   number of questions that required some further
  


 4   discussion either because of the lack of clarity
  


 5   or unclear relevance, or whatever the case may be.
  


 6   They do take some time, so it would be a question
  


 7   of dedicating that time.
  


 8                  LORI MATHEU:  Well, I didn't just
  


 9   think there's going to -- in my mind like the top
  


10   five and I think they're going to go unresolved
  


11   and I think there might need to be some discussion
  


12   about some of those in a broader sense.
  


13                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And that would be,
  


14   I think, your discretion.  If you wanted to bring
  


15   those forward during the public meetings we'd be
  


16   perfectly open to that.  That's fine.  I think
  


17   that's your decision.
  


18                  To answer your basic question,
  


19   though, all of the resolutions or lack of
  


20   resolution will be documented in the same format
  


21   so that there will be one centralized location
  


22   where you trace the question, the response, the
  


23   discussion and the ultimate resolution even if
  


24   there isn't full resolution.
  


25                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Lori, just a
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 1   couple of comments on your comments.  First of
  


 2   all, one or two of the things that I brought up to
  


 3   Kirk were comments that you have made, but the --
  


 4                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  So they were
  


 5   resolved.  Right?
  


 6                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Some of the --
  


 7   the comment log was on the January version of the
  


 8   draft report, and some of the issues I know that
  


 9   the science and technical folks had come up with,
  


10   particularly this whole issue of ecological flows
  


11   have been addressed since that phase one draft
  


12   report.
  


13                  And so they're not showing up in
  


14   the report itself and yet we have certainly moved
  


15   a long way down, down that path to actually
  


16   include some representation of the fish flow,
  


17   whatever you want to call it.  And I also think
  


18   that if there are things that, as you mentioned,
  


19   deserve the conversation in a larger group, I
  


20   certainly would expect that CDM Smith would be
  


21   open to that.
  


22                  And I think that's something that
  


23   if you talked with Kirk individually, you together
  


24   can decide that this really does need more input.
  


25                  LORI MATHIEU:  But where does the
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 1   Steering Committee come into that, because there's
  


 2   quite a few members of the Steering Committee that
  


 3   made comment that may want to have a broader
  


 4   conversation as well?
  


 5                  Bob Moore for instance -- well,
  


 6   he's a chair, but there were others.  But there
  


 7   were others.
  


 8                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Just as a point
  


 9   of information, what I was calling the
  


10   nonaffiliated Steering Committee members, in other
  


11   words, not you folks, or Bob or Maureen, and
  


12   Margaret -- were supposed to get their comments to
  


13   me.  I got one.  And so they were not -- their
  


14   concerns were not voiced in that process that we
  


15   went through on the draft.
  


16                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  I'll make maybe one
  


17   suggestion, is that maybe we can approach this
  


18   sort of in a tiered way that would work through
  


19   the committees first to resolve as many of them as
  


20   we can, and those that are still outstanding, the
  


21   list of the top five maybe that aren't resolved,
  


22   we bring forward in a steering committee meeting.
  


23   Maybe it's 15, maybe it's 3.  We don't know how
  


24   many, but maybe as many as we can resolve through
  


25   the committee process or individual conversations.
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 1   We try to do that, and those that are still
  


 2   unresolved we do in the Steering Committee
  


 3   meeting.
  


 4                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Maureen?
  


 5                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  And Betsey,
  


 6   this is the list I've been talking about, you
  


 7   know, prior to the last meeting, when we can get
  


 8   together and look at that.  And I think it would
  


 9   be great either before our policy, or if we have a
  


10   separate time that we could sit down with these
  


11   folks and go through that, because I do think some
  


12   of them may have been addressed, but others, it's
  


13   kind of from the first version there was still
  


14   comments that weren't responded to.
  


15                  So just to give a sense so we're
  


16   not reacting again to something in a subsequent
  


17   draft, that there may be logic that if we talked
  


18   it through we would be in a better place.
  


19                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So my suggestion
  


20   is that we discuss on Thursday in terms of how to
  


21   proceed.  I think we have a full agenda.  We also
  


22   might have a snow problem, but -- and then sort of
  


23   determine, and so that we discuss that as a
  


24   subcommittee on Thursday.
  


25                  Are you going to be there, Maureen,
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 1   if the weather is good?
  


 2                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  I intend to be.
  


 3                  LORI MATHIEU:  Or we should bring
  


 4   that up to Bob.  Right?
  


 5                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  And would the
  


 6   advisory group be open to the same type of
  


 7   conversation?
  


 8                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Sure.
  


 9                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  What I would say
  


10   to both Maureen and Lori, it would be helpful if
  


11   you have a marked up copy of the ones that you
  


12   were concerned about to help begin to focus for
  


13   the group the questions.
  


14                  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I don't have
  


15   to go through the group, I don't think.  I can go
  


16   directly to CDM Smith.  Right?
  


17                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  I thought you
  


18   were asking to go through the group.
  


19                  LORI MATHIEU:  Not necessarily.
  


20   Not necessarily for all of them.
  


21                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So I think my
  


22   ask if for the policy subcommittee if there's
  


23   specific issues that you'd like to bring through
  


24   that, if you guys can just have them marked first,
  


25   that would be helpful to help begin frame the
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 1   discussion and see how far we need to go in terms
  


 2   of finding some time to have them finish at the
  


 3   meeting.
  


 4                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  And can I just
  


 5   ask one thing?  You mentioned the things that --
  


 6   the drafts that we're going to look at, at the
  


 7   policy meeting on Thursday.  Will those be
  


 8   available at all beforehand, even if only a little
  


 9   bit?
  


10                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Just a little bit,
  


11   yeah.  We probably have 9 of the 13 drafted.  I'm
  


12   reviewing those tomorrow morning and finishing up
  


13   a few myself.  Our goal is to get them done by
  


14   tomorrow, or roughly noon tomorrow, which you'll
  


15   have a little time to at least familiarize
  


16   yourself.
  


17                  I think on Thursday the policy
  


18   meeting, the best use of our time would be not to
  


19   go over those in detail, but to agree on a
  


20   procedure to move forward with them.  You know,
  


21   find a champion for each one who can advocate for
  


22   it, take some responsibility for some initial
  


23   revisions and then presenting and discussing it at
  


24   the workshop.  But then also how do we move
  


25   forward from there, because we're not going to
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 1   resolve everything at the workshop.  What would be
  


 2   the process for moving forward and keeping
  


 3   everybody involved in the revision process for
  


 4   each one?
  


 5                  And I think that's how we can use
  


 6   the hour on Thursday to its best use, but to do
  


 7   that you'll need to see what they look like at
  


 8   least even if we don't spend time this Thursday
  


 9   editing in great deal.  So we'll try to get those
  


10   to you by noon tomorrow, or thereabouts.
  


11                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Further
  


12   questions?
  


13                  LORI MATHIEU:  I have more.  Just
  


14   in general my comments, what's coming to the top
  


15   of my head, my top one is that I don't think the
  


16   plan focuses at all on public health.  And so
  


17   that's something that I think needs to get brought
  


18   out a little bit -- actually, a lot more.
  


19                  As a representative of the Health
  


20   Department that's been sitting in on many of these
  


21   meetings, we talk a lot about ecological and
  


22   streamflow, but I think we really need to step
  


23   back and think about public health protection.
  


24   That's number one.
  


25                  And number two, we need to think
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 1   about broadening the group of stakeholders that
  


 2   we're reaching out to.  I don't think in any way
  


 3   that we are reaching out to people in the inner
  


 4   cities, and I think that's a shame.  There's a lot
  


 5   of people that care about the drinking water in
  


 6   Hartford, and Bridgeport, and Stamford and
  


 7   Danbury.
  


 8                  So -- and I know we're in a pretty
  


 9   large city, but I think that the struggle is how
  


10   do we get to people, city council members in New
  


11   Haven and Hartford who care about their drinking
  


12   water?  I just think we're missing a whole big
  


13   group of stakeholders that we're not reaching out
  


14   to.  Just my broad comments.  Those are two of my
  


15   comments.
  


16                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  One question for
  


17   you, Lori.  Is there a way that we can -- now that
  


18   there are just two workshops left, and they'll
  


19   both be, you know, focusing in on actual
  


20   recommendations for the plan, is there a way we
  


21   can use that, you know, sort of the drawing toward
  


22   a conclusion concept, to draw some representatives
  


23   from other cities, big or small into these
  


24   workshops?
  


25                  And I think at one of them, the one
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 1   we had at UConn there were a couple of state
  


 2   representatives in the audience, but I think it
  


 3   would be great if we had more municipal
  


 4   representation there.  Is there a way that you and
  


 5   the committee through the networks can reach out
  


 6   in advance of next week and say that the
  


 7   development of the plan is drawing to a close, and
  


 8   the next two workshops will focus pretty heavily
  


 9   on real recommendations?  Is there a way you can
  


10   reach out?
  


11                  THE CHAIRMAN:  We had talked about
  


12   this in the past.  I know Gail Lucchina is very
  


13   involved with the community action agencies
  


14   through the low-income energy assistance programs.
  


15   And perhaps we can reach out to the CAP agencies
  


16   which have a pulse on the needs of the inner
  


17   cities.  I think Gail, perhaps you can do that,
  


18   can get that notice to Edith Karsky, and she can
  


19   get around through her memberships, and those
  


20   are -- all the big cities have a big team.
  


21                  In my neck of the woods you have
  


22   now Waterbury.  You've got the community action
  


23   agency in New Britain.  You've got the big
  


24   community renewal team in Hartford.  So there's
  


25   lots of -- so I think that's where we ought to go
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 1   in terms of trying to get some input from that
  


 2   demographic group.
  


 3                  LORI MATHEU:  And one group that we
  


 4   haven't mentioned is CCM.  That would be another
  


 5   group that we could reach out to, Connecticut
  


 6   Council of Municipalities.  Most municipalities
  


 7   are represented there including the large cities.
  


 8                  ELAINE SISTARE:  In addition to the
  


 9   workshop, don't forget we do have the Southbury
  


10   public meeting scheduled for the 23rd, I believe.
  


11   Well, I say Southbury.  It's being held at
  


12   Southbury Town Hall, so it a public meeting.
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  The other thing,
  


14   Maureen, Betsy Gara who wears a couple hats, talk
  


15   to her about the COST group.
  


16                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  She can get in
  


17   touch with COST.
  


18                  THE CHAIRMAN:  And they can get in
  


19   touch with CCM.  There's a few fiscal things going
  


20   on in the State right now, so I'm sure they're
  


21   all -- there will be flyers at the capitol
  


22   tomorrow.
  


23                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So just one
  


24   comment, Kirk.  I think you've done a great job of
  


25   capturing our discussions last Thursday in terms
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 1   of the framework.
  


 2                  KIRK WESTPHAL:  Thank you.
  


 3                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other comments
  


 4   or questions for Kirk and Elaine?
  


 5                  (No response.)
  


 6                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.
  


 7   Continue.  Great work.  Appreciate it.  Next on
  


 8   the agenda -- do we have representatives from New
  


 9   Britain here today to give a little presentation
  


10   to us, a status update on the environmental study
  


11   regarding the change in land use, New Britain
  


12   Water Company land?
  


13                  Good afternoon, sir.
  


14                  RAY ESPONDA:  Good afternoon.  I'm
  


15   Ray Esponda, Superintendent of Water Quality for
  


16   the City of New Britain.
  


17                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Congratulations are
  


18   in order.  Correct?
  


19                  RAY ESPONDA:  I'm just acting.
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Congratulations is
  


21   not in order yet?
  


22                  RAY ESPONDA:  Well, maybe.
  


23                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, appreciate you
  


24   being here.
  


25                  RAY ESPONDA:  No problem.
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 1                  Well, the study continues.  We are
  


 2   in the middle of the process right now.  We have
  


 3   to do two more seasons, spring and summer to give
  


 4   a complete report.  We have collected some data.
  


 5   I believe that the mayor's office provided you
  


 6   with a copy of the latest status report on the
  


 7   update of the study.
  


 8                  It covers seven areas from mapping
  


 9   to safe yield analysis, and some other questions
  


10   that were added by the council on environmental
  


11   quality regarding air quality and noise impacts.
  


12   And as the study goes, we're still collecting
  


13   data, in the middle of our analysis of it and
  


14   moving forward.  Not much more than that.  You
  


15   know, I can't tell you how it's going to come out
  


16   yet.  We are still waiting for a complete report
  


17   and most of the updates have been addressed in
  


18   this report.
  


19                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.
  


20                  LORI MATHEU:  Hi, Ray.
  


21                  RAY ESPONDA:  Hi, Lori.
  


22                  LORI MATHEU:  You used to work for
  


23   us.
  


24                  Are you pretty much on schedule?
  


25                  RAY ESPONDA:  I believe so.  I
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 1   believe so.  I'm wearing a lot of different hats
  


 2   right now.  I'm doing my job and Phil's job, and
  


 3   half of the other superintendents who retired
  


 4   also.  So I'm a one-man shop right now.
  


 5                  LORI MATHEU:  They intend to
  


 6   complete their study on time?
  


 7                  RAY ESPONDA:  I believe so.  I
  


 8   haven't heard of any delays coming through.  I
  


 9   think it will be ready by the end of the summer
  


10   and we will have our report.  I believe the
  


11   deadline of the report is the end of the summer.
  


12                  LORI MATHIEU:  What month would
  


13   that be?
  


14                  RAY ESPONDA:  I believe the end of
  


15   August.  I'm not really 100 percent sure on that,
  


16   but it may be September.
  


17                  LORI MATHEU:  Okay.
  


18                  RAY ESPONDA:  But we are
  


19   proceeding.  We're gathering more information.  We
  


20   have to do more ecological studies to look at the
  


21   conditions in the summer, the spring and the
  


22   summer.  I believe one of the issues that's of
  


23   major concern is the biological effects, the
  


24   impacts.  We are trying to identify vernal pools
  


25   and other areas of concern.
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 1                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Betsey or Dave,
  


 2   questions?
  


 3                  RAY ESPONDA:  Good to see you,
  


 4   Betsey.
  


 5                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Good to see you,
  


 6   Ray.
  


 7                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Ray.  And
  


 8   we appreciate you keeping us apprized.  I know you
  


 9   provide great work to us on monthly basis as well.
  


10   So just keep us in --
  


11                  RAY ESPONDA:  We'll keep you in the
  


12   loop.
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Appreciate it.
  


14                  RAY ESPONDA:  Absolutely.
  


15                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
  


16                  RAY ESPONDA:  No problem.  Thank
  


17   you.
  


18                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Next, we're going to
  


19   have a little update from Lori regarding CIRCA.
  


20                  LORI MATHEU:  Thank you.  So I'd
  


21   like to invite up Steve Wallett who works in the
  


22   drinking Water section of DPH as well as Rachel
  


23   Nowek, and Rebecca from CIRCA.  So we have a few
  


24   PowerPoint slides and it will take about ten
  


25   minutes or so.
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 1                  What I thought would be important
  


 2   to show to the Water Planning Council is the
  


 3   planning effort that, on top of the WUCC process,
  


 4   we are also moving forward with a vulnerability
  


 5   assessment and resiliency plan born from Storm
  


 6   Sandy.  And after the two storms that came prior
  


 7   to that, Irene and Alfred, we found ourselves and
  


 8   our public water systems and our small public
  


 9   water systems having significant challenges.  And
  


10   that's a nice way of putting it.
  


11                  We had well over a hundred water
  


12   systems that were small, again small community
  


13   systems that served well under 200 people or 150
  


14   people, really small community systems having
  


15   problems with the loss of water supply, total loss
  


16   of water for days, if not weeks.  Many were on
  


17   boiled water because of loss of pressure or loss
  


18   of water.  And many struggled to renew their water
  


19   supplies after the storms.
  


20                  So you know, when the Governor
  


21   notices that there's so many systems on boiled
  


22   water, and he himself asks why, we stoop up and
  


23   took notice of all of that and started to develop
  


24   a strategy.  One of the strategies is to develop
  


25   this resiliency plan and look at the four southern
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 1   counties of our state and all of the small
  


 2   community systems that are there and what can be
  


 3   done to build resiliency to reduce their
  


 4   vulnerability?
  


 5                  So without further ado, Rachel and
  


 6   Steve and Rebecca.
  


 7                  RACHEL NOWEK:  Thank you, Lori.
  


 8   Thank you for having us today.  We're going to
  


 9   briefly explain the development of this
  


10   vulnerability.  Thank you.  Thank you for giving
  


11   us the opportunity to briefly explain the
  


12   vulnerability assessment resilience plan that's
  


13   currently underway.
  


14                  So we're going to briefly explain
  


15   why we should do a plan, the history of the plan,
  


16   how we got here as far as funding, and the players
  


17   involved who are going to help develop a plan, the
  


18   objectives of the plan as well as the tools to
  


19   complete and collect the data.
  


20                  Back in 2011 and 2012 Connecticut
  


21   was hit with a variety of severe storms.  You may
  


22   remember Irene, Alfred and Sandy.  With that those
  


23   threats still remain.  We're currently in a
  


24   drought.  There's extreme weather events that we
  


25   know we're going to get hit with again.  So DPH
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 1   knows the asset management and emergency response
  


 2   plans for, as Lori had mentioned, a lot of the
  


 3   community water systems, the smaller ones are in
  


 4   need of a lot of help.
  


 5                  We had developed and currently are
  


 6   working with RCAP Solutions.  It's a national
  


 7   contractor that helps work with small public water
  


 8   systems to develop asset management plans.  So
  


 9   within that contract they work hand in hand with
  


10   small water utilities that want that assistance
  


11   free of charge to help them develop an asset
  


12   management plan, but also help them develop an
  


13   emergency contingency plan along with that.
  


14                  With the emergency contingency
  


15   plans, we had just actually enacted in December of
  


16   '15 generator regs that also have the emergency
  


17   contingency plan as part of that, that all systems
  


18   in Connecticut are to develop an emergency
  


19   contingency plan if they do not already do so.
  


20                  Those are those systems that serve
  


21   1,000 or less customers.  So with those generator
  


22   regs, also every water utility must have the
  


23   ability to hook up to a generator, or to purchase
  


24   a generator and that's on a sliding scale based on
  


25   system size.
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 1                  Also we developed a streamlined DWS
  


 2   generator program.  The DWS Wrap is our loan
  


 3   program for infrastructure upgrades and
  


 4   replacements for water utilities to take advantage
  


 5   of.  It's a low-interest program.  Sometimes
  


 6   there's a subsidy that is available to them also.
  


 7   So in streamlining that process we've allowed for
  


 8   water utilities to get their generators in a
  


 9   quicker timeframe.
  


10                  And lastly, the DPH small systems
  


11   scorecard, this is a program that we developed to
  


12   score the smallest water utilities based on their
  


13   capacity, their technical, managerial and
  


14   financial capacity.  We also refer to that as the
  


15   CAP, the capacity assessment tool.
  


16                  So just a brief timeline on where
  


17   we are today and how far we've come.  In 2014 DPH
  


18   started working with the Connecticut Department of
  


19   Housing on developing this project and helping to
  


20   apply for the federal Sandy funds.  In 2015 we
  


21   applied for and received the award for the
  


22   community development block grant.  And in '16 we
  


23   signed a memorandum of agreement with UConn
  


24   working with and through Connecticut Institute for
  


25   Resilience and Climate Adaptation, CIRCA, who is
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 1   also a partner in the state agencies fostering
  


 2   resilience, as DPH is, to develop the drinking
  


 3   water assessment resilience plan.
  


 4                  And most recently at the end of
  


 5   2016 we approved the final scope of the work
  


 6   proposed by CIRCA along with their subcontractor
  


 7   Milone & MacBroom, and we held a kickoff meeting
  


 8   to get the project started to officially begin the
  


 9   plan.
  


10                  So of the organization, as Lori had
  


11   herself, that we have Michael Hage, which some of
  


12   you may have worked with in the past, Eric McPhee
  


13   myself and Steve Wallett on DPH who are on the
  


14   team to work with CIRCA and MMI on this project.
  


15   With CIRCA we have Rebecca French here today and
  


16   she's also working with James O'Donnell and
  


17   Christine Kirchhoff.  And with Milone & MacBroom
  


18   we have Dave Murphy who is also here today.
  


19                  And the primary objective of this
  


20   plan is to prepare before, during and after for
  


21   the storms and hazards that we may foresee in the
  


22   future to assess and identify vulnerabilities for
  


23   these community water systems.  And this project
  


24   is focusing primarily on the four southern
  


25   counties.
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 1                  And now I'll turn it over to Steve
  


 2   to give you some more details on the project.
  


 3                  STEVEN WALLETT:  Thank you very
  


 4   much.  Thank you.  Again, thank you for the
  


 5   invitation today.  The drinking water section is
  


 6   really excited to have this opportunity to develop
  


 7   this resilience plan.  We're excited to be working
  


 8   with CIRCA and with MMI, and we're looking for
  


 9   them and their expertise to help us develop these,
  


10   these plans.  They're some lofty plans.  We've got
  


11   four tasks, and each task has it's own timeline
  


12   and it's own set of deliverables.
  


13                  So looking at task one, the main
  


14   focus of task one is to assess vulnerabilities
  


15   looking back at past events, interviewing water
  


16   systems and local representative to assess
  


17   vulnerabilities.  We'll be looking at water
  


18   quality and quantity results from past events as
  


19   well as any potential interconnections between
  


20   systems, ultimately compiling all that data into a
  


21   vulnerability assessment report.
  


22                  The reports from tasks one, two and
  


23   three will be combined to create the
  


24   implementation plan for task four.  Jumping back
  


25   to task two, but we would like to review the
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 1   existing emergency response plans that are
  


 2   available, our policies that we have in place and
  


 3   look back at past events and develop more
  


 4   comprehensive emergency response plans for future
  


 5   hazards and events.
  


 6                  Task three is the private well
  


 7   assessment.  We're going to look at
  


 8   vulnerabilities of private wells, and the
  


 9   distribution of private wells throughout the four
  


10   counties.  The task four deliverable -- or rather
  


11   the task three deliverable is a comprehensive
  


12   private well assessment report and maps that
  


13   identify those locations.  And then task four is
  


14   the implementation plan looking back at the
  


15   reports from tasks one through three in developing
  


16   a comprehensive implementation plan to help
  


17   identify any problems and increase the resilience
  


18   for public water in Connecticut.
  


19                  The tasks will be completed through
  


20   a process of interviewing community water systems,
  


21   drinking water staff.  CIRCA is going to take the
  


22   lead on the interviews in achieving these tasks
  


23   and goals.  We'll review and assess any
  


24   interconnections, like I said earlier, the
  


25   emergency contingency plans if they're available;
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 1   identifying critical facilities throughout the
  


 2   four counties, and evaluating the resiliency of
  


 3   the facilities; looking back at the state laws and
  


 4   regulations and evaluating the needs for a review
  


 5   or a revision of these practices.
  


 6                  One of the key components of
  


 7   developing the plan is to use existing GIS data,
  


 8   and one of the goals of the plan is to develop
  


 9   additional GIS to help develop the resiliency
  


10   plan.
  


11                  At this point I'd like to introduce
  


12   Rebecca, and she's got some information she would
  


13   like to share.  Thank you very much.  Bear with
  


14   me.
  


15                  REBECCA FRENCH:  Thanks, Steven.
  


16                  Again, thanks so much for the
  


17   opportunity to speak today.  And I'm the Director
  


18   of Community Engagement for the Connecticut
  


19   Institute for Resilience and Climate Adaptation.
  


20   Some of you in the room -- Betsey is familiar with
  


21   us because we were founded as a partnership
  


22   between UConn and the Connecticut DEP, but as
  


23   Rachel said, we're part of the state agencies
  


24   fostering resilience in the council.  And through
  


25   that group we really created a lot of new
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 1   relationships with our fellow state agencies.  So
  


 2   we're very excited, which you know, allowed us to
  


 3   come together on this project which takes
  


 4   advantage of, you know, all the foundational work
  


 5   we're in the process of doing, have already done
  


 6   on flood risk mapping and understanding
  


 7   particularly coastal vulnerabilities related to
  


 8   climate change and sealevel rise as well as
  


 9   extreme weather.
  


10                  So I'm going to just give a little
  


11   framing of the issue here.  I know, you know, Lori
  


12   really framed it nicely with the drinking water
  


13   issues that were faced during Sandy.  So this is
  


14   another picture of the Sandy impacts.  This is
  


15   actually the town of Fairfield, Connecticut.  And
  


16   all those green and yellow and orange dots, those
  


17   tiny dots are all damage points assessed by FEMA
  


18   after Sandy.  The dark blue areas are the areas
  


19   that were flooded by FEMA.  So you can see a
  


20   very strong correlation just by the overlaying of
  


21   these two GIS data layers between flooding and
  


22   damage.
  


23                  And the other -- it's a little dark
  


24   on this screen, but there's a red -- a larger red
  


25   circle.  And that's the location of the wastewater
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 1   treatment plant in Fairfield, that when the power
  


 2   went out, you know, untreated sewage was going
  


 3   into that neighborhood.  So that was both a
  


 4   wastewater treatment DEEP issue as well as a
  


 5   public health issue.  Since then, the town has
  


 6   learned some lessons from Sandy and was since
  


 7   awarded a grant for a micro grid as well as to
  


 8   build a berm around the area to protect it from
  


 9   flooding.
  


10                  So this is an example to sort of
  


11   frame the issues that these are real challenges
  


12   that we face in Connecticut, and both the drinking
  


13   water systems themselves as well as sort of the
  


14   larger issues around water are all vulnerable from
  


15   extreme weather.
  


16                  This is an example.  Again this is
  


17   from wastewater treatment.  I couldn't find a
  


18   picture of a drinking water treatment center that
  


19   was flooded, but this is a picture from actually
  


20   Massachusetts and although this is riverine
  


21   flooding -- and so you can see that when we're
  


22   talking about resilience and adaptation, it's not
  


23   just about flooding of the facilities themselves,
  


24   but it's about access.  You can see the road
  


25   leading up to this wastewater treatment plant is
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 1   flooded, so you know, you might only be able to
  


 2   get in there by boat, if you can get in there at
  


 3   all.
  


 4                  You know, that there's power lines
  


 5   there so you can see the system, you know, is
  


 6   dependent on that.  And you know, if they have
  


 7   generators on, would those generators be safe from
  


 8   this flooding if their whole area is flooded?  So
  


 9   it's all these kinds of issues that we'll be
  


10   looking at when understanding the vulnerability of
  


11   our drinking water plants and the communities that
  


12   they serve.
  


13                  A quick overview of impacts of
  


14   climate change related to sealevel rise.  You
  


15   know, why is that part of the conversation?  Why
  


16   isn't it just about, you know, today's storms and
  


17   the storms that we'll continue to face?  This is
  


18   data, historical data.  So on the books we have
  


19   data that shows that the sea level has already
  


20   risen globally.  We also have local records that
  


21   the sea level has risen along Connecticut's shore.
  


22                  And then it shows projections of
  


23   where sea level is going in the future.  And it
  


24   shows about a .66 foot to 6.6 feet rise in sea
  


25   level by the end of century.  There's such a large
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 1   range here because sealevel rise is dependent on
  


 2   both future carbon emissions and how much that
  


 3   warms up the planet as well as the rate that ice
  


 4   melts.
  


 5                  So it's those two things.  When you
  


 6   hear the word "uncertainty," especially in the
  


 7   news these days, uncertainly in this case when
  


 8   scientists are using it, it's talking about this
  


 9   range in determining what that range is and how
  


10   fast and how much level rise we'll get, is what
  


11   we're trying to nail down more tightly as
  


12   scientists, not that we don't understand that
  


13   sealevel rise is happening.  It's definitely
  


14   happening.
  


15                  And the relationship between
  


16   sealevel rise and flooding is important one as
  


17   well.  You know, had the sea level been lower than
  


18   it was historically Sandy wouldn't have damaged as
  


19   many areas.  And that what's this slide is showing
  


20   that, you know, today's floodplain is tomorrow's
  


21   high tide as sealevel rises.  And that when you
  


22   have a storm surge on top of an increasingly
  


23   higher based sea level, larger and larger areas
  


24   are impacted.
  


25                  And it's not just about the sea.
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 1   It's also about the rain.  This is from the
  


 2   national climate assessment as well as showing
  


 3   that there's been a trend that we're going to
  


 4   increasingly get about the same amount of rain,
  


 5   but we're going to get it in short bursts.
  


 6                  And so that's going to, you know,
  


 7   overwhelm our storm water system during those
  


 8   events.  And then, you know, because it's not slow
  


 9   and gentle over long periods of time, that's also
  


10   going to have an impact on that, you know,
  


11   variability of, you know, feast or famine,
  


12   drought, or lots of water.  And so that's the kind
  


13   of trends that we're seeing for the Northeast.
  


14                  So that was the quick climate
  


15   change issue.  And this is back onto the very
  


16   specifics of the project.  And this is the first
  


17   task, subtask 1.1, the task of interviewing clean
  


18   water system managers and surveys.  So I just want
  


19   to give the Council an overview of this is where
  


20   we're going in the next month, month and a -- the
  


21   next two months.
  


22                  We'll be contacting all of the
  


23   large clean water system managers and interviewing
  


24   them and then following that on with a survey.  So
  


25   the interviews are going to form the survey
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 1   questions for the larger group of people and the
  


 2   goals of that are to understand the past storm and
  


 3   drought impacts, assess adaptive capacity and
  


 4   resilience of the systems, understand factors that
  


 5   influence adaptive capacity and resilience, and
  


 6   gather their perspectives.
  


 7                  And we're using the term "adaptive
  


 8   capacity" to really be inclusive of, not only, you
  


 9   know, physical engineering and structure, but also
  


10   how the managers, you know, do emergency response.
  


11   It's more of the systems, the social systems as
  


12   well as the physical systems.  All of those acting
  


13   together are what really determines a water
  


14   system's ability to adapt to the impacts of a
  


15   storm before, during and after, and the long-term
  


16   impacts of climate change.
  


17                  So this is, again a quick
  


18   introduction to everybody on the project.  The
  


19   main PIs are Dr. James O'Donnell.  He's the
  


20   executive director of CIRCA as well as a professor
  


21   of marine science.  Under him will be another
  


22   person, Victoria Brudz, who will be our GIS and
  


23   project coordinator, myself.  Dr. Christine
  


24   Kirchhoff is the lead for civil and environmental
  


25   engineering.  And she'll have a postdoc Julia
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 1   Flagg working with her as well as three other --
  


 2   two other professors in civil and environmental,
  


 3   Emily Line and Amy Vernicci, and of course, Dave
  


 4   Murphy.
  


 5                  So these are all the names of
  


 6   people that, you know, probably most of just the
  


 7   DPH is going to be getting e-mails from them, but
  


 8   if you know people who are getting e-mails from
  


 9   this list, that's why, and hopefully they'll be
  


10   responsive to them.  Thank you.
  


11                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
  


12   Lori, do you have anything to add?
  


13                  LORI MATHEU:  The number that
  


14   sticks in my mind in the four southern counties is
  


15   243.  I don't know why, but it just sticks in my
  


16   mind.  243 small community water systems.  Most of
  


17   those serve under a hundred people.  Most of those
  


18   are extremely vulnerable.  Those 243 systems are
  


19   going to be the focus.  We'll include the bigger
  


20   system along the shoreline, but to be clear, the
  


21   bigger systems didn't have any problems with water
  


22   quality during these storms.
  


23                  Many of the systems along the
  


24   shoreline for Sandy were already turning on their
  


25   generators well before the storm hit.  So they
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 1   know what they're doing.  They're very
  


 2   professional.  We're going to be interviewing them
  


 3   because they have a lot of capacity to be in a
  


 4   position to help along the shoreline.  But it's --
  


 5   this project will focus on those small systems and
  


 6   we know that the small systems are a problem in
  


 7   our state, and they're very vulnerable and you're
  


 8   putting a number of vulnerable populations at
  


 9   risk.
  


10                  During storm Sandy we had a number
  


11   of people that owned mobile home parks, and I tell
  


12   the story often.  You know, we were in the armory
  


13   and there were a number of us taking phonecalls.
  


14   And one of the phonecalls we got was from an
  


15   operator of a water system where there were
  


16   elderly people, and they were all 85 and older.
  


17   The operator was nowhere to be found.  The owner
  


18   was nowhere to be found, and these people were out
  


19   of water for days, if not a week or so.
  


20                  So that's the problem that we have,
  


21   is that we need to professionalize.  We need to
  


22   interconnect.  We need to make sure our vulnerable
  


23   populations are not at risk, and it comes down to,
  


24   and I said it before, public health.  So that's
  


25   what this is about.  So I thank you for you
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 1   presentation.  Well done.
  


 2                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any questions?
  


 3                  STEVEN WALLETT:  Just to finish up
  


 4   here, we do have a webpage that we've developed
  


 5   for the resiliency project and we'll be updating
  


 6   that throughout the project.  And our website
  


 7   there, if anybody is interested in following the
  


 8   progress.  In addition to that, we have a timeline
  


 9   for contractual requirements that we're trying to
  


10   integrate the project schedule for the resiliency
  


11   plan to correlate with the WUCCs, from the WUCC
  


12   report in addition to hitting our required
  


13   deadlines.
  


14                  Thank you.
  


15                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Great.  Thank you
  


16   very much.  Appreciate you taking the time to be
  


17   here.
  


18                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  Jack?
  


19                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, Virginia.
  


20                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I have a couple
  


21   questions.
  


22                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Oh, sure.
  


23                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  I saw on one of
  


24   your slides that you were talking about
  


25   interconnections and I'm wondering how your
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 1   discussions are interfacing with the
  


 2   interconnection discussions going on in the policy
  


 3   committee?
  


 4                  LORI MATHEU:  You're looking at it.
  


 5   Right?  My name is there.  My name is there.  I go
  


 6   to all these meetings, but yes.  They're also part
  


 7   of the WUCC process.  So integration between all
  


 8   of these planning efforts is really, very
  


 9   important.  That's why we wanted to bring forward
  


10   what we were doing, because we wanted to share I
  


11   think just asking you to come back and share with
  


12   us when you're down the road, I think would be
  


13   really, very important.
  


14                  But Virginia, good question,
  


15   because an integration between all these plans is
  


16   really, very important.
  


17                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  The other
  


18   question I had is I noticed on your task three,
  


19   that you were looking at private well assessment
  


20   and recommendations.  And I just want to
  


21   mention -- I don't know if it's that I have
  


22   recently exchanged e-mails with Bob Hinman who has
  


23   created a database from well completion reports,
  


24   and putting all those in a database probably
  


25   through about ten years ago.  So the more recent
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 1   ones are there.
  


 2                  But what he wants to do with it, or
  


 3   how he wants to sell it, or what that is -- I
  


 4   mean, I think he did this with the expectation
  


 5   that he'd get some money out of it.  But of all of
  


 6   those, what was it?  Twelve file cabinets of well
  


 7   completion reports are in a database.
  


 8                  STEVEN WALLETT:  Well, it's good to
  


 9   know.
  


10                  LORI MATHEU:  Yeah, I think I'm
  


11   aware of it.  I think he would like to get paid
  


12   for that.
  


13                  VIRGINIA DE LIMA:  The last
  


14   communication that I had from him, which I didn't
  


15   fully understand was that he would be willing to
  


16   sell -- what's that word that starts with a P?
  


17   Proprietary rights so that whoever he sold it to
  


18   would then have the ability to sell it to others.
  


19   So you know, I don't know what kind of a
  


20   moneymaker you can make this into.
  


21                  LORI MATHEU:  Part of the problem
  


22   it's, you know, quality checks, you know, the
  


23   data.  You don't know what -- was there anybody
  


24   providing oversight.  Part of what we're going to
  


25   be doing with private wells -- Ryan Tetrault, by
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 1   the way is involved in this heavily.  And we're
  


 2   going to be looking -- most of it is going to be a
  


 3   GIS exercise of where public water is, because we
  


 4   have a very good data layer of existing water
  


 5   service versus where these houses are.  And we're
  


 6   working with local health directors as well to
  


 7   gather information on the location of private
  


 8   wells.  There's quite a few neighborhoods that are
  


 9   quite vulnerable to flooding along the shoreline.
  


10                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, Margaret?
  


11                  MARGARET MINER:  We have -- there
  


12   are resiliency problems upland, too, and very
  


13   similar problems.  Is there a similar allocation
  


14   of resources and funding to provide resiliency in
  


15   the case of severe storms upland?
  


16                  LORI MATHEU:  Well, this funding
  


17   was specific to the four southern.  The funding
  


18   came through the Department of Housing through
  


19   HUD, and we had to focus on the four southern
  


20   counties, but Rebecca, you may know more.
  


21                  REBECCA FRENCH:  Yeah, outside of
  


22   this grant, though, I would encourage any
  


23   communities to talk to me about CIRCA's programs.
  


24   I am a resource that is available statewide, and
  


25   we do have some small grant programs that are for
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 1   any communities in Connecticut.  And we would
  


 2   welcome greater participation from our upland
  


 3   communities.
  


 4                  But for example, we recently
  


 5   awarded a grant to the City of Hartford to hire a
  


 6   green infrastructure specialist to deal with just
  


 7   this kind of issue.  So CIRCA does try to spread
  


 8   the funding around and the resources around the
  


 9   state.  We know it is a statewide issue.  Thank
  


10   you.
  


11                  MARGARET MINER:  Thank you.
  


12                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other questions?
  


13                  (No response.)
  


14                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
  


15                  The next item on the agenda is the
  


16   Water Planning Council advisory group update.  I
  


17   know you sent some e-mail to us regarding some of
  


18   your vacancies.  You're going to make some
  


19   recommendations today?
  


20                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Yes.  We did go
  


21   out to all of our members and kind of checked in
  


22   with them to see if they were still interested and
  


23   available to participate.  There are two we have
  


24   not heard back from yet and I just haven't chased
  


25   them down myself, but I know at least both of them
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 1   are busy at the capitol right now.
  


 2                  But of the 17, we heard back from
  


 3   15.  One has declined to continue to participate,
  


 4   and that's Jim Butler.  He said he was not
  


 5   available to make the commitment.  So we will have
  


 6   to look for somebody else for that.  He's the
  


 7   regional planning agency.  If you folks
  


 8   particularly, David, if your relationship with
  


 9   COGs and stuff have anybody in mind, you can reach
  


10   out to them?
  


11                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Actually, Butler
  


12   chairs the group where all the executive directors
  


13   get together.  So to make the most sense -- to see
  


14   if he would poll at the their next monthly meeting
  


15   to see who would be willing to take his place.
  


16                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  I also
  


17   asked Mr. Gold who's on the Steering Committee.
  


18   He's very engaged in this process.  He might know
  


19   somebody who could.
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  He might want to do
  


21   it.  Sam might want to do it.
  


22                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Sam.  All
  


23   right.  That would be great.  And then on the
  


24   other positions we have the vacancy because of the
  


25   municipal water slot with Gill Bligh.  And what we
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 1   had decided to do there was, Bob Young really kind
  


 2   of wears more the water hat anyway when he's been
  


 3   at these.  So he agreed to take the spot as
  


 4   municipal, and MDC has agreed to take the spot for
  


 5   wastewater.  And I think they can also provide
  


 6   some really good perspective on the storm water
  


 7   stuff, that we've kind of said we really have had
  


 8   a gap there.
  


 9                  So they have suggested Tom Tyler.
  


10   Not the former DEEP Tom Tyler, was my question,
  


11   but -- and then so with that we would ask your
  


12   approval for Bob Young as the municipal spot, and
  


13   Tom Tyler from MDC for the wastewater spot.
  


14                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Do I have a motion
  


15   to that effect?  Lori?
  


16                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  So moved.
  


17                  THE CHAIRMAN:  So moved.  Second?
  


18                  LORI MATHIEU:  I'll second it.
  


19                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and
  


20   seconded that Bob Young fill the role of the water
  


21   utility seat, and that Tom Tyler fill the
  


22   wastewater seat on the Water Planning Council
  


23   advisory group.
  


24                  Any questions on the motions?
  


25                  (No response.)
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 1                  THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, all those in
  


 2   favor signify by saying aye.
  


 3                  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


 4                  THE CHAIRMAN:  The motion is
  


 5   approved.  Congratulations to them and we will
  


 6   send out a letter to them advising them of such.
  


 7                  Anything else?
  


 8                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Yeah, I just --
  


 9   the other thing, we had some discussion last
  


10   week -- or in the last meeting prompted by CDM, a
  


11   discussion of kind of where they are in the
  


12   timeline.  And this may or may not fit into what,
  


13   Dave, you're going to update on later, but just
  


14   trying to understand how the process, as well
  


15   as expectations of the advisory kind of after the
  


16   May 1st deadline for CDM to step away from their
  


17   role through the presentation to the General
  


18   Assembly.
  


19                  And there have been conflicting
  


20   suggestions, I guess, coming to our group in terms
  


21   of what people thought we were supposed to be
  


22   doing.  So we're just looking for directions from
  


23   you folks in terms of what you view our role as,
  


24   or what you need from us and what's practical for
  


25   us to be able to do with the volunteers that are
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 1   there.  You know, I've always said we have a great
  


 2   network of people and I think as, you know, you
  


 3   said we can send information, but in terms of --
  


 4                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Or go out.  I mean,
  


 5   like for example, the gentleman from the golf
  


 6   group asked that -- and maybe want to go out and
  


 7   speak to them.  We'll go out, and whatever you
  


 8   think we ought to be doing.  I mean, in terms of
  


 9   public outreach, go out and talk about the plan
  


10   and let people weigh in on that.
  


11                  And we have a captive audience with
  


12   just the representatives on the Water Planning
  


13   Council advisory group to go out and talk to them,
  


14   or I'm sure we're going to have public forums.
  


15                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Right.  There
  


16   were some that were suggesting if that was kind of
  


17   our role to take that the next step, and I
  


18   didn't -- we didn't really understand that to be
  


19   our role in terms of developing a plan and
  


20   identifying all those places to be and what gets
  


21   done.  And so --
  


22                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  And I'm not sure
  


23   we're at that decision point yet.  As we probably
  


24   mentioned last fall, CDM Smith was good enough to
  


25   link us up with the Army Corps of Engineers and







58


 1   they are looking to partner with us on the plan.
  


 2   So OPM has done a formal letter to the Army Corps
  


 3   asking for funding to help us with the outreach
  


 4   portion after the plan has been completed.
  


 5                  And the nice thing about the
  


 6   funding is it can be used as a match to the
  


 7   salaries of all of the staff of state agencies
  


 8   that have been working on the water planning
  


 9   effort.  So the State does not have to come up
  


10   with matching funds.  They can use in kind.  So
  


11   we're waiting to hear back from that.  That letter
  


12   went out, I'll say, three weeks ago.
  


13                  MAUREEN WESTBROOK:  Okay.  Someone
  


14   had alluded to there may be something else, so I
  


15   just -- you need us to do something, keep us
  


16   posted, and otherwise we will stand on the totem
  


17   pole.
  


18                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.
  


19   Anything else?
  


20                  MARGARET MINER:  In the watershed
  


21   lands workgroup we had a presentation from Steve
  


22   Cerruto of Torrington Water.  They've been talking
  


23   to us and they presented at CEQ.  This is a
  


24   controversy over solving a problem of wastewater
  


25   at Woodridge Lake which has never quite settled
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 1   upon an effective wastewater treatment
  


 2   methodology.
  


 3                  At the moment it's disagreements on
  


 4   how to proceed.  I would say, Torrington Water
  


 5   which is concerned mainly because the wastewater
  


 6   would be coming through their water watershed and
  


 7   a portion of their class one land.  It would be
  


 8   within the state right-of-way.  There's a
  


 9   conservation district, and we, Rivers Alliance,
  


10   not speaking from the advisory group, have
  


11   submitted testimony.
  


12                  DPH has an open channel to submit
  


13   comments on this proposal.  It raises -- I think
  


14   it will raise a couple of, sort of, policy issues,
  


15   even statewide in terms of when should you try to
  


16   keep water, including wastewater, local.  When
  


17   should you transfer it out of a basin?
  


18                  In addition to the details of this
  


19   particular problem, the workgroup has just sort of
  


20   started to consider it, because only a few people
  


21   could come when Steve Cerruto was making his
  


22   presentation.  So Karen is here, and my cochair,
  


23   and I believe we're sending it around, and perhaps
  


24   we'll have a response to bring to the advisory
  


25   group.  And I don't really know at this point what
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 1   that recommendation will be, but am I about right
  


 2   on the schedule, Karen?
  


 3                  A VOICE:  Yes.
  


 4                  MARGARET MINER:  We may have a
  


 5   recommendation on this issue.  If not, it does
  


 6   seem to me the kind of thing the Water Planning
  


 7   Council ought to be able to address, if not now,
  


 8   as part of the water plan.  This is a multi-town,
  


 9   multi-basin issue.  So this is just a heads-up
  


10   that it's there.
  


11                  And it's so seldom that I get to
  


12   speak on behalf of a beleaguered water company,
  


13   that I welcome this opportunity.  DEEP might not
  


14   agree that they're beleaguered, but they feel
  


15   beleaguered, and at least they will be just for
  


16   the purposes of this presentation that I just
  


17   made.
  


18                  Thank you.
  


19                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, and we
  


20   certainly anxiously await updates on that.  We
  


21   certainly have seen a lot of correspondence flying
  


22   back and forth between the various agencies.
  


23                  LORI MATHEU:  Right.  And so
  


24   what -- I can't comment much on it because the
  


25   Health Department has opened an investigation
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 1   under the department's statutory authority, and
  


 2   Commissioner Dr. Pino.  But we appreciate all the
  


 3   information that has come forward so far, and we
  


 4   look to close out that investigation shortly.
  


 5                  MARGARET MINER:  Thank you.
  


 6                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Anything else
  


 7   from the Water Planning Council advisory group?
  


 8                  (No response.)
  


 9                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
  


10                  Mr. LeVasseur, a little update on
  


11   the bonds?
  


12                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  There actually
  


13   isn't much of an update to prepare.  As we know,
  


14   the bond commission met last September, authorized
  


15   the funding.  The necessary MOUs have been entered
  


16   into both between the State and NEIWPCC, and
  


17   NEIWPCC and CDM Smith.  And the funding has been
  


18   transferred to NEIWPCC.  So that money is out the
  


19   door, and that's why we're doing phase two.
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Very good.  Thank
  


21   you.  As long as you've got the floor, would you
  


22   give us a little update on the drought plan?
  


23                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Yes.  My staff
  


24   haven't even had a chance to look at the comments
  


25   yet, and I've spoken to some of my colleagues who
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 1   are in sort of the same boat.  So what I suggested
  


 2   as a methodology forward is to, now that we're
  


 3   moving rather rapidly on the water plan stuff, I'm
  


 4   going to redirect some of my staff to work on
  


 5   reviewing those comments.
  


 6                  And then my suggestion is to put
  


 7   together a multiagency workgroup to reconcile
  


 8   everybody's viewpoints, and then come forward with
  


 9   the recommendations to the Water Planning Council
  


10   for our action.
  


11                  LORI MATHEU:  So one of the things
  


12   that I've asked my staff to do, and I think we
  


13   shared with you, Dave, is our summary of the
  


14   comments, which might be helpful.
  


15                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Yeah.  Thank you,
  


16   Lori.
  


17                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Betsey, you okay
  


18   with that?
  


19                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Yes.
  


20                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Streamflow
  


21   update.  Betsey?
  


22                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  Nothing new to
  


23   report.
  


24                  THE CHAIRMAN:  WUCC update?
  


25                  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, lots going on
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 1   there in the -- let's see.  March.  In March, in
  


 2   all three WUCC areas, the preliminary exclusive
  


 3   service area boundaries document -- documents are
  


 4   due to the Health Department.  Milone & MacBroom
  


 5   along with the WUCCs themselves are moving forward
  


 6   with the process.
  


 7                  I don't believe that we had any --
  


 8   looking to Dave -- any conflicts that have come to
  


 9   the presentation mode.  A lot of the conflicts
  


10   have been worked out behind the scenes.  Tomorrow
  


11   there's a meeting in Killingly in the afternoon
  


12   for the East.  And then there's another meeting,
  


13   and another meeting coming up in February.
  


14                  So we look forward to seeing the
  


15   preliminary exclusive service area boundaries
  


16   document.  That will be up on our webpage as well
  


17   as all the other responses to comments that we
  


18   received on the final assessment.  So the process
  


19   continues on the final exclusive service area
  


20   boundaries document -- will be sent to us in June
  


21   and then we start the integrated report the
  


22   following year.  So it's a two-year planning
  


23   process.
  


24                  Once the preliminary document is up
  


25   and published it's up for public comment as well
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 1   as comment by the state agencies.
  


 2                  Dave, anything to add?
  


 3                  That's it?  That's it.  Any
  


 4   questions on the WUCC process?
  


 5                  (No response.)
  


 6                  LORI MATHIEU:  In my opinion, I
  


 7   think it's moving along.  It's moving along on
  


 8   schedule.  And what I enjoy mostly about the WUCC
  


 9   process is that, one, it's a very public and open
  


10   process.  Two, we have an awful lot of information
  


11   about our webpage.
  


12                  And we are -- and I can't believe
  


13   I'm going to say this.  We open ourselves up to a
  


14   lot of criticism during that process, but we're
  


15   more than happy to take that criticism and discuss
  


16   the process in a public forum.  And that's the
  


17   benefit, and the great benefit of the WUCC process
  


18   is we'll continue to move that forward.
  


19                  So we thank everyone that attends
  


20   WUCC meetings and participates on a monthly basis.
  


21   So thank you.
  


22                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Very good.  Any
  


23   other old business?
  


24                  (No response.)
  


25                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any public comment
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 1   today?  Yes?
  


 2                  MARTHA SMITH:  I'm Martha Smith
  


 3   from the West River Watershed Coalition in New
  


 4   Haven.
  


 5                  Lori, I just wanted to endorse your
  


 6   comment on getting the stakeholders involved,
  


 7   particularly municipalities.  And I would urge you
  


 8   to reach out to them more than once and maybe
  


 9   suggest a few topics that they might be interested
  


10   in within the water plan.  Because if you just
  


11   say, it's a water plan and we would like your
  


12   comment, it's kind of overwhelming if you're not
  


13   already thinking about -- and thinking about the
  


14   issues that might relate to them.
  


15                  I just had this experience just
  


16   with my little coalition, is I have to keep
  


17   talking to them about it before I can get anyone
  


18   to respond, because you know, there's other things
  


19   on their mind.  So I just endorse the reaching out
  


20   to more people, and on a repetitive basis.
  


21                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.
  


22                  Any other public comment?
  


23                  VALERIE ROSSETTI:  Hi. Val
  


24   Rossetti.  You may be getting sick of hearing
  


25   about water bottling, but --
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 1                  THE CHAIRMAN:  We never get sick of
  


 2   hearing from you.
  


 3                  VALERIE ROSSETTI:  And I appreciate
  


 4   all the expert work.
  


 5                  I do want to, I guess, kind of ask
  


 6   a question, because what I noticed at the last
  


 7   water planning workshop was nowhere on the list
  


 8   of, like, 40 things that I saw there -- was there
  


 9   any mention that it would address the issue of
  


10   water bottling.
  


11                  I know there's obviously interplay
  


12   between all these issues and water bottling, but
  


13   you know.  Then I did read the testimony from the
  


14   four commissioners about a Bill 753 on Friday,
  


15   which basically the theme was that the state water
  


16   plan is in progress and it will address this
  


17   issue, and there shouldn't be duplication of
  


18   effort and there should be -- there needs to be an
  


19   interagency issue, but I don't see that anywhere.
  


20                  You know, when I come to the state
  


21   water plan and look for it anywhere, so that when
  


22   it's presented to the Legislature, that will be a
  


23   specific issue.  I guess what I'm looking for, is
  


24   there some way we need to comment on that in
  


25   writing?  Because it seems like we've talked a lot
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 1   about it in here.  So that was one question to
  


 2   ensure that it is an issue that citizens have
  


 3   brought before you.
  


 4                  I guess, the second thing is I
  


 5   really wanted to echo Lori Mathieu's concern about
  


 6   water as a public health.  And it plays into the
  


 7   water bottling, because in the process of doing
  


 8   this the last year -- I live in Bloomfield and I
  


 9   go to Stop & Shop on Cottage Grove.  It's a highly
  


10   integrated neighborhood.  And I see very
  


11   low-income families pushing around these carts
  


12   loaded with 24 packs of bottled water.
  


13                  And when I was out, you know,
  


14   flyer-ing a year ago virtually everybody of every
  


15   class, you know, economics, African-American,
  


16   Latino, white -- was like, no, they can't take my
  


17   water and I'm worried about my water.  And now
  


18   there's this growing fear among those populations,
  


19   especially in the inner-city that municipal tap
  


20   water is not safe to drink.  There's been a very
  


21   slick marketing campaign and we're worried about
  


22   water rates.  I get that, but that money they're
  


23   spending to buy the bottled water is truly
  


24   outrageous.
  


25                  So they're going to pick up a 24
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 1   pack, you know, of whatever brand X of bottled
  


 2   water that's costing, like, $4 and that's like,
  


 3   you know, that's about the same as 750 gallons of
  


 4   municipal water and it's being marketed as safer
  


 5   and purer.  So I just worry about this making its
  


 6   way into the population that our municipal water
  


 7   is not safe to drink any longer.
  


 8                  And the third thing is I just did
  


 9   want to stress, you know, and this is speaking to
  


10   you're much more erudite about the issue, but I
  


11   think some of the legislators, for example, that
  


12   the magnitude of scale we're talking about here,
  


13   it's pretty shocking to me.
  


14                  So you know, and I do hear, you
  


15   know, forgive me.  I'm not meaning to be critical,
  


16   Maureen, but frequently the comment that, you
  


17   know, making beer, making wine, making soda takes
  


18   ten times more water, which is true per bottle,
  


19   but the magnitude of this industry is that it's
  


20   using, like, ten times as much water as the
  


21   biggest soda factory.
  


22                  So here comes the drought.  We now
  


23   have mentioned in the New Haven Register of water
  


24   bottling going by Regional Water.  What I look at
  


25   in the state water plan streamflows in the summer,
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 1   there are big black splotches everywhere,
  


 2   including that area.  It may be too late by the
  


 3   time the Legislature or the Water Planning Council
  


 4   gets around to dealing with this.  And I know it's
  


 5   very complicated, but this is, you know, one small
  


 6   area where, for example, a drought trigger could
  


 7   be set.
  


 8                  I think that there's not too many
  


 9   people that feel that one of the least priorities,
  


10   other than when it's a public health emergency and
  


11   we need the water -- because of contamination or
  


12   lack, but shouldn't it be the first place that we
  


13   stop withdrawing water and sending it out of the
  


14   watershed?  And that seems really difficult to
  


15   kind of advance, though.  I just would plead for
  


16   that again.
  


17                  I would mention in Ontario the
  


18   situation has arisen just a month or so ago the
  


19   government actually just put a moratorium
  


20   throughout the province of more water bottling,
  


21   because these issues have arisen.
  


22                  Nestle went in and took basically
  


23   the water source for a town which was hopefully
  


24   going to expand, but now it couldn't because the
  


25   water rights were taken.  And they basically just
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 1   blew the whistle and said, we need to look at
  


 2   this.  We don't know what the long-term effects of
  


 3   transferring all this water out of our watershed
  


 4   are on the economic expansion elsewhere.
  


 5                  So thank you for your patience in
  


 6   listening to this multiple times.
  


 7                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
  


 8   Appreciate you being here.
  


 9                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  A little more on
  


10   water bottling.  I'm Donna Landerman, and I heard
  


11   that south-central regional was considering
  


12   somehow being involved in water bottling, which to
  


13   me was like this is exactly what I've been afraid
  


14   of, is if Connecticut gets identified as a place
  


15   to come and take lots of water.
  


16                  And I think I understand that the
  


17   reason they're doing this is that their
  


18   consumption is going down and their costs continue
  


19   to go to maintain the system.  And so they're
  


20   looking for something, somewhere to sell all this
  


21   water.
  


22                  At the time we're supposed to be
  


23   working towards conservation, so obviously these
  


24   things are contradictory.  How do we find a
  


25   long-term solution to what's happening to water
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 1   companies where there is a decrease in consumption
  


 2   and a maintained or increased cost?  I don't think
  


 3   water bottling is a long-term solution.  And it
  


 4   has long-term threats to, you know, our -- because
  


 5   it's leaving, perhaps the town, perhaps the state.
  


 6                  You know, and I look at these.  I
  


 7   look at the picture of the reservoir dried up.
  


 8   And then I look at the picture of this enormous
  


 9   water bottling plant with these huge towers.  And
  


10   I think, oh, that's where, you know, we need water
  


11   to be going there?  No.  We don't need 1.8 million
  


12   gallons a day to be taken out of our area so that
  


13   somebody else makes a lot of money off of it.
  


14                  Now I would imagine that
  


15   south-central was figuring a way that they can
  


16   make money off of it, but I think that we need to
  


17   look long term on how to solve that problem.  Now
  


18   am I correct that the situation is different for
  


19   private water companies than it is for the
  


20   public's.  From talking to people and learning one
  


21   of the stories I got was -- well, not stories but
  


22   information, is that in PURA you have a system
  


23   that -- WICA, water?
  


24                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Water infrastructure
  


25   conservation adjustment charge, WICA.
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 1                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  Thank you.  And
  


 2   then you have WRA?
  


 3                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Regulatory
  


 4   adjustment mechanism.
  


 5                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  Right.  Thank
  


 6   you.  This helps those companies when they're not
  


 7   brining in enough income to cover what was decided
  


 8   was reasonable for them.  Right?
  


 9                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Correct.
  


10                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  And the public's
  


11   don't have that.  Correct?
  


12                  THE CHAIRMAN:  That's correct.
  


13                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  Now my
  


14   understanding is that takes away the needs for the
  


15   privates to have to go and find these things like
  


16   a water bottling, or whatever, what I would
  


17   consider a poor plan to sell more water.  What
  


18   would it take to do something similar for the
  


19   regionals so that we take away that, you know,
  


20   desperate need to sell more water?
  


21                  And what other ways are there that
  


22   water companies are going to plan longterm,
  


23   because this problem is not going to go away?  And
  


24   you know, one water bottling plant isn't going to
  


25   solve it.
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 1                  And personally I think one of the
  


 2   things is that cost of water has got to go up.
  


 3   You know, I was looking at what people pay for
  


 4   water and it varies a lot in the state from like
  


 5   $3 to almost $6 a cubic -- 100 cubic feet.  Right?
  


 6   And the most expensive bill I saw on the website I
  


 7   went to in Connecticut was someone who was paying
  


 8   $800 a year, which is what me and my little water
  


 9   company, we came up with.
  


10                  We charge ourselves $800 a year
  


11   because we have lots of expenses and we're trying
  


12   to do asset management and be a good water
  


13   company.
  


14                  LORI MATHEU:  Are you working with
  


15   RCAP?
  


16                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  We put in a
  


17   proposal.  I'm not sure where it's at right now.
  


18                  LORI MATHIEU:  See Rachel.  She can
  


19   help you with that.
  


20                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  You know, I'm
  


21   just worried about the longterm, that something
  


22   needs to -- particularly with the regionals so
  


23   that, you know, people pay how much money for
  


24   their cable, but they don't want to pay it for
  


25   their water.  I mean, the reason that the water
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 1   bottlers have been so successful is they've done
  


 2   an incredible advertising campaign.
  


 3                  I mean, their advertising campaign
  


 4   is the number one studied in colleges and
  


 5   universities for how effective it has been.  And
  


 6   they caught the water companies who don't
  


 7   generally have that kind of funding around, that,
  


 8   you know, ham handed, they couldn't compete with
  


 9   that.  But what can we do to tell people?
  


10                  And kind of like what Valerie was
  


11   saying, you know, how do we educate people that
  


12   your water is good and it's inexpensive?  And it's
  


13   going to get more -- even if it gets twice as
  


14   expensive, is nowhere near as expensive as bottled
  


15   water, plus it doesn't make 10 million plastic
  


16   bottles that our waste stream has to figure out
  


17   what to do with it.
  


18                  And it doesn't use, you know,
  


19   1.7 million gallons of oil to make the bottles.
  


20   All the things that come, you know how they say,
  


21   externalities.  So I mean, I haven't really heard
  


22   at the WUCCs or anywhere.  I mean, am I wrong?  Is
  


23   that not really the problem.  And if it is a
  


24   central issue for our water in the future, how are
  


25   we thinking about it and where are we addressing
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 1   it?  Am I totally, you know, like in left field?
  


 2                  THE CHAIRMAN:  No, I don't think
  


 3   you're in left field at all.  And I think it's
  


 4   something we're going to have to take a look at in
  


 5   the water plan.  I mean, I don't think we would be
  


 6   doing our job as we go through the process, water
  


 7   allocation is of course part of the whole plan,
  


 8   but water bottling will have to be looked at.
  


 9                  I mean, the answer to your question
  


10   is that we -- you're right.  Maureen's company is
  


11   a hundred percent regulated by PURA, by us.  So
  


12   we're in a position -- we can monitor what to do.
  


13   Or if they decide they wanted to sell water, they
  


14   would have to come before us with a proposal.
  


15                  And the regional and the municipal
  


16   companies are not regulated by us.  If there's
  


17   talk -- I know that the regional water authority
  


18   in New Haven has a consumer counsel type of person
  


19   there.  And I think that I heard the MDC might be
  


20   looking at something like that, but it's got to be
  


21   some type of forum for the ratepayers of the
  


22   municipals and the regionals to be able talk about
  


23   what you just talked about here in terms of maybe
  


24   coming up with a WICA or a RAM, or a regulatory
  


25   adjustment mechanism, or something like that.
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 1                  So no, your point is very well
  


 2   taken and I think it's an issue that's got to be
  


 3   looked, and obviously the Legislature is looking
  


 4   at it.  They had a hearing on it last week.  And
  


 5   I'm sure --
  


 6                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  Well, on the
  


 7   water bottling, yeah.
  


 8                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Right.
  


 9                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  But on the larger
  


10   issue of, how are water companies in the future
  


11   going to be dealing with the fact that consumption
  


12   is going down and costs are going up?
  


13                  LORI MATHIEU:  So one of the
  


14   things that you and I talked about and brought up
  


15   is Mary Ann Dickinson and --
  


16                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  Alliance for
  


17   Water Efficiency.
  


18                  LORI MATHIEU:  Alliance for Water
  


19   Efficiency.
  


20                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  And Maureen is on
  


21   the board.
  


22                  LORI MATHEU:  Right.  And Maureen
  


23   is on the board.  But I spoke with Mary Ann
  


24   yesterday --
  


25                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Maureen Westbrook is
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 1   on the board?
  


 2                  LORI MATHEU:  She is.
  


 3                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Wow.
  


 4                  LORI MATHIEU:  Our own Maureen
  


 5   Westbrook.  And I understand that Mary Ann is
  


 6   coming to Newport in May.  But Mary Ann is very
  


 7   interested in working with the health department
  


 8   and we're very interested in working with her.  So
  


 9   thank you for bringing that up to my attention.
  


10                  So one of the things that her and I
  


11   spoke about is having her come to Connecticut
  


12   sooner rather than later, and bring her maybe to a
  


13   Water Planning Council meeting to discuss the very
  


14   point that you're talking about.
  


15                  Because I do believe that there is
  


16   a need on the regional, or the larger municipals
  


17   to not lose money when they are conserving water.
  


18   When you're doing audits and you're going to save
  


19   millions of gallons a year, that water utility,
  


20   that's great, but they can't lose that revenue.
  


21   So they have to be able to deal with that, and
  


22   it's a really, really, very good point.
  


23                  As far as large water uses, I think
  


24   it goes beyond just bottlers.  I think there's a
  


25   question as to large water users, who they are,
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 1   where are they, what is the demand, and what are
  


 2   we going to support, just at a very high level
  


 3   with our water supply, which is precious.  And for
  


 4   me it starts with being efficient and effective
  


 5   without water.  If we're going to use class A
  


 6   water from now until, you know, for generations to
  


 7   come we should not waste it.  And what does that
  


 8   mean, and how do we do it?
  


 9                  So Mary Ann is one person I'm
  


10   excited to get involved and have regular here.
  


11                  DONNA LANDERMAN:  And I think
  


12   another quick point about water bottling is,
  


13   they're not making anything.  They don't have a
  


14   product.  All they're doing is taking our water,
  


15   putting it in a bottle and shipping it out.
  


16                  You know, so I know that the State
  


17   has been able to determine during a drought or
  


18   whatever emergency, these are the most important
  


19   things that have to get water -- hospital and
  


20   what's all -- I don't think we need to do
  


21   everything in the middle, but there could be some
  


22   obviously least important at the bottom, which
  


23   would be on a trigger which says, if there's a
  


24   drought in this are they have to cut back, you
  


25   know, mandatory cutback and everybody else has
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 1   voluntary or however.  But just as you can
  


 2   identify the most important, I think you can
  


 3   identify something that is the least important.
  


 4                  Thank you very much.
  


 5                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.
  


 6   Appreciate it.
  


 7                  Any other public comment?
  


 8                  MARGARET MINER:  Can I make a
  


 9   comment on the comment?
  


10                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, of course you
  


11   may.
  


12                  MARGARET MINER:  Really, this has
  


13   to do -- there's not a legislative section.  I
  


14   would just say that generally last year, as the
  


15   water -- last session as the water plan was just
  


16   starting up, we only, and I think some other
  


17   organizations only considered very narrowly
  


18   focused legislation, sort of waiting to see what
  


19   would be in the plan and what wouldn't.
  


20                  And I think this session it is
  


21   reasonable to look at some wider issues that
  


22   perhaps would be good to supplement the plan,
  


23   because they may not be able to get that focused
  


24   attention.  One of them -- I'm glad Mary Ann is
  


25   coming -- but one, for instance, might be
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 1   conservation pricing.
  


 2                  I don't think we need to wait three
  


 3   years or two years to start looking at those
  


 4   possibilities.  I do think it should be
  


 5   legislation that is consistent with the goals of
  


 6   the plan.  It doesn't contradict or impede where
  


 7   the plan is going, but that might be indicated in
  


 8   certain areas just to get something done, what --
  


 9   and can be done.
  


10                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Margaret.
  


11                  Any other comment, public comment?
  


12                  (No response.)
  


13                  THE CHAIRMAN:  I don't think we
  


14   need executive session today.  Do we?
  


15                  LORI MATHEU:  No.
  


16                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  The next
  


17   meeting is going to be April 4th.  There's a
  


18   followup to this meeting.  We're going to be
  


19   reaching out to the CAP agencies, to the
  


20   Connecticut Conference of Municipalities, and to
  


21   COST relative to outreach in development of the
  


22   statewide water plan, or developed to the drought
  


23   plan.
  


24                  We're going to have representatives
  


25   from our respective agencies work on comments and
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 1   come up with a recommendation to the Council.
  


 2   Hopefully we can do that by the April meeting as
  


 3   well.  And relative to the Water Planning Council
  


 4   advisory group, we're going to send out letters of
  


 5   congratulations and welcome Mr. Young and
  


 6   Mr. Tyler to their respective new roles in the
  


 7   Council -- or on the advisory group.
  


 8                  And with that, is there or any
  


 9   other business to come before us?
  


10                  (No response.)
  


11                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion to adjourn?
  


12                  BETSEY WINGFIELD:  So moved.
  


13                  DAVE LeVASSEUR:  Second.
  


14                  THE CHAIRMAN:  A second.  All those
  


15   in favor?
  


16                  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.
  


17                  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
  


18                  (Whereupon, the above proceedings
  


19   were concluded at 3:01 p.m.)
  


20
  


21
  


22
  


23
  


24
  


25
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