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(Begin: 1:33 p.m)

THE CHAI RMAN: So why don't we call this neeting of the
Wat er Pl anning Council to order? The first order
of business will be the approval of the May 4th
transcript. Do | have a notion to approve?

LORI MATHI EU. So noved.

THE CHAI RVAN:.  Second by G ahanf

GRAHAM STEVENS: Second.

THE CHAI RVAN: Seconded by Graham  Any questions?

(No response.)

THE CHAIRVAN: Al those in favor signify by saying,
aye.
THE COUNCI L: Aye.
THE CHAI RMAN: The transcript is approved.
|'"'mdelighted this afternoon we're going to
have a presentation by Mary Sotos fromthe
Departnent of Energy and Environnental Protection.
| wll ask Gahamto introduce her.
Mary, it's great to see her. She was ny
col | eague over here at 10 Franklin square for
quite a nunber of times. So it's great to see her

again, and she's going to share sone exciting
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Information with us this afternoon.
So Gaham I'mgoing to turn it over to you

for an i ntroducti on.

GRAHAM STEVENS: Thanks so nuch, Jack.

MARY

Yeah, really happy to have Mary join us at
the Water Pl anning Council today to wal k us
t hrough sone of the ongoi ng outcones that are
com ng up from Executive O der One.

Qoviously, we'll continue to see sone
significant conservation efforts, |learn sone
| essons with respect to managi ng such a | arge
portfolio, and howto really dig into sone of
t hese case and site-specific issues that we have
uncovered. And you know Mary is a great expert in
conservation of water as well as, many of you
know, energy as well.

So we're really pleased that she's here today
to give us sone insights into howthe State is
tackling sone water conservation issues. So Mary,
t hank you very nuch for agreeing to chat with us
t oday.

SOTCs: Thanks Graham and | appreciate the
I ntroduction. And yeah, happy to be here today
and talk to you a little bit about the progress

that we've made since, | think, maybe the | ast
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time | checked in wth this group.

So let's see if | can share ny screen. |
have a few slides which hopefully will be a good
visual for sone of the data that we've been
col | ecti ng.

Ckay. So the initiative that I'mhere to
tal k about, we've put under the unbrella of
G eener Gov. ct, building on our history of
| ead- by-exanple work. So this work tries to
enconpass all sustainability operational
initiatives within the executive branch. So
that's 29 agencies within Connecticut, but also to
be | everaging work that's already been done by
I nstitutions of higher education in Connecticut as
well as nmunicipalities.

So I would wel cone the input of this group if
you can identify things, and what you see that
we' re doi ng across the executive branch that you
t hi nk coul d be enhanced by better, you know,
addi tional partnerships with other institutions --
yeah, we're trying to take the | ead by exanpl e and
col | aboration part of the initiative to heart.

So just as a refresher, Governor Lanont's
first Executive Order set up the three goals to

apply to executive branch agencies, the first tine
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we' ve had concrete environnental targets that
every agency is expected to neet. All of these
targets are tied to outcones in 2030, but the
executive order also asked the steering conmttee
which is DAS, OPM and DEEP, to think about
Interimtaragets.

So this is the big picture of what we want
for 2030, but there may be sonme m |l estones al ong
the way that can help us be better on track to
neet these goals. And if, hopefully as you see
sone of the trends in this presentation, if there
are opportunities to strengthen sone of these
goals or to nake nore targeted specific actions,
or subareas that we think could be -- yet again
could hel p us accel erate the achi evenent of these
goal s.

So just a quick recap of greenhouse gas
em ssions, so that's going to be all the energy
that's used in state buildings as well as state
vehicles. Water reduction is 10 percent from
FY-20 which you'll see in a nonent we've adjusted
that to FY-19 to better capture pre-COVID | evel s,
and a reduction in waste generat ed.

So that's the big picture of what we need,
but the first step of this initiative that | think
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we shared a little bit last tine is just the huge
hurdl e of getting data. So if you have the target
t hat says you need to reduce a certain percentage
froma baseline, first you need the baseline.

So what we've done is we're using a software
solution called Energy Cap. So that allows every
executive branch agency for all of their
facilities to basically aggregate and upl oad every
type of utility invoice that they receive. So
whet her that's electric, natural gas, water or,
you know, we've been starting to custom ze this
for other types of commodities that have an
envi ronnental inpact that we would al so want to
track.

So | wanted to give a recognition to the team
that's been building this at DEEP. So that's
Rose, Nancy and Ryan here. They've just been
out st andi ng working with agencies to just create
this significant data infrastructure to allow for,
again creating the baseline, but also to make it a
tool that agencies can actually use along the way.

So what this does is this allows, basically
allows us to put together all the information
about energy use. It calculates the inpact from

that. So one unit of energy has a certain type of
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carbon em ssions, whether it's tied to the grid or
tied to a fuel. So this software allows us to
calculate all of that.

Putting together the water baseline, which
we' ve been doing over this past year, has proven a
little bit challenging in part because agencies
have been nostly operating outside the office this
past year. So getting paper bills, having soneone
go into the office, scan those bills, have them
upl oaded has put us back a little bit in terns of
the overall initiative.

But we've been able to work wth many of the
utilities to streanline nore of that data so that
It can be essentially automatically uploaded. So
we' ve been able to do that through Eversource and
United Il lum nating, and several of our water
utilities are also in conversations wth us about
creating a simlar systemto help us do this wth
alittle bit nore -- alittle |less effort on the
part of agencies, and nore focus on the types of
anal yti cs.

So once you've collected all that data, what
does it show us? The biggest insight that we had
fromthis effort was the three fish hatcheries

t hat DEEP operates account for the vast majority
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of water that's drawn and used by state agenci es.
And | think fol ks inside DEEP probably had an

I nstinct about that. And so | want to give credit
t o Doug Hoskins who kept pushing us to get

addi tional data, better data fromthose

hat cheri es.

The fol ks who are operating those facilities
on the ground had excellent records. The
chal |l enge was just bringing it again into a form
that could be translated here, and put into the
context of all of the water that's used across,
again, 29 different agencies. So that's our
bi ggest i npact by a | ong shot.

After that, unsurprisingly we would be
| ooki ng at our departnent of correctional
facilities. These are very resource-intensive
operations, and they've already identified many
upgrades to those facilities, and they've been a
maj or point of capital investnent in terns of this
initiative over the | ast year.

So we're hoping to see sone additional
reductions in water use just through nore
efficient appliances, fixtures, stuff that we know
t he technol ogy, we know the intervention. W just

need to fund it and scale it up.
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And then after you get past those two
agenci es the rest becones, you know, | think
nostly you'll see a m x of commercial buildings
and resident. You know Departnent of
Devel opnmental Services al so has residential group
honmes, so we have sone different residential
focused initiatives for that as well.

But this is our -- yeah, this is our snapshot
fromFY-20, and | think that should give us a
pl ace to start being able to track progress over
tine.

And speaki ng of which, the difference between
FY-19 when we nore or less started this, this type
of data collection, and then this past year where
we' ve captured, again FY-20 wll get you about the
first half of last year. So the first portion of
the tele-work and COVID response, we saw wat er
usage go down significantly.

This is not surprising. These are
comrercial. Again once you get past those two
bi ggest inpacts, there are commercial facilities
t hat you know are going to have a strong
correl ation between occupancy and water usage. So
| think what this tells us is, you know -- right?

According to this we've nore or | ess passed the

10
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10 percent reduction that would be required by
2030. However the type of, you know, significant
renote work that we've seen this past year is not
necessarily the operational plan for the next ten
years.

So we know that just reducing occupancy is
not the only strategy, obviously, to help us neet
those goals. So we're trying to work with
agencies to understand in a nore specific way,
particularly for those commercial facilities,
of fi ce buildings, what their usage patterns really
wer e, how many peopl e have been in the office.

Now t hat we have a return-to-the-office
vision fromthe Governor. W're going to be very
Interested to see how that does change water usage

on a nore regul ar basis.

ALI CEA CHARAMUT: Mary, can | ask a question while

we're on that slide?

MARY SOTCOS: Yeah.
ALl CEA CHARAMUT: So | know that fisheries did sonme

extensive work on sone of the wells, | believe it
was at the Quinebaug hatchery, and | can't
remenber which fiscal year that was done in
because all the years seemto be bl eedi ng together

ri ght now.

11
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MARY

But could that work that has al ready been
acconpl i shed account for sone of this reduction
that we're seeing here?

SOTCs: That is a good question. | wasn't aware
of any maj or Qui nebaug work that was done in this
time period, but I'lIl tee up alittle bit later
sone of the projects that they have been sort of

I n the planning phase, and we hope to be a mgj or
poi nt of investnent in the future.

But | don't know if there's anyone el se on
the call from DEEP who would know a little nore
specifically any trends in that tinme period over

the | ast two years.

GRAHAM STEVENS: | can't think of anything. |

MARY

know that there are, |like you alluded to, Mary,
sone big projects planned on going forward, but |
can't think of anything.

SOTrCS:  Yeah. But again, it's a great question
and our goal is now that we have all this data in
one place, to try and -- | nean, not only for us
sort of in a big-picture way to try and draw sone
of these insights, but to also nake it usabl e and
hopeful ly actionable for facility managers, for
agenci es who are, again, looking to -- how are

they going to neet these goals to be able to

12
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get -- todrill inalittle bit nore for each of
the sites to understand, what are the trends
happeni ng at the site?

VWhat can we attribute that to? Wat types of
projects would help us sustain a | ower usage going
f orwar d?

So with that in mnd |I'mgoing to highlight
two tools or initiatives | think that we've been
trying to focus in on the water side. So one is a
behavi oral canpaign called Fix a Leak Wek --
well, | guess, behavioral and sort of m nor
I nfrastructure.

We basically asked agencies to volunteer to
participate in this initiative, that it's a
national initiative that EPA sponsors/pronotes.

So there's a checklist of different ways to spot
wat er waste, and | think they' ve designed it to be
pretty, pretty user friendly. You know you don't
need to be the nost expert engineer to be able to
go through these steps.

So we've had four agencies volunteer to
participate in this. You'll see that two of them
are quasi-public agencies, so not technically part
of the 29 that are required to be a part of

Executive Order One, but we're really appreciative

13
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that we -- again, we've designed this so that we
have a letter participation fromother folks as
wel | .

And essentially it's like, when you run these
t hi ngs you hope that there's the value at the end
of the day, and in this case there definitely was.
W estimated, or the agencies estinmated that there
were over 400 gallons of water that were
essentially being wasted each day due to | eaks.
And Departnment of Corrections, again the | argest
contributor to that. A lot of old infrastructure
and lots of opportunities to make those kind of
small repairs. So this was positive.

| think our goal would be to expand
participation in future years so that nore
agenci es can see the value of identifying these.

And then the other tool is sonething that our
wat er project teans -- so this is a teamthat's
assenbl ed of volunteers and issue area experts
across the executive branch who are interested in
wat er and want to help work on these types of
wat er strategies to neet the goals.

They put together essentially a sort of
custom zed water audit form And so this is sort

of building on sone of the small things that you

14
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mght find in a fix-the-1eak approach, but nuch
nore systematic throughout an entire building, you
know, identifying water that's used on different
neters, going through nore of the systens, the
types of fixtures, and just being able to identify
where there are opportunities for things to be
upgr aded.

So they put together the form W' ve had
sone agencies pilot tested. So we're taking that
f eedback | ooking for additional ways to sinplify
It, but really our goal here is to nake water
auditing of a facility standard practice.

| think on the energy side this is a very
wel | - devel oped, | would say, sort of industry.
It's a tool. You knowit's |ike an energy
conversation is going to start wth an energy
audit where you look at all the different systens
In the building, and that's your basis for
I dentifying the nost strategic investnents.

So we really wanted to have a counterpart for
that on the water side. Hopefully in the next
year we'll develop a third counterpart for the
wast e side so that agencies again can just have
this insight into where the opportunities |ie.

And then | did also want to highlight the

15
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Qui nebaug project, which again you'll see --
because that is our, one of our biggest sources of
wat er use in the Executive branch. The team at
DEEP who nmanages this, this great resource, has
been identifying sone opportunities to nmake both
| nprovenments to the wells, but also it's a nuch
br oader type of project.

So it's a whole recirculation systemthat |
think this has been a concept for a while.
Pi nni ng down the exact budget for how nmuch
sonething of this significance for cost has taken
a bit of tinme, but we've nore or less, | think,
honed in on what types of things need to be done,
where the funding is hopefully going to cone from

And again, if this one project -- if we're
able to inplenent it in the next few years woul d,
agai n conpared to an FY-19 baseline, get us at
| east hal fway to the FY-30 goals.

So again -- that, again that's a nmmjor
i nfrastructure project. A lot of these other
behavi oral trends in our comercial facilities |
think we'll be tracking closely to see how t hose
trends al so change over tine, but this is one of
our, sort of, keystone projects for water

reducti on.

16
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And then in terns of how all these different,
the data, the strategies, the tools and hopefully
the funding, how all of that cones together w |
be in these annual agency sustainability
performance pl ans.

So these are sonething we ask every agency to
put together where we basically summarize all of
the inpact data; so all of their water use, energy
use, greenhouse gas em ssions in one place. And
we give agencies their sort of space for themto
descri be progress on projects that they have
al ready been working on, or that they commtted to
in the prior year and then what their vision is
for the upcom ng year.

Soit's a way to be nore transparent with the
public and with folks in their own agenci es about
what they're planning to do. And | think
particularly we've seen for sone of the younger
fol ks who are comng into state service,
sustainability is a significant value. It's a
priority. They're very interested to know what
their agencies and their facilities are doing to
be nore sustai nabl e.

So we hope that these reports are a way to

communi cate that, and also a way for agencies to

17
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be accountable. Because we know sustainability --
while we're really excited about it, it's not
every agency's first priority. They have many
other things that they're balancing all the tine,
and we know fromworking wth agencies it can be
hard to figure out howto prioritize these types
of ongoi ng, whether it's behavi oral

I nfrastructure, operations and mai nt enance, just
keepi ng fol ks engaged on this.

So I'll showyou. | think | have a link to
where all of the reports are. So you can, you
know, if you're interested in any particul ar
agency and how they're perform ng conpared to
ot her agencies, we have all of that on our
website.

And | think just as a quick highlight, the
reports fromthis past year really, obviously
we're able to show how agenci es have been
grappling with working renotely, what that neans
for their operations, what that neans for
sustainability, how they're going to be using
state assets.

So a nunber of agencies were reflecting in
this past year's report that they hope to continue

to hold virtual neetings, use it as an opportunity

18
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to reassess sone of their, whether it's their
occupancy in certain buildings, how they use state
vehicles, the role of tele-work as a regular

practi ce.

But | think on the water side, there were
al so sone public health interventions that al so
had a water connection. So hands-free sensors was
sonething that cane up a lot. And | think any
time we're thinking about these other trends, |
think we're trying to add to the I ens of, how
woul d maki ng these changes i npact water use?

How are there ways to achi eve sone of the
public health goals that we have while al so
advanci ng sone of our conservation efforts?

So those are sone of the things that we're
t hi nki ng about. And again, now that we have a
return-to-the-office date we really want to nmake
sure that we're engagi ng agencies in thinking
about, | guess, enbodying sustainability in sone
of the tools that we have as part of that return.

So we have a few ideas on how we're going to
do that, but stay tuned on how that goes.

And this is the website. And yeah, happy to
answer any ot her questions and point you to sone

of the other resources we have.
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THE CHAI RVAN:  Mary, thank you very nmuch. | know there
was sone chat during your presentation. So can
peopl e get a copy of those reports and the
checklist on this website?

MARY SOTCS: Yes. Yes, it should be under agency
resources -- i s where we have any of the tools,
docunents, things that we ask agencies to use. W
shoul d have copies of themthere.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you so nuch. And | can tell you
here at 10 Franklin Square, as you wal k around the
bui | di ng we have hands-free urinals. W have
hands-free toilets. W have hands-free towel
di spensers. W have all new lighting. So people
are going to be in for a big surprise when they
cone back here on July 1st.

So thank you. It was a great presentation.

Any questions for Mary fromthe Council or
for people?

Deni se Savageau has a question?

DENI SE SAVAGEAU: Yeah, just quickly. | was wondering
in terns of the water use if you have any
I nformati on on outdoor water use? Qoviously, we
have a lot of buildings, and in a conmerci al
context there's a lot of water use inside. So

that's really, really inportant.
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MARY

But from | eadership, if you're |ooking at
out door water use and how we irrigate | awns on
state property?

SOTCS: Geat question. Let's see if | can scroll
back to it. The water audit formthat we have --
so this one does have, like, if you were to keep
pagi ng through this little screenshot that | have,
It does have a section to estimate the water
that's actually used for outdoor irrigation.

So we to identify that as -- or at least it's
one of the things we would ask agencies to
Identify as part of understanding its overall site
wat er use. And we have a few ideas on how, |
guess, as sort of a broader planning, how can we
hel p pronote | ow water use | andscapi ng or nore
per neabl e pavenent, other things that we know are
part of the picture for both reduci ng water use
and runoff, and sone of the other effects that we
want to avoi d.

| think the question is, as you m ght expect,
once we get to that level then we start | ooking
at, well, what are the operational requirenents
for state agencies when it cones to those
services? How nuch flexibility do agencies have

to influence the design of their properties?
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Many agenci es, many agencies own their own
properties, but about 15 or so percent of the
commerci al side of the executive branch, really
when you think of office buildings, about
15 percent of those are owned and operated by DAS.
So they al so have tenant agencies who will be
occupants in those.

So part of the conversation is, well, who?
Who gets to control how things are planted, what's
pl anted? How much irrigation is used?

But we did have a chance to operationalize a
little bit of that |ast year during the drought
advi sory. W actually sent a communication to all
executive branch agencies and facility managers to
ask themto curtail water use during that sort of
hei ght of the drought period.

So we do always have that, that tool as well,
but it's sort of |ike you want to avoid getting to
that place if you can reduce the usage through

pl anni ng.

DENI SE SAVAGEAU: Thank you.
THE CHAI RMAN:  Any ot her questions?
VIRGA NIA de LIMA: | have a question Jack. This is

Virginia.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Sure.

22
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VIRG NIA de LIMA: Mary, was there any attenpt to split

MARY

out consunptive water use? |'mthinking
particularly of the fish hatcheries, and |'m
guessing that at |least in sone cases the source is
surface water, and then the water is returned to
the surface water source. And | would see that
differently than sonething that is nore
consunpti ve.
Was there any | ook at that water?
SOTCS: Good question. | think the fol ks at DEEP
who work nost closely with those resources, they
do have a nore nuanced way to describe that water
use. So that's actually a good point. That could
be sonething we reflect a little bit nmore in
our -- yeah, in how we calculate and present that.
So yeah, | think we'll take that back for

sonme additional thought.

VIRG NI A de LIMA: And another curiosity question. |

MARY

know your focus was on state water use, but with
the reduction in water use of the state agencies
because people were working from hone, has anybody
| ooked at the corollary increase in donestic water
uses for those people at honme and see how t hat

bal ances out ?

SOTCS:  Yeah, we have been trying to estinmate
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essentially the change in residential usage for
wat er, energy, vehicle mles travel ed, you know,
as a way, and sort of allocate that to the

nunber -- and this is sort of a high-1Ievel
estimation, |like, the nunber of state enpl oyees
who are working from honme and the changes in those
t hi ngs over basically the |last year sort of how
much we can attribute to fol ks working at hone,.

So yes, that's sone analysis that we're
trying to get at a high-level, because, yeah. |
agree. | think that that would tell a fuller
picture, let's say, of what's really happening.
And | think the analogy is that, |ike I've worked
on greenhouse gas em ssions and corporate
sustainability prior to this role.

And we saw in the era where nmany conpani es
were outsourcing particular parts of their, sort
of, their business nodel -- you knowit's like the
initial |ook says, oh, we've reduced our eni ssions
because we're no | onger responsible for X or Y

manuf acturi ng activities.

You say, well, but they're still part of your
supply chain. They're still part of how you
acconplish your organi zational goal. So there

shoul d be sone way of taking sone type of
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responsibility for those inpacts even if they're a
little bit nore indirect or less within your
control. So that's sonething we're |ooking at, is
sort of at a philosophical |evel, |ike what
responsibility does the state public sector have
for the inpacts, environnental inpacts that take
pl ace when fol ks are working from hone?

We know t he inpacts when they' re working at
an office, or at a field site, but it's that those
I npacts totally go away when fol ks do the work at
a different |ocation.

So | think the flipside of that is like wth
good state policy; you have things, you have tools
and strategies that can hel p address residenti al
needs. Whether it's a residential hone energy
audit, incentives to do upgrades and
weat heri zation at hone, | think Connecticut is in
a really good place for sonme of those sol utions.

But yeah. But we're trying to figure out how
do we -- yeah, how do we capture that, the

tele-work inpact as part of this initiative?

THE CHAI RVAN: And thank you, Mary. Any ot her

gquestions for Mary?

(No response.)
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THE CHAI RVAN:  Thanks very much for taking the tine.
|"msure we'll have you back in to give us a
progress report. And we appreciate you being with
us today, Mary. Thank you.

MARY SOTCS: Yeah, ny pleasure. And thank you for the
great questions and ideas. | always learn a | ot
and w || have good, good ideas to bring back to
the group. So thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you. And we're in full conplinent
now M. Martin Heft has joined us. So let's
move on in the agenda. | don't believe there's
any correspondence. Let's go on to the state
wat er pl an.

Virginia, Dave?

VIRG NIA de LIMA: Ckay. Well, as you all know we have
two topical subgroups that have been working. The
group |l ooking at the water quality of donestic
wells has conpleted their work. Their
recommendati ons, as we've discussed before are to
I ncl ude uranium and arsenic in the required
anal ytes for new wells, and also to include those
two elenents as well as the regular suite, the
whol e suite of analytes that is used for new wells
in all real estate transactions.

So they have conpleted the report. They have
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given it to the advisory group, and we wll be
di scussing it at our next neeting which wll be
next week.

And then as you all know, the process is that
we wll share it with the Water Pl anni ng Counci |
advi sory group so they can advi se us on any
unf or eseen consequences, asking questions |ike,
does this nmake sense? WII it work?

And when we have heard back fromthem and
per haps incorporated any issues that they have
come up with, we'll pass it along to you fol ks for
final approval. So that group has done an
excellent job and | commend M ke Dietz and
everybody working on that for their thorough and
efficient process.

We al so have the group that was | ooking at
t he 2016/ 2017 drought. They plan to get us their
final report by our next neeting next week. So
after we've had a chance to take a look at it and
gone through the sanme process | just nentioned for
the water quality and domestic well group we wll
pass that along to you as well.

The other issue that cane up that maybe
Alecia wll be nentioning in the Water Pl anni ng

Counci | advisory group report is that there was a
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DAVE

LORI

request for sone kind of follow up survey fromthe
rates workshop that the Alliance for Water
Efficiency ran back in March.

As | nentioned to you before, in speaking
with Mary Ann D ckinson she said that they were
not planning to do it, but there was a request for
such a followp, and a small group of people
vol unteered to work together to produce sone
foll ow up survey questions that presunmably would
be done anonynously.

Because sone of the issues that we would Iike
to hear about is asking whether or not they plan
to take advantage of the Alliance for Water
Efficiency rates nodel, which is available to, not
only the participants, but to everybody on the
website -- whether they plan to use it, and if
not, why not? And that's feedback that would be
I nportant both for our work, and also ultimtely
for the Alliance itself.

Dave, anything you want to add?

RADKA: Nothing at this tine. Thank you,
Virginia. Was there questions for nme fromthe
Conmmi ssi on?

MATHI EU: | have a question Jack, if | mght?

THE CHAI RVAN:  Sure.
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LORI

MATHI EU:. So Virginia and Dave, for the private
wells sub team was there anyone there fromthe

honme buil ders association or the real estate

gr oups?
VIRGNIA de LIMA: | believe yes, they were identified
as part of the group. | don't know how regularly

DAVE

they attended. Dave, do you know anythi ng nore
about that?

RADKA: | believe the real estate representative
attended nore frequently. [|'mnot sure who they

may have had fromthe hone buil ders associ ati on.

VIRG NI A de LIMA: But those groups were reached out

DAVE

to -- if that's the right word -- when they put

t he group together, because it was recogni zed t hat

t hose i nportant voices need to be in the

di scussi on.

RADKA: And | believe they were also on the e-mail

distribution list. So even if they hadn't

attended neetings, they should have been receiving

material. And Mke's group is very good about

recordi ng video and audi o, and then al so doing a

brief summary of all the neetings and di scussion.
To your point, Lori, it was acknow edged by

at least the real estate rep later on in the

process that this likely would be a -- | don't
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LORI

DAVE

want to say contentious issue, but it would
certainly be an item of discussion within the
I ndustry if it was to be noved forward.
MATHI EU: |'mjust curious. Wre they asked for
their opinion during the process? And did they
provi de any i nput when they had the opportunity to
provi de that input?
RADKA: To that sanme point, yes, | believe they
were allowed -- they were certainly allowed the
opportunity to participate and provide input.
Because as | said, there was at | east one
neeting where the real estate rep said, all right.
By the way, they may have supported it thensel ves
personal ly, but they also wanted the group to
recogni ze that this would likely be an issue of,
agai n of sone discussion wthin the broader

I ndustry.

VIRANIA de LIMA And sort of to the broader point,

just to remind you all that the inplenentation
wor kgr oup deci ded at the very beginning of the
process that, though we woul d acknow edge
potential |ogistical and political roadbl ocks, we
felt that it was our job to nake recommendati ons
that the group thought were appropriate

recommendat i ons.
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And that then you folks, or the whole
political process would do with those
recommendati ons as they saw fit.

LORI MATHIEU. Are their recommendations part of this
docunent that you'll be sharing with us?

VIRANIA de LIMA: Oh, yes. Absolutely, and also the
background of how they reached the concl usions
that they did.

LORI MATHIEU. No, |'m saying the dissenting

recommendati ons? Are the dissenting -- will they
be included? And will those be noted in any way?
VIRG NIA de LIMA: | have not read the docunent nyself.

| woul d guess that they probably are, but | don't
know t hat for sure.

LORI MATHI EU. Well, the reason why | asked, we tried
this years ago. Sonething passed about 15 years
ago for about 6 nonths, and then it got detracted.
So we know that there's a significant concern, but
| really wish that these groups would tell us what
their significant concern really was.

VIRG NI A de LI MA® Under st ood.

LORI MATHIEU:. |'d love to see it in witing. 1'd like
to have it docunented. |'d love to have a
conversation about it. You knowit's one thing to

say, we're really going to have a problemw th
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this.

And it's another thing to say, well, what is
your problenf How can we work together to try to
address your problem now i nstead of having a fight
In the Legislature where you know how t hose t hi ngs
go? Right? You never can tell. You never can
tell. Right?

| don't want to waste the tinme of everybody's
expertise for sonebody just to cone in after at
the last m nute and say, | was never invol ved.
They never asked ne nmy opinion. Yeah, | was
I nvol ved but, boy, they never asked for ny
opi ni on.

You know those kinds of things are inportant
so that we can docunent the fact that they were
I nvol ved. They were included. They really didn't
speak up. They didn't give us their comments. |
w sh that they woul d, because |'ve heard the sane
t hi ng.

Informal Iy, | never see what the absol ute
concerns are. Is it the cost to the honmeowner?
s it the unknown? What is it? Wat is the
concern? You know, banks -- banks want to know.
Mort gage conpani es want to know what the water

quality is in that private well. You know hunan
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bei ngs shoul d al so want to know what they're
drinking and putting in their body. Right? For
t hensel ves and their famlies.

So |l really, really would | ove to have that
docunent have at |east sonething in it that tal ks
and speaks to the fact that these groups who were
I ncl uded, involved, invited and what did they tell
us? That's all.

VIRA NI A de LI MA: Yeah, understood. Thank you for
that, Lori.

LORI MATHI EU. Good work. | |look forward to seeing it.

THE CHAI RMAN: Ckay. Anything else? Any other
gquestions for Virginia? Coments?

MARTI N HEFT: M. Chair?

THE CHAI RVAN:  Yes?

MARY SOTCS: So just an update on the drought
wor kgroup, because |I still haven't seen a report
yet ?

VIRA NIA de LIMA: W expect to get the report before
our next neeting next week and we'll take a | ook
at it, run it through the advisory group to see if
they have any input to it and pass it along to you
f ol ks.

MARTI N HEFT: Okay. Thank you.

DAVE RADKA: Just, Martin, | don't know if you heard,
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but they have finalized all of their
recommendations. They had finalized them probably
a good nonth ago. There are nyri ad
recommendati ons. As we've tal ked about, sone have
al ready been adopted by your group and ot her

agenci es.

So there will be in the report a note of
that, that it may have been adopted in whole or in
part at this point. But at this point they're
sinply just trying to finalize their overal
report, which is quite lengthy, to nmake sure that
It passes nuster with everyone.

But the recommendati ons thensel ves, they're
in full agreenent. As | said, you should be
getting it before our neeting next week.

MARTI N HEFT: GOkay. Thank you for the update.

THE CHAIRVAN:  Virginia, David, is that it for your
group? Virginia, David, all set?

DAVE RADKA: All set. Thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you very much for your work.

Al eci a, Josh?

ALl CEA CHARAMUT: So the new news fromthe advisory
group is that we have gotten feedback on the
outline for the white paper on source water

protection. W wll be sending around to the
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advi sory group as well as the other groups and
net wor ks wor ki ng on source water protection
essentially a sign-up to help draft sections of
t hat white paper.

So | wll be sending that around probably
early next week or later this week to give folks
an opportunity to sign up to draft pieces of that
so it's not all on the advisory group's shoul ders.

So we'll be sending it to the agencies, to
everyone on this group, again to the other circles
that are working on source water protection to
gi ve everyone an opportunity to help out wth
t hat .

We al so sent around essentially a workpl an
for the solar siting stakehol der group. There are
sone things that still need to be fleshed out. W
will have a small group working on that going
forward. We'Ill be sending that back up to the
Wat er Pl anning Council for you guys to take a | ook
at, because what we really need going into this is
sone strong policy stances on what we would Iike
to see to help protect water through the sol ar
siting process. So you'll be seeing that probably
In the next nonth or two, probably the nonth after

next.
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And | think Virginia covered the issue of the
survey. | don't have anything to add to that.

Al t hough, Virginia, | think you did say you
were going to check in wwth Mary Ann one nore
timte. Am| waiting? Are we going to wait for

that, or are we just going to go ahead and press

f orwar d?
VIRA@NIA de LIMA: | have not yet checked with Mary
Ann. | was planning to do that just out of

courtesy before we did it, and | can certainly do
that in the next day or two.

ALl CEA CHARAMUT: kay. Thank you.

And did I forget anything, Josh?

JOSH CANSLER:  No, that covers it.

LORI MATHI EU. Jack, | have a question, if | mght?

THE CHAI RVAN:  Sur e.

LORI MATHIEU. | was trying, trying |last week to catch
up with Denise to tal k about the enphasis of the
source water protection outline, which | started
| ooking at |ast week. And so | asked ny staff if
they had input, and they can't quite recall.

So could I ask what the intent of the paper
I S?
DENI SE SAVAGEAU: You want ne to take that, Al ecia?
ALl CEA CHARAMUT: Yes, go ahead, Deni se.
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DENI SE SAVACGEAU. Okay. So | had asked the Water

Pl anni ng Council| advisory group and/or the state
water plan inplenmentation teamto | ook at source
wat er protection. There were several reasons why
this kept comng up. One was the work of the
Governor's Council on dinmte Change, where there
was a | ot of enphasis on source water protection
and what we needed to do there.

Anot her piece was the work that the watershed
| ands group was doing, and they were focused on
this but they were, you know, had sone very, very
specific things. They were focused, but it becane
obvi ous with sone of that discussion that not
everyone was | ooking at source water protection
and what we needed to do.

And so | took a | ook at the state water plan,
and actually in sone of the inplenentation actions
In the state water plan it tal ked about that we
needed to have a | ook at the federal -- the
Drinking Water Act as well as the Federal O ean
Water Act, and nake a conpari son between those in
terns of, okay. What does one require? Wat does
the other require? How do they conpl enent each
ot her ?

So putting all of those together, it was
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obvi ous that we need to | ook at source water
protection, and how we coul d nmake sure that sone
of the work that we're doing overlaps and

conpl enents each ot her.

And so as we were tal king about how to get
this done, Virginia and Alecia cane up with, let's
do a white paper. And the intent of the white
paper is to say, here's what these two acts are.
Here's what the State is doing. Here is what all
of the Water Planning Council agencies are doing
In terns of source water protection -- and then to
see if there are any gaps.

We know that the |lead for source water
protection is the Departnent of Public Health.

But there's a lot -- there's a big role for all of
the other agencies in source water protection. So
when you tal k about source water protection, let's
say you're tal king about drought, and OPM t akes
the lead there. Wile you' re tal king about

drought and taking the | ead, you know, that's a
gquantity issue. And how do we protect our source
wat er during drought?

Cbvi ously, DEEP has a huge a huge position
and role to play in source water protection wth

their part of the Clean Water Act. And that's,
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LORI

agai n how does the Safe Drinking Water Act and how
do the Clean Water Act conpl enent each ot her?

And so the idea was supposed to take a | ook
at that and say, then how do these prograns, when
we're tal king about source water protection, work
together? And again, to identify any gaps and how
we can best support source water protection noving
forward | ooking at the work that the source water
col l aborative is doing as well as sone ot hers.

And you know one of the reasons | am
extrenely involved is that USDA and NRCS has, in
the farmbill, has identified source water
protection is a major effort that needs to take
pl ace. So we've been working on that.

And we're also looking at the initiatives
nationally that's comng to the forefront, and
that's about one water. And that's about | ooking
at that. You know we can't separate out source
wat er and drinking water supplies wth, let's say,
wat ers going into Long Island Sound or whatever.
We have to recognize it's all one water -- and how
does it interrelate? And that's the other thought
process with source water protection.

MATHI EU:. So | guess when | | ook at that outline,
| don't get all of that. And | wanted to tie it
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back to the pieces and parts that are in the state

water plan and there's -- there's parts in
different -- on page 5-8, there's different
pi eces.

And so | guess | would | would ask that you
| ook back, because part of it was to | ook at the
current |laws, the current policies, but | can't
find it right now -- but there is a specific
pat hway, | believe, that speaks to specifically
source water protection for drinking water
suppl i es.

And there was a recognition to | ook at
policies, federal, state, local, regional |aws and
that's specific to drinking water. So that's all,
Denise, that | wanted to chat with you about, and
there definitely are gaps.

You know there used to be a strong policy
that said that we protected our drinking water
supplies under a nulti-barrier approach. That
doesn't exist anynore, | don't think, but that's
sonething that we should look at, is the state C
and D pl an.

We should |l ook at current policies. W
shoul d I ook at current laws. W should | ook at --

and that's, | would like to tie it back to the
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state water plan and work toward that end, to
I npl enent anot her area that we knew was
I nportant -- but thank you for that.
So | did give you ny comments, and | don't

know i f you're going to be able to address them

DENI SE SAVAGEAU. Yeah. So | think that there's, you

know, anything that cones in, we put the draft out
as howto | ook at the report and kind of the
chapters of the report. The idea being that if
soneone cones up with sonething, it's kind of --
the outline was kind of, if you will, alnost |ike
how we expect to tackle the report, alnost like a
tabl e of contents.

Prior to developing that, | had actually sent
a letter to Alecia and Virginia and | forwarded
that letter to you so that you saw that's where
that cane from |f other fol ks haven't seen that,
| can certainly nmake sure that we get that
f or war ded.

| actually | ooked and saw that Bruce Wttchen
had sent it around -- or actually thought he had
sent it around, because it says, here's Denise's
letter. But when | clicked onit, it had a m ssed
link. It wasn't linked up to the right docunent.

So we'll make sure that everybody gets a copy of
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that original letter, because that -- that inforns
t he outli ne.

And | guess what | would say about the
outline is we would not expect it to be a static
docunment. If there's something mssing or if
there's sonething that, hey, this doesn't really
fit, we expect it to be a working outline, not set
I n stone.

LORI MATHIEU: So is it specific to drinking water, or
not ?

DENI SE SAVAGEAU: Source water protection? Yes,
specific to drinking water.

LORI MATHI EU. Al right. Thank you.

THE CHAI RMAN: Ckay. Anything el se.

We're all set, Alecia, Josh?

ALl CEA CHARAMUT: We're all set. Thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you very much. Let's nove on to
WUCC updat e.

Lori ?

LORI MATHI EU. | don't have anything new fromny staff.
We did have an inplenentation neeting on May 19.
It went well. The breakout groups are up and
runni ng and focusing on their areas.

And again, the neetings are open to the

public. And when | see nore details fromny staff
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| will
t hem as an outcone of those neetings.

So | hope that you're al
the fact that these neetings are open,
cone and participate. And again, |'ll
you the details when |
That's all |

THE CHAI RVAN:

have, | ack.

Thank you very nuch.

forward it along so that everyone can see

t aki ng advant age of

and you can

share with

get themfromny staff.

Wat er shed | ands wor kgroup, we're going to

hear from Al ecia and Josh today --

or

ALl CEA CHARAMUT:

"' m going to send anot her

Josh.

rem nder to

Al ley to nove that back under the water planning

advi sory group.

There's no specific report on

that at this point.

|s that correct,

Kar en?

KAREN BURNASKA: No, just one addition | would nmake --

that it is not. | think it should fall under the
WPCAG r eport.

| just wanted to let you know -- and | see
Margaret is on also -- that the watershed | ands

group are Margaret and I, for the group, are

continuing to review the | egislative process of

approvi ng the conveyance of |lands to make certain

that, not only legislators, but the public are

aware that transfers of |land often -- or have in

the past and will continue to be source water or
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aqui fer protection Lands.

And concern that that information be nmade --
or is available, not only in the wording of the
| egi sl ation, but that people of the public and
| egislators are aware of this | and being proposed
for transfer.

And | see Margaret is there, and I'll let you

continue if you' ve got anything.

MARGRET MNER  No -- yes, hi. That's pretty nuch it.

W submtted sone testinony on the conveyance act
just pointing out sone of the basics that we're

m ssing froma public point of view, |ike what did
we pay for this land? And what are we going to
get for it?

But al so pointing out that there's little --
wel |, actually no information on the natural
resources, the water resources.

| wanted to -- | think I've nentioned it

before, but there is legislation out there which

went through GAE unaninmously -- and |'ve nentioned
the bill. But it actually transfers much of
the -- it transfers the Properties Review Board

over to under the Legislature, under the
adm ni stration of the Legislature. And it

broadens its review with respect to all agency
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| ands and what they can, what they're doing, what
t hey can do.

It becones nuch nore of a true admnistrative
agency, not just a review -- or let's say, a
review with nore teeth, not an after-the-fact
review, which is what they nostly do now.

| found it extrenely surprising that the
executive branch would want to cede this nuch
authority over -- state-owned properties over to
the Legislature. However, | understand sone of
t he advocacy behind it fromthe Governor's office.
From the point of view of tracking state |and, who
owns it, what's happening to it, howis it being
conveyed.

This certainly changes the | andscape, and |'m
surprised there's been so little comment. The
properties review board, with whom|'ve
communi cated in the past very freely, hasn't been
responsive -- but | don't blanme them

| said, where are you? And am |
congratul ati ng you? Wat's going on? And
under st andably, they may not know what's goi ng on.

So, | hope that OPM can perhaps clarify this
as -- maybe as it develops to see how it does

change things. But to nme the Legislature already
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has consi derable powers in the regulatory realm
where, let's say, DEEP and DPH usual ly; in nost
states they don't have to pass every single
regul ation through the Legi sl ature.

And now it appears to ne that the Legislature
IS going to have nore authority with respect to
state owned properties. So, I'ma little
concerned that the separation of powers is
blurring. And in particular, we have to keep an
eye on watershed | and properties. W owns then?
Where are they, and who do we talk to now?

So that's ny sideline sidebar on our
wat er shed | ands concer ns.

THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you, Margaret. Any questions for
Mar gar et .

MARTI N HEFT: Margaret, do you have the bill nunber for
t hat ?

MARGRET MNER | think I've given it to you, and |'ve
testified onit. And | don't have it right in
front of nme --

MARTI N HEFT: That's no problem | was just going to
|l ook it up to see what the status was. | can.
"Il try to find it. Thanks.

MARGRET M NER: Yeah, it went through GAE unani nously.

KAREN BURNASKA: It is six-five-seven-seven.
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MARGRET M NER:
MARTI N HEFT:

Thank you.
Thanks.

KAREN BURNASKA: And there was a consi derabl e anobunt of

testinony. |In fact, they even pulled in from OPM

Martin, |

n opposition to it; the Connecticut Land

Conservation Council, from Forests and Parks

Associ at |

on, and From the Departnent of

Agricul ture.

And
di d | ook.
MARGRET M NER:

| wish | had the status of it al so. |
W're at six-five-seven-seven.

So | assuned when | first read it that,

of course, OPM-- but | read the bill before |

| ooked at the vote.

| thought, well, of course the Governor won't

like this. Then | | ooked at the unani nbus vot e,

and | thought, hmm Maybe sonebody in the

Gover nor'

s office does like this. So that was ny

confusion, and that's the situati on now.

And

because |

| thank you for |ooking up where it is,

was trying to.

KAREN BURNASKA: And Martin, let ne correct nyself. It

wasn't OPM | was | ooking right at you on the

SCreen.

It was DAS who submtted testinony in

opposition. It wasn't OPM Martin.

MARTI N HEFT:

No, that's fine. R ght nowthe bill is
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still waiting it's table for the house cal endar,
So we don't -- there's no action on it at this
time yet, so.
THE CHAI RVAN:.  Maybe it will just be tabled during the
week, Margaret. They've got a lot of work to do.
MARGRET M NER  Well, I'll take a look. | nean, the
Departnent of Agriculture -- aside from sone
envi ronnent al groups, the Departnent of
Agriculture, | believe the Departnent of
Corrections, and of course the Connecti cut
Lottery.

There was quite a range of stakehol ders who
conplained, and it didn't seemto nmake -- cause a
ripple in the politics, but maybe at this point
people wll have sl owed down and think about it a
little nore.

"1l try and track it and see if we can do
anything helpful to -- what do they say these
days? For clarification. Wat are you doi ng?

"1l try to track it.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay. Thank you.

Lori, the private wells update?

LORI MATHI EU. Private wells, let's see. | await the
report fromthe private well group with a |ot of

anticipation. And for us, you know we have a
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smal | programwi thin the Departnent of Public
Health, and private wells are regulated directly
by | ocal health.

W would really like to -- we're going to
take a very long hard ook at, now that it's June,
we start comng up with concepts for the next
| egi sl ative session and during this nonth.

And so this is one thing that's under
consideration by us, is to nove forward with sone
m ni mal protection nmechani sns for private wells.
So that's why I'mvery excited to hear about your
report, and it would be even nore exciting if |
saw that there was sone active representation from
sone of the opposition groups.

And we'd love their input directly, because
we know we wil|l get opposition -- but for private
wells we're excited to see the report and nove
sonething forward. Even if it doesn't even nake
It out of our departnent, you know the information
that we've been able to pull together working wth
the USGS that we hope to present on, | think not
next nonth, but the nonth after in August to this
group wll be inpactful.

And |'mglad the inclusion of uranium and

arsenic is an inportant factor. And the science
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behi nd what USGS was able to put together with ny
teamis inportant. So nore to cone on private
wel | s.

And you know the enphasis on trying to put
toget her the data systemis also very inportant as
well. And you know we continue to work on that
every day. And also there's sone interesting
projects that are com ng up. The uranium and
arseni c project has brought up sone interest on
behal f of the Council of Governnments and sone
muni ci palities do want to do nore with testing of
their private wells in their communities for the
benefit of their citizens.

So nore to cone, and I'mvery excited to see
this report when it's ready. And | can't wait to
work with all of you onit. So thank you.

VIRA@NIA de LIMA: Lori, since | spoke before |'ve
| ooked in the report itself, and there was a
representative fromthe real estate association
who was an active participant init. |[|'ve also
|l eft a nessage for M ke passing al ong your
guestion and your concern.

LORI MATHI EU. Great, thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN: Thank you, Lori. Do you want us to put

on the agenda about the water conservation and
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fixtures?

LORI MATHIEU. What? | couldn't hear you, Jack.

VIRG NIA de LIMA: | can't hear you.

THE CHAI RMAN: Can you hear ne now?

LORI MATHI EU. Barely.

VIRGNIA de LIMA  Alittle bit. Alittle bit.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Can you hear ne?

LORI MATHI EU. Yes. Speak up.

THE CHAI RVAN:  You wanted sonet hi ng about wat er
conservation fixtures on the agenda?

LORI MATHIEU:. Oh, | did. Yes.

THE CHAI RMAN. So what would you like to tal k about?

LORI MATHIEU. Well, | know that | don't want to forget
about it.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Well, we're not forgetting about it. W
said we were going to work on it between now and
t he next session.

LORI MATHI EU.  Ckay.

THE CHAIRVAN:. We're not forgetting about it. G aham
and | had a neeting, as you know, w th DAS and
Consuner Protection about | ooking at |egislation
for next year.

So you just said they're comng up wth
concepts for next year, so | imagine that that

woul d be one of the things we'll be | ooking at
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based upon sone of the information that cane out

of the whole Mary Ann Di cki nson thing.

GRAHAM STEVENS: DCP, | i magi ne dependi ng on how t hi ngs

LORI

go, Wwth recreational marijuana wll certainly
have a lot on their plates. But certainly the
Wat er Pl anni ng Council m ght be able to provide
themw th sone assistance -- but tinme wll tell.
MATHI EU: So our col |l eagues at DAS | ast nonth
publ i shed the plunbing codes, as they are apt to
do. There they adopt the international plunbing
codes fromtinme to tine, and they just went

t hrough that public process in My.

We' ve reached out to themand plan to chat
with them about the changes and how it affects our
work, but it strikes nme as an opportunity because
It's DAS, that through the state buil ding
I nspector that noves these things forward.

So |l don't knowif it's worthwhile for us to
chat with DCP and DAS, and our four agencies to
talk this through this nonth so that we m ght tee
up a proposal that all of us mght be able to |ive

wth for the sunmer.

THE CHAI RVAN: It's fine with ne.

LORI

If we can get a neeting set up?

MATHI EU:  Sure.
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THE CHAI RMAN: G aham and Martin, are you okay wth
that? We'll have to notice the neeting.

And Graham you seened -- the last tine you
facilitated, G aham Could | delegate that to you
to set up a neeting, please?

GRAHAM STEVENS: Absolutely, |I'd be happy to.
THE CHAI RVAN:  And again, it would probably be

obvi ously after next week, because we've got a | ot

goi ng on.
But Lori, you're correct. | nean, because
before you knowit we'll be getting our

| egi sl ation submtted to OPM and the governor's
of fice, so we should nove on this now.
LORI MATHI EU. Ckay. Good. Excellent. Thank you.
THE CHAI RVAN:.  Thank you.
And finally, drought workgroup update?
MARTI N HEFT: Thank you. Good afternoon, everybody.
So wth the recent rainfall it's been adequate to
restore a | ot of our drought indicators at the
nonent. We are not having a June neeting this
Thursday. It has been cancel ed, noticed one hour
earlier today.
Also we're still awaiting, as | nentioned
earlier, the report so we can finalize changes

that we're looking at in the drought plan in order
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to nove things forward. So that kind of is on
hold it right now So that's the update | have
for the interagency drop workgroup.

THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you very nuch.

Any questions for Martin?

(No response.)

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay. Any new busi ness?

(No response.)

THE CHAI RMAN:  Any public comment ?

| RIS HERZ KAM NSKI: Yeah. H, | have a public
coment .

THE CHAI RVAN:  Sur e.

|RIS HERZ KAM NSKI: So | have a question. Because
spring started and everybody is working from hone,
the |l eaf blowers are naking a | ot of noise. And
the City of New Haven, we're |ooking into
| egislation to prohibit the gas |eaf blowers.

And | thought it was just a noise problem

but apparently it's a pollutant. And | wanted to
know i f the watersheds are protected from garden

equi pnrent and from | eaf bl owers.
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And there's a there's a report that | found
In an article that is reporting fromthe EPA from
1997, that a lot of gasoline is spilled into the
ground, and it's significant. | was not aware of
it.

So | wanted to know if this is on anybody's
radar, and if anybody checked this?

THE CHAIRVAN:  |I'mgoing to defer to Lori Mathieu on
that. The Departnent of Public Health. Are you
checki ng on that?

|RIS HERZ KAM NSKI:  And this is also under the realm
of prevention, prevention of water pollution.

THE CHAI RVAN: Right. Maybe either, | guess, G aham or
Lori ?

GRAHAM STEVENS: Yeah, |1'd be happy to speak to that to
sone extent.

So certainly DEEP does engage in spil
prevention as well as spill response. Now certain
busi nesses are required by |law to have spil
prevention plans, but many of the uses that you're
speaking to, | believe, would be for either
personal use, or small enough contractors that may
not be required to have a spill prevention plan.
But certainly DEEP does engage at the national

| evel and the regional |evel on device
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requirenents with respect to gasoli ne.

So you m ght have noticed over the past
several years if your gas can -- if you had to go
and buy a gas can recently, that there's a |l ot of
new apparatus on there, which actually in ny
opi ni on maybe causes nore spilling than it
prevents, but it really was designed, | think, to
prevent vapor | osses.

So we do get engaged in those discussions,
but that's nore at a national |evel wth respect
to contai ner standards for gasoline.

When | used to work for a contracting conpany
they had the spill can. Now | think it's nore of
a vapor issue -- but | think you bring up a good
point. Certainly -- nmaybe one thing we could | ook
at is trying to incentivize the purchase of
battery operated equi pnent. Certainly that has
becone a nore viable alternative for residenti al
use. Commercial, maybe not quite as nuch.

So this is one of those issues where you know
we need to |l ook to ourselves to change sone of our
behavi or. And DEEP does work on canpaigns to try
to pronote elimnation of, or reduction of
pollution to the environnment or elimnating the

possibility of spills or how extensive they can
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| RIS

be.

So you bring up a really good point and
sonething I'll bring back to our waste teamto see
If there's any canpaign that they have in the
wor ks in advance of the nowi ng season, which is,
besides ny lawn, is already firmy in place as you
can all hear in the background. Wich goes to
also fertilizing lawmms. Right?

So that's sonething that's Lori and | talk
about a lot. And you know the less you fertilize
the better the grass you have. If you do water,

If you water it properly, and if you are planting
seeds that are nore drought resistant, then maybe
you won't be cutting as nuch and nmaybe you won't
be using those small engines as often.

HERZ KAM NSKI: So can | just quote the nunber

that is in this article?

GRAHAM STEVENS: Pl ease.

| RIS

HERZ KAM NSKI: So the United States refuels their
| eaf bl owers and | awnnowers; they spil
approximately 17 mllion gallons of gasoline onto
t he ground each summer, gas that seeps into the
water -- okay? And that goes on.

And to put that into conparison, they
conpared it to the Exon Valdez oil spill from 1989
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that dunped 11 mllion gallons into the Prudhoe
Bay -- the crude, near Al aska.

So I"mjust giving the nunbers. So it's true

that these are -- it's spread all over the United
States. It's not in one place, but you know, if
peopl e use that in their lawn -- | don't know if

it's significant if sonebody spills one gallon
near his well, if that's significant or not. |

just don't know, because it --

GRAHAM STEVENS: It absolutely is significant. And you

know it's a good point. | actually worked on a
case where -- | think it was in Canton where
soneone was selling their hone and they had put
the hone on the market. They wanted to get it
nice, nice and clean and ready for show ngs.

They had a problem starting their | awn nower.
They flipped over the |awnnower to work on the
bl ade, enptied the gas and the nower by m stake
and they knocked out their well, and two or three
nei ghbors' wells.

And that wasn't discovered until the
transacti on had occurred because the sanpl e had
al ready been coll ect ed.

And to Lori's point, you know a potability

test, it does not require analysis for chlorinated
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sol vents or for gasoline conpounds; no benzene,
t ol uene, xyl ene.

So yeah, we definitely are aware that even
little spills can cause big problens, and that's
sonething that we should really | ook at. So |
appreci ate you bringing that to us. Trying to
make people aware that it's inportant to be safe
with your gas, and if you do spill it, to clean it
and how best to do that.

VIRANA de LIMA: | have un-nuted briefly to
underscore Iris's point.

GRAHAM STEVENS: | hear. | hear. | wonder why we all
have | ow | evel headaches all day. Wth the
noi ses, it's terrible. 1 cut ny |awn when | do,
on the weekends. | don't have a service, so |
guess ny nei ghbors are mad that |'mcutting ny
| awn on the weekends when they have contractors
cut it during the week.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Okay. Any other public coments this
af t ernoon?

MARGRET MNER: | did, Jack. It's Margaret.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Yes, pl ease.

MARGRET MNER: |'Il send a neno, but it's really going
over a comment that | nmade in the Water Pl anni ng

Counci | advi sory group, which started to get ny
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attention with the Aquarion diversion.

What caught ny attention was that the people
concerned who are well educated, community
I nvol ved peopl e, none of them understood or had
any famliarity -- and |'mnot sure they easily
coul d have.

| said, well, have you spoken -- is it in the
WUCC pl an? Have you spoken to your council of
governnents? Have you seen the utilities water
supply plan? That would help you to understand
where these ideas are com ng from

Let nme include |legislators in people that
aren't famliar with these plans and have
difficulty, difficulty drawing information from
what they hear.

There was one nman who wote a very good
| etter to the -- Peter MCGuinness to the
Connecticut Post. And he nmade a serious effort.
He wanted to tal k about the diversion and water
pl anni ng versus housi ng pl anni ng.

But he nmade a serious effort to goin. On
his own he found WUCC plans. He could not exactly
under st and what they were, but he found them and
he commented. He commented on the nunber of

pl ans.
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And when | talk to people and | said, well,
could you ook at the plan? There's the WJCC
plan. There's the water supply plans. There's
OPM s overall plan. There's a state water plan.
There are DPH rules that apply to water planning.

There's separate drought plans in different
muni ci palities, and different utilities have
different plans. These plans, | can tell you
havi ng worked on quite a few of them are not
necessarily consistent. And it led ne to think on
our 20t h anni versary of doing planning, and |
woul d say perhaps the nost intensive -- and
certainly the nost econom cal planni ng was done at
the very beginning. Anyone who was around it -- |
think I know Virginia renenbers this.

| think it was the sunmer of 2002, none of us
ever got outside. W did planning. W produced a
very nice plan -- that was the unani nous rejection
of recommendations to the Water Pl anni ng Counci
group were not accepted. So that was back then.

But |1'm | ooking at the thousands of hours and
into the mllions of dollars that we' ve spent
pl anni ng since 2001. And what has changed in
terns of what happens on the ground? Certainly,

fromthe point of view of protecting natural
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wat ers, practically nothing has changed.

The changes that are sort of pending are
changes that have cone -- they may never happen,
but at |east they're actionable that have cone
fromcitizen action groups |ike the Shepaug Ri ver
advocates, |like the advocates in Bloonfield. And
t hey' ve gone to the Legislature, and they've gone
to the courts. But what's com ng out of the Water
Pl anni ng Council that is changing anything that we
do?

We have a nultitude of plans that are not
necessarily consistent. | was further inspired by
Lori Matthew asking, what is Connecticut's water
policy? | think she neant for drinking water, but
where is it witten? How do we know what it is?

Oh, we didn't get around to making that
clear. How many years? How many hours? | think
the cost benefit analysis, we would not get a good
gr ade.

I n going through one of the technical
revisions, | took a | ook at what, you know, | went
back to the original state water plan statute,
because it was right there. And | didn't even
recogni ze it as a statute, because we're so far

away from having worked on it.
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The first one is, they shall design a unified
pl anni ng progranm ng budget. Do we have a unified
pl anni ng progranm ng budget ?

| know that the science is lacking. W're
still trying to get a water budget. The science
in the state water plan did not get us down to the
actual planning units, which are the subregional
wat er sheds, because they didn't have the tine.

And if we wanted to get the science and the data
to look at the planning units, the subregional
units, they had other software for us to buy.

One of mne that | noticed in there was the
setup and conflict resolution process. That
shoul d be sinple. The Aquarion diversion, ideal
to be the kind of thing; you don't want to spend a
fortune on | awers and goi ng to adjudicati ons.

At | east you could attenpt -- attenpt
negoti ation and reconciliation before going. |
don't say it should be required, but | think it
woul d have saved both sides nobney and naybe
shar pened up the argunents on both sides.

My question is, one reason | don't think --
we keep spinning our wheels and not really naking
change, not addressing the problem not changi ng

anything of the problens we've all identified, is
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there is really nobody in charge. There's not a
| ead, adm nistrative |lead or a | ead agency.

You all have identified in the water plan
that the Water Planning Council is not a unit.
You are three separate agencies, and when
sonething like the dispute of the Aquarion
diversion -- and | have a few others in m nd that
are com ng along -- nobody says, oh, let's goto
the Water Pl anning council and see what they say
about this.

You know, you go to CEQ before you go to
Wat er Pl anni ng Council .

So ny urging -- at least you had told nme not
to be so negative. It's only 20 years -- seeing
her behind nme -- and in 2023 we have a chance to
update the state water plan. Well, | think, oh ny
God.

Kurt Westphal, by the way, told ne he had
never worked in a state that had so nmany pl ans,
whi ch on paper are all supposed to be consi stent
wi th each other.

So we have an opportunity in 2023 to update
the plan. Thank you, Alecia, for that rem nder.
| can't wait -- but let's please identify three or

four things that absolutely need to get done.
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Even wi th drought planning, we've sort of inproved
sone aspects of it. But everybody agrees, it's
not organi zed between the utilities, the towns,
the State. That's still a catch-as-catch-can from
town to town.

So there are at least three or four -- | know
Dan Law ence at the WUCCs are working on it, but
nobody knows what the WUCCs do. Nobody can read
their plans. They're inconprehensible to the
aver age person.

At any rate, please -- | hope that we'l|l
identify a few things. They've already been
Identified one way or another in the water plan.

And try to get change. Try to have a clear
policy, a plan, sonmething that people can read
and, you know, understand -- and that's not that
easy, but it could be sinpler than what we have
now, and identify sone steps for actually doing
sonet hi ng, which wll probably require bunping
heads and will require soneone who will have to
say to people like nme or people |ike David Radka,
my friend, sorry. You' re not getting what you
want here. This is what we're going to do. This
iIs what the State needs, whatever.

Sol wll send a neno outlining sonme of the
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data on sone of the information | was putting into
this speech, and also what | noticed in the state
wat er plan that we haven't done -- and hope that
we can pick up the pace of change, because we are
actually, in terns of water quality and water
security, our headwaters are a ness. They're

unpr ot ect ed.

W're not making -- we're not doi ng what we
shoul d be doing as a water planning council, but
the Legislature will be winding up. So we can fix

It all over the sunmer.
That's ny speech of concern from an exhausted
pl anner. Thank you for your attention.

THE CHAI RMAN. Thank you, Margaret. | just want to
respond to you. | nean, one of the things that |
certainly amfrustrated as a utility regul ator
Is -- you're right. W do aterrible job
educating the public.

PURA has finally -- over the |ast six nonths
we have a website, we have a twtter account. W
have a Facebook. When we do a decision we have Q
and A's after the decision.

And we spend all this tinme and noney on
wat er, gas, electric, tel ecomunications, cable,

but we don't really get out there in an effective
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way to the public. | can't agree with you nore.

But we did spend a mllion bucks on a plan.
The Water Planning Council did get involved, if
you renmenber, with the whole sale of the quarry in
New Britain. | think that we were very
responsi bl e for stopping that whol e process.

We got involved with the whole dil emma they
had up in UConn in terns of interconnection. |
think we were very nuch a part of that process.

But |Iike you said, we don't have the
| egislative teeth right nowto do it, and it's
sonet hing we could | ook at noving forward. |
think we have the four nmain agencies. W have the
advocacy group. W have everybody here to do it,

but it's just how we do it.

MARGRET M NER:  You have the right people in the room
THE CHAIRVAN:  It's just how we -- |I'mnot disagreeing

w th you.

MARGRET M NER Okay. Thanks, Jack.
THE CHAI RVAN:  Anybody el se?

(No response.)

THE CHAI RMAN. Now our next neeting on the agenda said

July 1st, but it should be --

67




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

LORI MATHI EU. Jack, can | make a comment? Maybe j ust
alittle coment?

THE CHAI RVMAN: Very briefly, Lori, because | need to
get to a taping really soon. So nmake a brief
coment .

Lori, can you nmake a brief comment?

MARGRET M NER. He's teasing you.

LORI MATHI EU. So | renenber the years, Margaret, and
Jack, before the WUCC was done that you would ask
nme tinme and tine again, when is the WUCC going to
get acconplished? What's the status of the WICC?

And now that there is a WUCC pl an, maybe what
we need to do -- because there is a beautifully
well written two-page docunent that summarizes the
whol e t hi ng.

And then there's another 10-pager that
M| one & MacBroom and our col |l eague Dave
Mur phy -- who we all | ove very nuch because he's
such the expert -- wote a beautiful 10-page
docunent which in Septenber, if everyone's so
willing, |I can explain the WIUCC process to the
world in about 20 m nutes.

Because the list of the top ten itens that
are needed across the state for water supply are

I n that WUCC pl an, the anount of investnent that
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I's necessary to fix sonme of the major problens
that we have -- and | would love to talk to
anybody about what those are and how to sol ve sone
of these probl ens.

So any tinme, Margaret, | think in Septenber.

MARGRET M NER.  Ckay.

LORI MATHI EU:  Jack, there's ny one mnute. So thank
you for that.

MARGRET M NER Okay. Lori and Jack, the inportant
thing is to be in touch with the public when the
public cares. Wen they don't care about
sonething, when it's not on their horizon they
don't want general educati on.

There has to be a good way to connect with
t hem when there's sonething they care about and
then be able to explain to them you know?
Preferably catch themup as early as possible, but
t hen --

LORI MATHIEU. | agree with you. | agree with you, and
that's the chall enge of good brisk communi cati on.

MARGRET M NER  Yeah.

LORI MATHIEU:. And also | would say what's m ssing from
this proffer are chief elected officials, town
pl anners, zoning officials, inland wetl ands,

chairs who don't know anyt hi ng about wetl ands and
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get no education on it before they're in charge.

MARGRET M NER: | know.

LORI MATHIEU. | think they are mssing that boat. Not
every decision nmaker is here. Not every decision
maker is here. |If we had nore decision nmakers
here who cared, then that would be -- we would we
woul d be able to get the word out nore to nore
peopl e, you know?

MARGRET M NER  That's true.

LORI MATHI EU. W' re mssing that |ocal input, so --
anyway, thank you.

THE CHAI RMAN: But you're absolutely right, Lori.

Lori, you have to have the council of governnents
and the first selectnen, and the mayors and the
peopl e that chair these |ocal inland wetl ands,
whi ch you're been involved wth for many, many
years.

The nmeeting is July 6th, not July 1st.
That's on our calendar. There was a typo on this
report.

LORI MATHI EU. July 67

THE CHAIRVAN:  July 6 is the next neeting.

VIRA NIA de LIMA: Very, very, very quickly? Lori,
heard back from M ke. The real estate agent

person who was there said that there were no
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drastic concerns, and that the public health
out wei ghed any concerns. And he did not feel
there woul d be a problem

THE CHAI RVAN.  Ww.

LORI MATHI EU:. Put that in witing. Put that in
witing. Good. Thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN.  Good work, Virginia.

LORI MATHI EU. Excellent. Very good.

Al right. Mrgaret, this could be one of

our nost inportant passes.

THE CHAIRVAN:  Graham your hand is raised, G ahan?

GRAHAM STEVENS: Oh, sorry. That's ny enoji for
clapping for the realtors.

THE CHAI RMAN: Anyone el se wish to address us? | don't
want to cut anybody off here. No other public

coment ?

(No response.)

THE CHAIRVAN:  |If not, do we have npotion to adjourn,
pl ease?
MARTI N HEFT: So noved.
LORI MATHI EU:  Second.
THE CHAI RVAN:  Mbtion nmade and seconded. All those in

favor.
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THE COUNCI L: Aye.
THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you very nuch.
Have a great 4th of July.

(End: 3 p.m)

Be saf e,

everyone.

72




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

CERTI FI CATE

| hereby certify that the foregoing 72 pages are a
conpl ete and accurate conputer-aided transcription of
my original verbatimnotes taken of the Regular Meeting
of the WATER PLANNI NG COUNCI L, which was held before
JOHN W BETKGCSKI, 11, CHAI RVAN, and PURA
VI CE- CHAI RVAN, vi a tel econference, on June 1, 2021.

Robert G Di xon, CVR-M 857
Notary Public

BCT Reporting Service

55 Whiting Street, Suite 1A
Plainville, CT 06062

73




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

| NDEX
VOTES TAKEN
( Unani nous Approval)
Descri ption
5/4/"' 21 Transcript Approval

Adj our nnment

TOPI CS OF DI SCUSSI ON
DESCRI PTI ON
M Sotos: Energy Cap, anal ytics, agency plans
Wat er plan, inplenentation update, survey
Wat ershed | ands | egi sl ative process
Private wells, realtor question
Pl unbi ng codes neeting

Dr ought wor kgr oup updat e

Lf. blowers, plan; M Mner: info, consistency

Real tor answer: no drastic concerns

Page

71

PAGE( s)
4- 25
26- 42
43- 48
48- 51
52-53
53
54-70
71

74




	Original ASCII
	AMICUS file


�0001

 01  

 02  

 03  

 04                      STATE OF CONNECTICUT

 05                    DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY AND

 06                    ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

 07              PUBLIC UTILITIES REGULATORY AUTHORITY

 08  

 09                  STATE WATER PLANNING COUNCIL

 10  

 11         Regular Meeting held Via Teleconference on

 12  June 1, 2021, beginning at 1:35 p.m.

 13  

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

 15                JOHN W. BETKOSKI, III, CHAIRMAN,

 16                     and PURA VICE-CHAIRMAN

 17  

 18  

 19  

 20  

 21  

 22  

 23  

 24  

 25  

�0002

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

 02  WATER PLANNING COUNCIL MEMBERS PRESENT:

 03       MARTIN HEFT (OPM)

 04       LORI MATHIEU (DPH)

 05       GRAHAM STEVENS (DEEP)

 06       DANIEL MORLEY (OPM Alternate)

 07  

 08  ALSO PRESENT:

 09       DENISE SAVAGEAU

 10       VIRGINIA de LIMA

 11       ALICEA CHARAMUT

 12       DAVID RADKA

 13       MARGARET MINER

 14       JOSH CANSLER

 15       KAREN BURNASKA

 16       MARY SOTOS

 17  

 18  COUNCIL STAFF:

 19       LAURA LUPOLI

 20  

 21  

 22  

 23  

 24  

 25  

�0003

 01                       (Begin:  1:33 p.m.)

 02  

 03  THE CHAIRMAN:  So why don't we call this meeting of the

 04       Water Planning Council to order?  The first order

 05       of business will be the approval of the May 4th

 06       transcript.  Do I have a motion to approve?

 07  LORI MATHIEU:  So moved.

 08  THE CHAIRMAN:  Second by Graham?

 09  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Second.

 10  THE CHAIRMAN:  Seconded by Graham.  Any questions?

 11  

 12                         (No response.)

 13  

 14  THE CHAIRMAN:  All those in favor signify by saying,

 15       aye.

 16  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

 17  THE CHAIRMAN:  The transcript is approved.

 18            I'm delighted this afternoon we're going to

 19       have a presentation by Mary Sotos from the

 20       Department of Energy and Environmental Protection.

 21       I will ask Graham to introduce her.

 22            Mary, it's great to see her.  She was my

 23       colleague over here at 10 Franklin square for

 24       quite a number of times.  So it's great to see her

 25       again, and she's going to share some exciting
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 01       information with us this afternoon.

 02            So Graham, I'm going to turn it over to you

 03       for an introduction.

 04  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Thanks so much, Jack.

 05            Yeah, really happy to have Mary join us at

 06       the Water Planning Council today to walk us

 07       through some of the ongoing outcomes that are

 08       coming up from Executive Order One.

 09            Obviously, we'll continue to see some

 10       significant conservation efforts, learn some

 11       lessons with respect to managing such a large

 12       portfolio, and how to really dig into some of

 13       these case and site-specific issues that we have

 14       uncovered.  And you know Mary is a great expert in

 15       conservation of water as well as, many of you

 16       know, energy as well.

 17            So we're really pleased that she's here today

 18       to give us some insights into how the State is

 19       tackling some water conservation issues.  So Mary,

 20       thank you very much for agreeing to chat with us

 21       today.

 22  MARY SOTOS:  Thanks Graham, and I appreciate the

 23       introduction.  And yeah, happy to be here today

 24       and talk to you a little bit about the progress

 25       that we've made since, I think, maybe the last
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 01       time I checked in with this group.

 02            So let's see if I can share my screen.  I

 03       have a few slides which hopefully will be a good

 04       visual for some of the data that we've been

 05       collecting.

 06            Okay.  So the initiative that I'm here to

 07       talk about, we've put under the umbrella of

 08       GreenerGov.ct, building on our history of

 09       lead-by-example work.  So this work tries to

 10       encompass all sustainability operational

 11       initiatives within the executive branch.  So

 12       that's 29 agencies within Connecticut, but also to

 13       be leveraging work that's already been done by

 14       institutions of higher education in Connecticut as

 15       well as municipalities.

 16            So I would welcome the input of this group if

 17       you can identify things, and what you see that

 18       we're doing across the executive branch that you

 19       think could be enhanced by better, you know,

 20       additional partnerships with other institutions --

 21       yeah, we're trying to take the lead by example and

 22       collaboration part of the initiative to heart.

 23            So just as a refresher, Governor Lamont's

 24       first Executive Order set up the three goals to

 25       apply to executive branch agencies, the first time
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 01       we've had concrete environmental targets that

 02       every agency is expected to meet.  All of these

 03       targets are tied to outcomes in 2030, but the

 04       executive order also asked the steering committee

 05       which is DAS, OPM, and DEEP, to think about

 06       interim targets.

 07            So this is the big picture of what we want

 08       for 2030, but there may be some milestones along

 09       the way that can help us be better on track to

 10       meet these goals.  And if, hopefully as you see

 11       some of the trends in this presentation, if there

 12       are opportunities to strengthen some of these

 13       goals or to make more targeted specific actions,

 14       or subareas that we think could be -- yet again

 15       could help us accelerate the achievement of these

 16       goals.

 17            So just a quick recap of greenhouse gas

 18       emissions, so that's going to be all the energy

 19       that's used in state buildings as well as state

 20       vehicles.  Water reduction is 10 percent from

 21       FY-20 which you'll see in a moment we've adjusted

 22       that to FY-19 to better capture pre-COVID levels,

 23       and a reduction in waste generated.

 24            So that's the big picture of what we need,

 25       but the first step of this initiative that I think
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 01       we shared a little bit last time is just the huge

 02       hurdle of getting data.  So if you have the target

 03       that says you need to reduce a certain percentage

 04       from a baseline, first you need the baseline.

 05            So what we've done is we're using a software

 06       solution called Energy Cap.  So that allows every

 07       executive branch agency for all of their

 08       facilities to basically aggregate and upload every

 09       type of utility invoice that they receive.  So

 10       whether that's electric, natural gas, water or,

 11       you know, we've been starting to customize this

 12       for other types of commodities that have an

 13       environmental impact that we would also want to

 14       track.

 15            So I wanted to give a recognition to the team

 16       that's been building this at DEEP.  So that's

 17       Rose, Nancy and Ryan here.  They've just been

 18       outstanding working with agencies to just create

 19       this significant data infrastructure to allow for,

 20       again creating the baseline, but also to make it a

 21       tool that agencies can actually use along the way.

 22            So what this does is this allows, basically

 23       allows us to put together all the information

 24       about energy use.  It calculates the impact from

 25       that.  So one unit of energy has a certain type of
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 01       carbon emissions, whether it's tied to the grid or

 02       tied to a fuel.  So this software allows us to

 03       calculate all of that.

 04            Putting together the water baseline, which

 05       we've been doing over this past year, has proven a

 06       little bit challenging in part because agencies

 07       have been mostly operating outside the office this

 08       past year.  So getting paper bills, having someone

 09       go into the office, scan those bills, have them

 10       uploaded has put us back a little bit in terms of

 11       the overall initiative.

 12            But we've been able to work with many of the

 13       utilities to streamline more of that data so that

 14       it can be essentially automatically uploaded.  So

 15       we've been able to do that through Eversource and

 16       United Illuminating, and several of our water

 17       utilities are also in conversations with us about

 18       creating a similar system to help us do this with

 19       a little bit more -- a little less effort on the

 20       part of agencies, and more focus on the types of

 21       analytics.

 22            So once you've collected all that data, what

 23       does it show us?  The biggest insight that we had

 24       from this effort was the three fish hatcheries

 25       that DEEP operates account for the vast majority
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 01       of water that's drawn and used by state agencies.

 02       And I think folks inside DEEP probably had an

 03       instinct about that.  And so I want to give credit

 04       to Doug Hoskins who kept pushing us to get

 05       additional data, better data from those

 06       hatcheries.

 07            The folks who are operating those facilities

 08       on the ground had excellent records.  The

 09       challenge was just bringing it again into a form

 10       that could be translated here, and put into the

 11       context of all of the water that's used across,

 12       again, 29 different agencies.  So that's our

 13       biggest impact by a long shot.

 14            After that, unsurprisingly we would be

 15       looking at our department of correctional

 16       facilities.  These are very resource-intensive

 17       operations, and they've already identified many

 18       upgrades to those facilities, and they've been a

 19       major point of capital investment in terms of this

 20       initiative over the last year.

 21            So we're hoping to see some additional

 22       reductions in water use just through more

 23       efficient appliances, fixtures, stuff that we know

 24       the technology, we know the intervention.  We just

 25       need to fund it and scale it up.
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 01            And then after you get past those two

 02       agencies the rest becomes, you know, I think

 03       mostly you'll see a mix of commercial buildings

 04       and resident.  You know Department of

 05       Developmental Services also has residential group

 06       homes, so we have some different residential

 07       focused initiatives for that as well.

 08            But this is our -- yeah, this is our snapshot

 09       from FY-20, and I think that should give us a

 10       place to start being able to track progress over

 11       time.

 12            And speaking of which, the difference between

 13       FY-19 when we more or less started this, this type

 14       of data collection, and then this past year where

 15       we've captured, again FY-20 will get you about the

 16       first half of last year.  So the first portion of

 17       the tele-work and COVID response, we saw water

 18       usage go down significantly.

 19            This is not surprising.  These are

 20       commercial.  Again once you get past those two

 21       biggest impacts, there are commercial facilities

 22       that you know are going to have a strong

 23       correlation between occupancy and water usage.  So

 24       I think what this tells us is, you know -- right?

 25       According to this we've more or less passed the
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 01       10 percent reduction that would be required by

 02       2030.  However the type of, you know, significant

 03       remote work that we've seen this past year is not

 04       necessarily the operational plan for the next ten

 05       years.

 06            So we know that just reducing occupancy is

 07       not the only strategy, obviously, to help us meet

 08       those goals.  So we're trying to work with

 09       agencies to understand in a more specific way,

 10       particularly for those commercial facilities,

 11       office buildings, what their usage patterns really

 12       were, how many people have been in the office.

 13            Now that we have a return-to-the-office

 14       vision from the Governor.  We're going to be very

 15       interested to see how that does change water usage

 16       on a more regular basis.

 17  ALICEA CHARAMUT:  Mary, can I ask a question while

 18       we're on that slide?

 19  MARY SOTOS:  Yeah.

 20  ALICEA CHARAMUT:  So I know that fisheries did some

 21       extensive work on some of the wells, I believe it

 22       was at the Quinebaug hatchery, and I can't

 23       remember which fiscal year that was done in

 24       because all the years seem to be bleeding together

 25       right now.
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 01            But could that work that has already been

 02       accomplished account for some of this reduction

 03       that we're seeing here?

 04  MARY SOTOS:  That is a good question.  I wasn't aware

 05       of any major Quinebaug work that was done in this

 06       time period, but I'll tee up a little bit later

 07       some of the projects that they have been sort of

 08       in the planning phase, and we hope to be a major

 09       point of investment in the future.

 10            But I don't know if there's anyone else on

 11       the call from DEEP who would know a little more

 12       specifically any trends in that time period over

 13       the last two years.

 14  GRAHAM STEVENS:  I can't think of anything.  I

 15       know that there are, like you alluded to, Mary,

 16       some big projects planned on going forward, but I

 17       can't think of anything.

 18  MARY SOTOS:  Yeah.  But again, it's a great question

 19       and our goal is now that we have all this data in

 20       one place, to try and -- I mean, not only for us

 21       sort of in a big-picture way to try and draw some

 22       of these insights, but to also make it usable and

 23       hopefully actionable for facility managers, for

 24       agencies who are, again, looking to -- how are

 25       they going to meet these goals to be able to
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 01       get -- to drill in a little bit more for each of

 02       the sites to understand, what are the trends

 03       happening at the site?

 04            What can we attribute that to?  What types of

 05       projects would help us sustain a lower usage going

 06       forward?

 07            So with that in mind I'm going to highlight

 08       two tools or initiatives I think that we've been

 09       trying to focus in on the water side.  So one is a

 10       behavioral campaign called Fix a Leak Week --

 11       well, I guess, behavioral and sort of minor

 12       infrastructure.

 13            We basically asked agencies to volunteer to

 14       participate in this initiative, that it's a

 15       national initiative that EPA sponsors/promotes.

 16       So there's a checklist of different ways to spot

 17       water waste, and I think they've designed it to be

 18       pretty, pretty user friendly.  You know you don't

 19       need to be the most expert engineer to be able to

 20       go through these steps.

 21            So we've had four agencies volunteer to

 22       participate in this.  You'll see that two of them

 23       are quasi-public agencies, so not technically part

 24       of the 29 that are required to be a part of

 25       Executive Order One, but we're really appreciative
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 01       that we -- again, we've designed this so that we

 02       have a letter participation from other folks as

 03       well.

 04            And essentially it's like, when you run these

 05       things you hope that there's the value at the end

 06       of the day, and in this case there definitely was.

 07       We estimated, or the agencies estimated that there

 08       were over 400 gallons of water that were

 09       essentially being wasted each day due to leaks.

 10       And Department of Corrections, again the largest

 11       contributor to that.  A lot of old infrastructure

 12       and lots of opportunities to make those kind of

 13       small repairs.  So this was positive.

 14            I think our goal would be to expand

 15       participation in future years so that more

 16       agencies can see the value of identifying these.

 17            And then the other tool is something that our

 18       water project teams -- so this is a team that's

 19       assembled of volunteers and issue area experts

 20       across the executive branch who are interested in

 21       water and want to help work on these types of

 22       water strategies to meet the goals.

 23            They put together essentially a sort of

 24       customized water audit form.  And so this is sort

 25       of building on some of the small things that you
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 01       might find in a fix-the-leak approach, but much

 02       more systematic throughout an entire building, you

 03       know, identifying water that's used on different

 04       meters, going through more of the systems, the

 05       types of fixtures, and just being able to identify

 06       where there are opportunities for things to be

 07       upgraded.

 08            So they put together the form.  We've had

 09       some agencies pilot tested.  So we're taking that

 10       feedback looking for additional ways to simplify

 11       it, but really our goal here is to make water

 12       auditing of a facility standard practice.

 13            I think on the energy side this is a very

 14       well-developed, I would say, sort of industry.

 15       It's a tool.  You know it's like an energy

 16       conversation is going to start with an energy

 17       audit where you look at all the different systems

 18       in the building, and that's your basis for

 19       identifying the most strategic investments.

 20            So we really wanted to have a counterpart for

 21       that on the water side.  Hopefully in the next

 22       year we'll develop a third counterpart for the

 23       waste side so that agencies again can just have

 24       this insight into where the opportunities lie.

 25            And then I did also want to highlight the
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 01       Quinebaug project, which again you'll see --

 02       because that is our, one of our biggest sources of

 03       water use in the Executive branch.  The team at

 04       DEEP who manages this, this great resource, has

 05       been identifying some opportunities to make both

 06       improvements to the wells, but also it's a much

 07       broader type of project.

 08            So it's a whole recirculation system that I

 09       think this has been a concept for a while.

 10       Pinning down the exact budget for how much

 11       something of this significance for cost has taken

 12       a bit of time, but we've more or less, I think,

 13       honed in on what types of things need to be done,

 14       where the funding is hopefully going to come from.

 15            And again, if this one project -- if we're

 16       able to implement it in the next few years would,

 17       again compared to an FY-19 baseline, get us at

 18       least halfway to the FY-30 goals.

 19            So again -- that, again that's a major

 20       infrastructure project.  A lot of these other

 21       behavioral trends in our commercial facilities I

 22       think we'll be tracking closely to see how those

 23       trends also change over time, but this is one of

 24       our, sort of, keystone projects for water

 25       reduction.
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 01            And then in terms of how all these different,

 02       the data, the strategies, the tools and hopefully

 03       the funding, how all of that comes together will

 04       be in these annual agency sustainability

 05       performance plans.

 06            So these are something we ask every agency to

 07       put together where we basically summarize all of

 08       the impact data; so all of their water use, energy

 09       use, greenhouse gas emissions in one place.  And

 10       we give agencies their sort of space for them to

 11       describe progress on projects that they have

 12       already been working on, or that they committed to

 13       in the prior year and then what their vision is

 14       for the upcoming year.

 15            So it's a way to be more transparent with the

 16       public and with folks in their own agencies about

 17       what they're planning to do.  And I think

 18       particularly we've seen for some of the younger

 19       folks who are coming into state service,

 20       sustainability is a significant value.  It's a

 21       priority.  They're very interested to know what

 22       their agencies and their facilities are doing to

 23       be more sustainable.

 24            So we hope that these reports are a way to

 25       communicate that, and also a way for agencies to
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 01       be accountable.  Because we know sustainability --

 02       while we're really excited about it, it's not

 03       every agency's first priority.  They have many

 04       other things that they're balancing all the time,

 05       and we know from working with agencies it can be

 06       hard to figure out how to prioritize these types

 07       of ongoing, whether it's behavioral

 08       infrastructure, operations and maintenance, just

 09       keeping folks engaged on this.

 10            So I'll show you.  I think I have a link to

 11       where all of the reports are.  So you can, you

 12       know, if you're interested in any particular

 13       agency and how they're performing compared to

 14       other agencies, we have all of that on our

 15       website.

 16            And I think just as a quick highlight, the

 17       reports from this past year really, obviously

 18       we're able to show how agencies have been

 19       grappling with working remotely, what that means

 20       for their operations, what that means for

 21       sustainability, how they're going to be using

 22       state assets.

 23            So a number of agencies were reflecting in

 24       this past year's report that they hope to continue

 25       to hold virtual meetings, use it as an opportunity
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 01       to reassess some of their, whether it's their

 02       occupancy in certain buildings, how they use state

 03       vehicles, the role of tele-work as a regular

 04       practice.

 05            But I think on the water side, there were

 06       also some public health interventions that also

 07       had a water connection.  So hands-free sensors was

 08       something that came up a lot.  And I think any

 09       time we're thinking about these other trends, I

 10       think we're trying to add to the lens of, how

 11       would making these changes impact water use?

 12            How are there ways to achieve some of the

 13       public health goals that we have while also

 14       advancing some of our conservation efforts?

 15            So those are some of the things that we're

 16       thinking about.  And again, now that we have a

 17       return-to-the-office date we really want to make

 18       sure that we're engaging agencies in thinking

 19       about, I guess, embodying sustainability in some

 20       of the tools that we have as part of that return.

 21            So we have a few ideas on how we're going to

 22       do that, but stay tuned on how that goes.

 23            And this is the website.  And yeah, happy to

 24       answer any other questions and point you to some

 25       of the other resources we have.
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 01  THE CHAIRMAN:  Mary, thank you very much.  I know there

 02       was some chat during your presentation.  So can

 03       people get a copy of those reports and the

 04       checklist on this website?

 05  MARY SOTOS:  Yes.  Yes, it should be under agency

 06       resources -- is where we have any of the tools,

 07       documents, things that we ask agencies to use.  We

 08       should have copies of them there.

 09  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you so much.  And I can tell you

 10       here at 10 Franklin Square, as you walk around the

 11       building we have hands-free urinals.  We have

 12       hands-free toilets.  We have hands-free towel

 13       dispensers.  We have all new lighting.  So people

 14       are going to be in for a big surprise when they

 15       come back here on July 1st.

 16            So thank you.  It was a great presentation.

 17            Any questions for Mary from the Council or

 18       for people?

 19            Denise Savageau has a question?

 20  DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Yeah, just quickly.  I was wondering

 21       in terms of the water use if you have any

 22       information on outdoor water use?  Obviously, we

 23       have a lot of buildings, and in a commercial

 24       context there's a lot of water use inside.  So

 25       that's really, really important.
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 01            But from leadership, if you're looking at

 02       outdoor water use and how we irrigate lawns on

 03       state property?

 04  MARY SOTOS:  Great question.  Let's see if I can scroll

 05       back to it.  The water audit form that we have --

 06       so this one does have, like, if you were to keep

 07       paging through this little screenshot that I have,

 08       it does have a section to estimate the water

 09       that's actually used for outdoor irrigation.

 10            So we to identify that as -- or at least it's

 11       one of the things we would ask agencies to

 12       identify as part of understanding its overall site

 13       water use.  And we have a few ideas on how, I

 14       guess, as sort of a broader planning, how can we

 15       help promote low-water use landscaping or more

 16       permeable pavement, other things that we know are

 17       part of the picture for both reducing water use

 18       and runoff, and some of the other effects that we

 19       want to avoid.

 20            I think the question is, as you might expect,

 21       once we get to that level then we start looking

 22       at, well, what are the operational requirements

 23       for state agencies when it comes to those

 24       services?  How much flexibility do agencies have

 25       to influence the design of their properties?
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 01            Many agencies, many agencies own their own

 02       properties, but about 15 or so percent of the

 03       commercial side of the executive branch, really

 04       when you think of office buildings, about

 05       15 percent of those are owned and operated by DAS.

 06       So they also have tenant agencies who will be

 07       occupants in those.

 08            So part of the conversation is, well, who?

 09       Who gets to control how things are planted, what's

 10       planted?  How much irrigation is used?

 11            But we did have a chance to operationalize a

 12       little bit of that last year during the drought

 13       advisory.  We actually sent a communication to all

 14       executive branch agencies and facility managers to

 15       ask them to curtail water use during that sort of

 16       height of the drought period.

 17            So we do always have that, that tool as well,

 18       but it's sort of like you want to avoid getting to

 19       that place if you can reduce the usage through

 20       planning.

 21  DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Thank you.

 22  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other questions?

 23  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I have a question Jack.  This is

 24       Virginia.

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  Sure.
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 01  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Mary, was there any attempt to split

 02       out consumptive water use?  I'm thinking

 03       particularly of the fish hatcheries, and I'm

 04       guessing that at least in some cases the source is

 05       surface water, and then the water is returned to

 06       the surface water source.  And I would see that

 07       differently than something that is more

 08       consumptive.

 09            Was there any look at that water?

 10  MARY SOTOS:  Good question.  I think the folks at DEEP

 11       who work most closely with those resources, they

 12       do have a more nuanced way to describe that water

 13       use.  So that's actually a good point.  That could

 14       be something we reflect a little bit more in

 15       our -- yeah, in how we calculate and present that.

 16            So yeah, I think we'll take that back for

 17       some additional thought.

 18  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  And another curiosity question.  I

 19       know your focus was on state water use, but with

 20       the reduction in water use of the state agencies

 21       because people were working from home, has anybody

 22       looked at the corollary increase in domestic water

 23       uses for those people at home and see how that

 24       balances out?

 25  MARY SOTOS:  Yeah, we have been trying to estimate
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 01       essentially the change in residential usage for

 02       water, energy, vehicle miles traveled, you know,

 03       as a way, and sort of allocate that to the

 04       number -- and this is sort of a high-level

 05       estimation, like, the number of state employees

 06       who are working from home and the changes in those

 07       things over basically the last year sort of how

 08       much we can attribute to folks working at home.

 09            So yes, that's some analysis that we're

 10       trying to get at a high-level, because, yeah.  I

 11       agree.  I think that that would tell a fuller

 12       picture, let's say, of what's really happening.

 13       And I think the analogy is that, like I've worked

 14       on greenhouse gas emissions and corporate

 15       sustainability prior to this role.

 16            And we saw in the era where many companies

 17       were outsourcing particular parts of their, sort

 18       of, their business model -- you know it's like the

 19       initial look says, oh, we've reduced our emissions

 20       because we're no longer responsible for X or Y

 21       manufacturing activities.

 22            You say, well, but they're still part of your

 23       supply chain.  They're still part of how you

 24       accomplish your organizational goal.  So there

 25       should be some way of taking some type of
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 01       responsibility for those impacts even if they're a

 02       little bit more indirect or less within your

 03       control.  So that's something we're looking at, is

 04       sort of at a philosophical level, like what

 05       responsibility does the state public sector have

 06       for the impacts, environmental impacts that take

 07       place when folks are working from home?

 08            We know the impacts when they're working at

 09       an office, or at a field site, but it's that those

 10       impacts totally go away when folks do the work at

 11       a different location.

 12            So I think the flipside of that is like with

 13       good state policy; you have things, you have tools

 14       and strategies that can help address residential

 15       needs.  Whether it's a residential home energy

 16       audit, incentives to do upgrades and

 17       weatherization at home, I think Connecticut is in

 18       a really good place for some of those solutions.

 19            But yeah.  But we're trying to figure out how

 20       do we -- yeah, how do we capture that, the

 21       tele-work impact as part of this initiative?

 22  THE CHAIRMAN:  And thank you, Mary.  Any other

 23       questions for Mary?

 24  

 25                         (No response.)
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 01  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thanks very much for taking the time.

 02       I'm sure we'll have you back in to give us a

 03       progress report.  And we appreciate you being with

 04       us today, Mary.  Thank you.

 05  MARY SOTOS:  Yeah, my pleasure.  And thank you for the

 06       great questions and ideas.  I always learn a lot

 07       and will have good, good ideas to bring back to

 08       the group.  So thank you.

 09  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  And we're in full compliment

 10       now.  Mr. Martin Heft has joined us.  So let's

 11       move on in the agenda.  I don't believe there's

 12       any correspondence.  Let's go on to the state

 13       water plan.

 14            Virginia, Dave?

 15  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Okay.  Well, as you all know we have

 16       two topical subgroups that have been working.  The

 17       group looking at the water quality of domestic

 18       wells has completed their work.  Their

 19       recommendations, as we've discussed before are to

 20       include uranium and arsenic in the required

 21       analytes for new wells, and also to include those

 22       two elements as well as the regular suite, the

 23       whole suite of analytes that is used for new wells

 24       in all real estate transactions.

 25            So they have completed the report.  They have
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 01       given it to the advisory group, and we will be

 02       discussing it at our next meeting which will be

 03       next week.

 04            And then as you all know, the process is that

 05       we will share it with the Water Planning Council

 06       advisory group so they can advise us on any

 07       unforeseen consequences, asking questions like,

 08       does this make sense?  Will it work?

 09            And when we have heard back from them and

 10       perhaps incorporated any issues that they have

 11       come up with, we'll pass it along to you folks for

 12       final approval.  So that group has done an

 13       excellent job and I commend Mike Dietz and

 14       everybody working on that for their thorough and

 15       efficient process.

 16            We also have the group that was looking at

 17       the 2016/2017 drought.  They plan to get us their

 18       final report by our next meeting next week.  So

 19       after we've had a chance to take a look at it and

 20       gone through the same process I just mentioned for

 21       the water quality and domestic well group we will

 22       pass that along to you as well.

 23            The other issue that came up that maybe

 24       Alecia will be mentioning in the Water Planning

 25       Council advisory group report is that there was a
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 01       request for some kind of follow-up survey from the

 02       rates workshop that the Alliance for Water

 03       Efficiency ran back in March.

 04            As I mentioned to you before, in speaking

 05       with Mary Ann Dickinson she said that they were

 06       not planning to do it, but there was a request for

 07       such a followup, and a small group of people

 08       volunteered to work together to produce some

 09       follow-up survey questions that presumably would

 10       be done anonymously.

 11            Because some of the issues that we would like

 12       to hear about is asking whether or not they plan

 13       to take advantage of the Alliance for Water

 14       Efficiency rates model, which is available to, not

 15       only the participants, but to everybody on the

 16       website -- whether they plan to use it, and if

 17       not, why not?  And that's feedback that would be

 18       important both for our work, and also ultimately

 19       for the Alliance itself.

 20            Dave, anything you want to add?

 21  DAVE RADKA:  Nothing at this time.  Thank you,

 22       Virginia.  Was there questions for me from the

 23       Commission?

 24  LORI MATHIEU:  I have a question Jack, if I might?

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  Sure.
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 01  LORI MATHIEU:  So Virginia and Dave, for the private

 02       wells sub team, was there anyone there from the

 03       home builders association or the real estate

 04       groups?

 05  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I believe yes, they were identified

 06       as part of the group.  I don't know how regularly

 07       they attended.  Dave, do you know anything more

 08       about that?

 09  DAVE RADKA:  I believe the real estate representative

 10       attended more frequently.  I'm not sure who they

 11       may have had from the home builders association.

 12  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  But those groups were reached out

 13       to -- if that's the right word -- when they put

 14       the group together, because it was recognized that

 15       those important voices need to be in the

 16       discussion.

 17  DAVE RADKA:  And I believe they were also on the e-mail

 18       distribution list.  So even if they hadn't

 19       attended meetings, they should have been receiving

 20       material.  And Mike's group is very good about

 21       recording video and audio, and then also doing a

 22       brief summary of all the meetings and discussion.

 23            To your point, Lori, it was acknowledged by

 24       at least the real estate rep later on in the

 25       process that this likely would be a -- I don't
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 01       want to say contentious issue, but it would

 02       certainly be an item of discussion within the

 03       industry if it was to be moved forward.

 04  LORI MATHIEU:  I'm just curious.  Were they asked for

 05       their opinion during the process?  And did they

 06       provide any input when they had the opportunity to

 07       provide that input?

 08  DAVE RADKA:  To that same point, yes, I believe they

 09       were allowed -- they were certainly allowed the

 10       opportunity to participate and provide input.

 11            Because as I said, there was at least one

 12       meeting where the real estate rep said, all right.

 13       By the way, they may have supported it themselves

 14       personally, but they also wanted the group to

 15       recognize that this would likely be an issue of,

 16       again of some discussion within the broader

 17       industry.

 18  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  And sort of to the broader point,

 19       just to remind you all that the implementation

 20       workgroup decided at the very beginning of the

 21       process that, though we would acknowledge

 22       potential logistical and political roadblocks, we

 23       felt that it was our job to make recommendations

 24       that the group thought were appropriate

 25       recommendations.
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 01            And that then you folks, or the whole

 02       political process would do with those

 03       recommendations as they saw fit.

 04  LORI MATHIEU:  Are their recommendations part of this

 05       document that you'll be sharing with us?

 06  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Oh, yes.  Absolutely, and also the

 07       background of how they reached the conclusions

 08       that they did.

 09  LORI MATHIEU:  No, I'm saying the dissenting

 10       recommendations?  Are the dissenting -- will they

 11       be included?  And will those be noted in any way?

 12  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I have not read the document myself.

 13       I would guess that they probably are, but I don't

 14       know that for sure.

 15  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, the reason why I asked, we tried

 16       this years ago.  Something passed about 15 years

 17       ago for about 6 months, and then it got detracted.

 18       So we know that there's a significant concern, but

 19       I really wish that these groups would tell us what

 20       their significant concern really was.

 21  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Understood.

 22  LORI MATHIEU:  I'd love to see it in writing.  I'd like

 23       to have it documented.  I'd love to have a

 24       conversation about it.  You know it's one thing to

 25       say, we're really going to have a problem with
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 01       this.

 02            And it's another thing to say, well, what is

 03       your problem?  How can we work together to try to

 04       address your problem now instead of having a fight

 05       in the Legislature where you know how those things

 06       go?  Right?  You never can tell.  You never can

 07       tell.  Right?

 08            I don't want to waste the time of everybody's

 09       expertise for somebody just to come in after at

 10       the last minute and say, I was never involved.

 11       They never asked me my opinion.  Yeah, I was

 12       involved but, boy, they never asked for my

 13       opinion.

 14            You know those kinds of things are important

 15       so that we can document the fact that they were

 16       involved.  They were included.  They really didn't

 17       speak up.  They didn't give us their comments.  I

 18       wish that they would, because I've heard the same

 19       thing.

 20            Informally, I never see what the absolute

 21       concerns are.  Is it the cost to the homeowner?

 22       Is it the unknown?  What is it?  What is the

 23       concern?  You know, banks -- banks want to know.

 24       Mortgage companies want to know what the water

 25       quality is in that private well.  You know human
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 01       beings should also want to know what they're

 02       drinking and putting in their body.  Right?  For

 03       themselves and their families.

 04            So I really, really would love to have that

 05       document have at least something in it that talks

 06       and speaks to the fact that these groups who were

 07       included, involved, invited and what did they tell

 08       us?  That's all.

 09  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Yeah, understood.  Thank you for

 10       that, Lori.

 11  LORI MATHIEU:  Good work.  I look forward to seeing it.

 12  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Anything else?  Any other

 13       questions for Virginia?  Comments?

 14  MARTIN HEFT:  Mr. Chair?

 15  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes?

 16  MARY SOTOS:  So just an update on the drought

 17       workgroup, because I still haven't seen a report

 18       yet?

 19  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  We expect to get the report before

 20       our next meeting next week and we'll take a look

 21       at it, run it through the advisory group to see if

 22       they have any input to it and pass it along to you

 23       folks.

 24  MARTIN HEFT:  Okay.  Thank you.

 25  DAVE RADKA:  Just, Martin, I don't know if you heard,
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 01       but they have finalized all of their

 02       recommendations.  They had finalized them probably

 03       a good month ago.  There are myriad

 04       recommendations.  As we've talked about, some have

 05       already been adopted by your group and other

 06       agencies.

 07            So there will be in the report a note of

 08       that, that it may have been adopted in whole or in

 09       part at this point.  But at this point they're

 10       simply just trying to finalize their overall

 11       report, which is quite lengthy, to make sure that

 12       it passes muster with everyone.

 13            But the recommendations themselves, they're

 14       in full agreement.  As I said, you should be

 15       getting it before our meeting next week.

 16  MARTIN HEFT:  Okay.  Thank you for the update.

 17  THE CHAIRMAN:  Virginia, David, is that it for your

 18       group?  Virginia, David, all set?

 19  DAVE RADKA:  All set.  Thank you.

 20  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much for your work.

 21            Alecia, Josh?

 22  ALICEA CHARAMUT:  So the new news from the advisory

 23       group is that we have gotten feedback on the

 24       outline for the white paper on source water

 25       protection.  We will be sending around to the
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 01       advisory group as well as the other groups and

 02       networks working on source water protection

 03       essentially a sign-up to help draft sections of

 04       that white paper.

 05            So I will be sending that around probably

 06       early next week or later this week to give folks

 07       an opportunity to sign up to draft pieces of that

 08       so it's not all on the advisory group's shoulders.

 09            So we'll be sending it to the agencies, to

 10       everyone on this group, again to the other circles

 11       that are working on source water protection to

 12       give everyone an opportunity to help out with

 13       that.

 14            We also sent around essentially a workplan

 15       for the solar siting stakeholder group.  There are

 16       some things that still need to be fleshed out.  We

 17       will have a small group working on that going

 18       forward.  We'll be sending that back up to the

 19       Water Planning Council for you guys to take a look

 20       at, because what we really need going into this is

 21       some strong policy stances on what we would like

 22       to see to help protect water through the solar

 23       siting process.  So you'll be seeing that probably

 24       in the next month or two, probably the month after

 25       next.
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 01            And I think Virginia covered the issue of the

 02       survey.  I don't have anything to add to that.

 03            Although, Virginia, I think you did say you

 04       were going to check in with Mary Ann one more

 05       time.  Am I waiting?  Are we going to wait for

 06       that, or are we just going to go ahead and press

 07       forward?

 08  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I have not yet checked with Mary

 09       Ann.  I was planning to do that just out of

 10       courtesy before we did it, and I can certainly do

 11       that in the next day or two.

 12  ALICEA CHARAMUT:  Okay.  Thank you.

 13            And did I forget anything, Josh?

 14  JOSH CANSLER:  No, that covers it.

 15  LORI MATHIEU:  Jack, I have a question, if I might?

 16  THE CHAIRMAN:  Sure.

 17  LORI MATHIEU:  I was trying, trying last week to catch

 18       up with Denise to talk about the emphasis of the

 19       source water protection outline, which I started

 20       looking at last week.  And so I asked my staff if

 21       they had input, and they can't quite recall.

 22            So could I ask what the intent of the paper

 23       is?

 24  DENISE SAVAGEAU:  You want me to take that, Alecia?

 25  ALICEA CHARAMUT:  Yes, go ahead, Denise.
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 01  DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Okay.  So I had asked the Water

 02       Planning Council advisory group and/or the state

 03       water plan implementation team to look at source

 04       water protection.  There were several reasons why

 05       this kept coming up.  One was the work of the

 06       Governor's Council on Climate Change, where there

 07       was a lot of emphasis on source water protection

 08       and what we needed to do there.

 09            Another piece was the work that the watershed

 10       lands group was doing, and they were focused on

 11       this but they were, you know, had some very, very

 12       specific things.  They were focused, but it became

 13       obvious with some of that discussion that not

 14       everyone was looking at source water protection

 15       and what we needed to do.

 16            And so I took a look at the state water plan,

 17       and actually in some of the implementation actions

 18       in the state water plan it talked about that we

 19       needed to have a look at the federal -- the

 20       Drinking Water Act as well as the Federal Clean

 21       Water Act, and make a comparison between those in

 22       terms of, okay.  What does one require?  What does

 23       the other require?  How do they complement each

 24       other?

 25            So putting all of those together, it was
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 01       obvious that we need to look at source water

 02       protection, and how we could make sure that some

 03       of the work that we're doing overlaps and

 04       complements each other.

 05            And so as we were talking about how to get

 06       this done, Virginia and Alecia came up with, let's

 07       do a white paper.  And the intent of the white

 08       paper is to say, here's what these two acts are.

 09       Here's what the State is doing.  Here is what all

 10       of the Water Planning Council agencies are doing

 11       in terms of source water protection -- and then to

 12       see if there are any gaps.

 13            We know that the lead for source water

 14       protection is the Department of Public Health.

 15       But there's a lot -- there's a big role for all of

 16       the other agencies in source water protection.  So

 17       when you talk about source water protection, let's

 18       say you're talking about drought, and OPM takes

 19       the lead there.  While you're talking about

 20       drought and taking the lead, you know, that's a

 21       quantity issue.  And how do we protect our source

 22       water during drought?

 23            Obviously, DEEP has a huge a huge position

 24       and role to play in source water protection with

 25       their part of the Clean Water Act.  And that's,
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 01       again how does the Safe Drinking Water Act and how

 02       do the Clean Water Act complement each other?

 03            And so the idea was supposed to take a look

 04       at that and say, then how do these programs, when

 05       we're talking about source water protection, work

 06       together?  And again, to identify any gaps and how

 07       we can best support source water protection moving

 08       forward looking at the work that the source water

 09       collaborative is doing as well as some others.

 10            And you know one of the reasons I am

 11       extremely involved is that USDA and NRCS has, in

 12       the farm bill, has identified source water

 13       protection is a major effort that needs to take

 14       place.  So we've been working on that.

 15            And we're also looking at the initiatives

 16       nationally that's coming to the forefront, and

 17       that's about one water.  And that's about looking

 18       at that.  You know we can't separate out source

 19       water and drinking water supplies with, let's say,

 20       waters going into Long Island Sound or whatever.

 21       We have to recognize it's all one water -- and how

 22       does it interrelate?  And that's the other thought

 23       process with source water protection.

 24  LORI MATHIEU:  So I guess when I look at that outline,

 25       I don't get all of that.  And I wanted to tie it
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 01       back to the pieces and parts that are in the state

 02       water plan and there's -- there's parts in

 03       different -- on page 5-8, there's different

 04       pieces.

 05            And so I guess I would I would ask that you

 06       look back, because part of it was to look at the

 07       current laws, the current policies, but I can't

 08       find it right now -- but there is a specific

 09       pathway, I believe, that speaks to specifically

 10       source water protection for drinking water

 11       supplies.

 12            And there was a recognition to look at

 13       policies, federal, state, local, regional laws and

 14       that's specific to drinking water.  So that's all,

 15       Denise, that I wanted to chat with you about, and

 16       there definitely are gaps.

 17            You know there used to be a strong policy

 18       that said that we protected our drinking water

 19       supplies under a multi-barrier approach.  That

 20       doesn't exist anymore, I don't think, but that's

 21       something that we should look at, is the state C

 22       and D plan.

 23            We should look at current policies.  We

 24       should look at current laws.  We should look at --

 25       and that's, I would like to tie it back to the
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 01       state water plan and work toward that end, to

 02       implement another area that we knew was

 03       important -- but thank you for that.

 04            So I did give you my comments, and I don't

 05       know if you're going to be able to address them.

 06  DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Yeah.  So I think that there's, you

 07       know, anything that comes in, we put the draft out

 08       as how to look at the report and kind of the

 09       chapters of the report.  The idea being that if

 10       someone comes up with something, it's kind of --

 11       the outline was kind of, if you will, almost like

 12       how we expect to tackle the report, almost like a

 13       table of contents.

 14            Prior to developing that, I had actually sent

 15       a letter to Alecia and Virginia and I forwarded

 16       that letter to you so that you saw that's where

 17       that came from.  If other folks haven't seen that,

 18       I can certainly make sure that we get that

 19       forwarded.

 20            I actually looked and saw that Bruce Wittchen

 21       had sent it around -- or actually thought he had

 22       sent it around, because it says, here's Denise's

 23       letter.  But when I clicked on it, it had a missed

 24       link.  It wasn't linked up to the right document.

 25       So we'll make sure that everybody gets a copy of
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 01       that original letter, because that -- that informs

 02       the outline.

 03            And I guess what I would say about the

 04       outline is we would not expect it to be a static

 05       document.  If there's something missing or if

 06       there's something that, hey, this doesn't really

 07       fit, we expect it to be a working outline, not set

 08       in stone.

 09  LORI MATHIEU:  So is it specific to drinking water, or

 10       not?

 11  DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Source water protection?  Yes,

 12       specific to drinking water.

 13  LORI MATHIEU:  All right.  Thank you.

 14  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Anything else.

 15            We're all set, Alecia, Josh?

 16  ALICEA CHARAMUT:  We're all set.  Thank you.

 17  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Let's move on to

 18       WUCC update.

 19            Lori?

 20  LORI MATHIEU:  I don't have anything new from my staff.

 21       We did have an implementation meeting on May 19.

 22       It went well.  The breakout groups are up and

 23       running and focusing on their areas.

 24            And again, the meetings are open to the

 25       public.  And when I see more details from my staff
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 01       I will forward it along so that everyone can see

 02       them as an outcome of those meetings.

 03            So I hope that you're all taking advantage of

 04       the fact that these meetings are open, and you can

 05       come and participate.  And again, I'll share with

 06       you the details when I get them from my staff.

 07       That's all I have, jack.

 08  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

 09            Watershed lands workgroup, we're going to

 10       hear from Alecia and Josh today -- or Josh.

 11  ALICEA CHARAMUT:  I'm going to send another reminder to

 12       Alley to move that back under the water planning

 13       advisory group.  There's no specific report on

 14       that at this point.  Is that correct, Karen?

 15  KAREN BURNASKA:  No, just one addition I would make --

 16       that it is not.  I think it should fall under the

 17       WPCAG report.

 18            I just wanted to let you know -- and I see

 19       Margaret is on also -- that the watershed lands

 20       group are Margaret and I, for the group, are

 21       continuing to review the legislative process of

 22       approving the conveyance of lands to make certain

 23       that, not only legislators, but the public are

 24       aware that transfers of land often -- or have in

 25       the past and will continue to be source water or
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 01       aquifer protection Lands.

 02            And concern that that information be made --

 03       or is available, not only in the wording of the

 04       legislation, but that people of the public and

 05       legislators are aware of this land being proposed

 06       for transfer.

 07            And I see Margaret is there, and I'll let you

 08       continue if you've got anything.

 09  MARGRET MINER:  No -- yes, hi.  That's pretty much it.

 10       We submitted some testimony on the conveyance act

 11       just pointing out some of the basics that we're

 12       missing from a public point of view, like what did

 13       we pay for this land?  And what are we going to

 14       get for it?

 15            But also pointing out that there's little --

 16       well, actually no information on the natural

 17       resources, the water resources.

 18            I wanted to -- I think I've mentioned it

 19       before, but there is legislation out there which

 20       went through GAE unanimously -- and I've mentioned

 21       the bill.  But it actually transfers much of

 22       the -- it transfers the Properties Review Board

 23       over to under the Legislature, under the

 24       administration of the Legislature.  And it

 25       broadens its review with respect to all agency
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 01       lands and what they can, what they're doing, what

 02       they can do.

 03            It becomes much more of a true administrative

 04       agency, not just a review -- or let's say, a

 05       review with more teeth, not an after-the-fact

 06       review, which is what they mostly do now.

 07            I found it extremely surprising that the

 08       executive branch would want to cede this much

 09       authority over -- state-owned properties over to

 10       the Legislature.  However, I understand some of

 11       the advocacy behind it from the Governor's office.

 12       From the point of view of tracking state land, who

 13       owns it, what's happening to it, how is it being

 14       conveyed.

 15            This certainly changes the landscape, and I'm

 16       surprised there's been so little comment.  The

 17       properties review board, with whom I've

 18       communicated in the past very freely, hasn't been

 19       responsive -- but I don't blame them.

 20            I said, where are you?  And am I

 21       congratulating you?  What's going on?  And

 22       understandably, they may not know what's going on.

 23            So, I hope that OPM can perhaps clarify this

 24       as -- maybe as it develops to see how it does

 25       change things.  But to me the Legislature already
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 01       has considerable powers in the regulatory realm

 02       where, let's say, DEEP and DPH usually; in most

 03       states they don't have to pass every single

 04       regulation through the Legislature.

 05            And now it appears to me that the Legislature

 06       is going to have more authority with respect to

 07       state owned properties.  So, I'm a little

 08       concerned that the separation of powers is

 09       blurring.  And in particular, we have to keep an

 10       eye on watershed land properties.  Who owns them?

 11       Where are they, and who do we talk to now?

 12            So that's my sideline sidebar on our

 13       watershed lands concerns.

 14  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Margaret.  Any questions for

 15       Margaret.

 16  MARTIN HEFT:  Margaret, do you have the bill number for

 17       that?

 18  MARGRET MINER:  I think I've given it to you, and I've

 19       testified on it.  And I don't have it right in

 20       front of me --

 21  MARTIN HEFT:  That's no problem.  I was just going to

 22       look it up to see what the status was.  I can.

 23       I'll try to find it.  Thanks.

 24  MARGRET MINER:  Yeah, it went through GAE unanimously.

 25  KAREN BURNASKA:  It is six-five-seven-seven.
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 01  MARGRET MINER:  Thank you.

 02  MARTIN HEFT:  Thanks.

 03  KAREN BURNASKA:  And there was a considerable amount of

 04       testimony.  In fact, they even pulled in from OPM,

 05       Martin, in opposition to it; the Connecticut Land

 06       Conservation Council, from Forests and Parks

 07       Association, and From the Department of

 08       Agriculture.

 09            And I wish I had the status of it also.  I

 10       did look.  We're at six-five-seven-seven.

 11  MARGRET MINER:  So I assumed when I first read it that,

 12       of course, OPM -- but I read the bill before I

 13       looked at the vote.

 14            I thought, well, of course the Governor won't

 15       like this.  Then I looked at the unanimous vote,

 16       and I thought, hmm.  Maybe somebody in the

 17       Governor's office does like this.  So that was my

 18       confusion, and that's the situation now.

 19            And I thank you for looking up where it is,

 20       because I was trying to.

 21  KAREN BURNASKA:  And Martin, let me correct myself.  It

 22       wasn't OPM.  I was looking right at you on the

 23       screen.  It was DAS who submitted testimony in

 24       opposition.  It wasn't OPM, Martin.

 25  MARTIN HEFT:  No, that's fine.  Right now the bill is
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 01       still waiting it's table for the house calendar,

 02       so we don't -- there's no action on it at this

 03       time yet, so.

 04  THE CHAIRMAN:  Maybe it will just be tabled during the

 05       week, Margaret.  They've got a lot of work to do.

 06  MARGRET MINER:  Well, I'll take a look.  I mean, the

 07       Department of Agriculture -- aside from some

 08       environmental groups, the Department of

 09       Agriculture, I believe the Department of

 10       Corrections, and of course the Connecticut

 11       Lottery.

 12            There was quite a range of stakeholders who

 13       complained, and it didn't seem to make -- cause a

 14       ripple in the politics, but maybe at this point

 15       people will have slowed down and think about it a

 16       little more.

 17            I'll try and track it and see if we can do

 18       anything helpful to -- what do they say these

 19       days?  For clarification.  What are you doing?

 20            I'll try to track it.

 21  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.

 22            Lori, the private wells update?

 23  LORI MATHIEU:  Private wells, let's see.  I await the

 24       report from the private well group with a lot of

 25       anticipation.  And for us, you know we have a
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 01       small program within the Department of Public

 02       Health, and private wells are regulated directly

 03       by local health.

 04            We would really like to -- we're going to

 05       take a very long hard look at, now that it's June,

 06       we start coming up with concepts for the next

 07       legislative session and during this month.

 08            And so this is one thing that's under

 09       consideration by us, is to move forward with some

 10       minimal protection mechanisms for private wells.

 11       So that's why I'm very excited to hear about your

 12       report, and it would be even more exciting if I

 13       saw that there was some active representation from

 14       some of the opposition groups.

 15            And we'd love their input directly, because

 16       we know we will get opposition -- but for private

 17       wells we're excited to see the report and move

 18       something forward.  Even if it doesn't even make

 19       it out of our department, you know the information

 20       that we've been able to pull together working with

 21       the USGS that we hope to present on, I think not

 22       next month, but the month after in August to this

 23       group will be impactful.

 24            And I'm glad the inclusion of uranium and

 25       arsenic is an important factor.  And the science

�0050

 01       behind what USGS was able to put together with my

 02       team is important.  So more to come on private

 03       wells.

 04            And you know the emphasis on trying to put

 05       together the data system is also very important as

 06       well.  And you know we continue to work on that

 07       every day.  And also there's some interesting

 08       projects that are coming up.  The uranium and

 09       arsenic project has brought up some interest on

 10       behalf of the Council of Governments and some

 11       municipalities do want to do more with testing of

 12       their private wells in their communities for the

 13       benefit of their citizens.

 14            So more to come, and I'm very excited to see

 15       this report when it's ready.  And I can't wait to

 16       work with all of you on it.  So thank you.

 17  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Lori, since I spoke before I've

 18       looked in the report itself, and there was a

 19       representative from the real estate association

 20       who was an active participant in it.  I've also

 21       left a message for Mike passing along your

 22       question and your concern.

 23  LORI MATHIEU:  Great, thank you.

 24  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Lori.  Do you want us to put

 25       on the agenda about the water conservation and
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 01       fixtures?

 02  LORI MATHIEU:  What?  I couldn't hear you, Jack.

 03  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I can't hear you.

 04  THE CHAIRMAN:  Can you hear me now?

 05  LORI MATHIEU:  Barely.

 06  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  A little bit.  A little bit.

 07  THE CHAIRMAN:  Can you hear me?

 08  LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Speak up.

 09  THE CHAIRMAN:  You wanted something about water

 10       conservation fixtures on the agenda?

 11  LORI MATHIEU:  Oh, I did.  Yes.

 12  THE CHAIRMAN:  So what would you like to talk about?

 13  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I know that I don't want to forget

 14       about it.

 15  THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, we're not forgetting about it.  We

 16       said we were going to work on it between now and

 17       the next session.

 18  LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.

 19  THE CHAIRMAN:  We're not forgetting about it.  Graham

 20       and I had a meeting, as you know, with DAS and

 21       Consumer Protection about looking at legislation

 22       for next year.

 23            So you just said they're coming up with

 24       concepts for next year, so I imagine that that

 25       would be one of the things we'll be looking at
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 01       based upon some of the information that came out

 02       of the whole Mary Ann Dickinson thing.

 03  GRAHAM STEVENS:  DCP, I imagine depending on how things

 04       go, with recreational marijuana will certainly

 05       have a lot on their plates.  But certainly the

 06       Water Planning Council might be able to provide

 07       them with some assistance -- but time will tell.

 08  LORI MATHIEU:  So our colleagues at DAS last month

 09       published the plumbing codes, as they are apt to

 10       do.  There they adopt the international plumbing

 11       codes from time to time, and they just went

 12       through that public process in May.

 13            We've reached out to them and plan to chat

 14       with them about the changes and how it affects our

 15       work, but it strikes me as an opportunity because

 16       it's DAS, that through the state building

 17       inspector that moves these things forward.

 18            So I don't know if it's worthwhile for us to

 19       chat with DCP and DAS, and our four agencies to

 20       talk this through this month so that we might tee

 21       up a proposal that all of us might be able to live

 22       with for the summer.

 23  THE CHAIRMAN:  It's fine with me.

 24            If we can get a meeting set up?

 25  LORI MATHIEU:  Sure.
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 01  THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham and Martin, are you okay with

 02       that?  We'll have to notice the meeting.

 03            And Graham, you seemed -- the last time you

 04       facilitated, Graham.  Could I delegate that to you

 05       to set up a meeting, please?

 06  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Absolutely, I'd be happy to.

 07  THE CHAIRMAN:  And again, it would probably be

 08       obviously after next week, because we've got a lot

 09       going on.

 10            But Lori, you're correct.  I mean, because

 11       before you know it we'll be getting our

 12       legislation submitted to OPM and the governor's

 13       office, so we should move on this now.

 14  LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  Good.  Excellent.  Thank you.

 15  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.

 16            And finally, drought workgroup update?

 17  MARTIN HEFT:  Thank you.  Good afternoon, everybody.

 18       So with the recent rainfall it's been adequate to

 19       restore a lot of our drought indicators at the

 20       moment.  We are not having a June meeting this

 21       Thursday.  It has been canceled, noticed one hour

 22       earlier today.

 23            Also we're still awaiting, as I mentioned

 24       earlier, the report so we can finalize changes

 25       that we're looking at in the drought plan in order

�0054

 01       to move things forward.  So that kind of is on

 02       hold it right now.  So that's the update I have

 03       for the interagency drop workgroup.

 04  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

 05            Any questions for Martin?

 06  

 07                         (No response.)

 08  

 09  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Any new business?

 10  

 11                         (No response.)

 12  

 13  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any public comment?

 14  IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  Yeah.  Hi, I have a public

 15       comment.

 16  THE CHAIRMAN:  Sure.

 17  IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  So I have a question.  Because

 18       spring started and everybody is working from home,

 19       the leaf blowers are making a lot of noise.  And

 20       the City of New Haven, we're looking into

 21       legislation to prohibit the gas leaf blowers.

 22            And I thought it was just a noise problem,

 23       but apparently it's a pollutant.  And I wanted to

 24       know if the watersheds are protected from garden

 25       equipment and from leaf blowers.
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 01            And there's a there's a report that I found

 02       in an article that is reporting from the EPA from

 03       1997, that a lot of gasoline is spilled into the

 04       ground, and it's significant.  I was not aware of

 05       it.

 06            So I wanted to know if this is on anybody's

 07       radar, and if anybody checked this?

 08  THE CHAIRMAN:  I'm going to defer to Lori Mathieu on

 09       that.  The Department of Public Health.  Are you

 10       checking on that?

 11  IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  And this is also under the realm

 12       of prevention, prevention of water pollution.

 13  THE CHAIRMAN:  Right.  Maybe either, I guess, Graham or

 14       Lori?

 15  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Yeah, I'd be happy to speak to that to

 16       some extent.

 17            So certainly DEEP does engage in spill

 18       prevention as well as spill response.  Now certain

 19       businesses are required by law to have spill

 20       prevention plans, but many of the uses that you're

 21       speaking to, I believe, would be for either

 22       personal use, or small enough contractors that may

 23       not be required to have a spill prevention plan.

 24       But certainly DEEP does engage at the national

 25       level and the regional level on device
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 01       requirements with respect to gasoline.

 02            So you might have noticed over the past

 03       several years if your gas can -- if you had to go

 04       and buy a gas can recently, that there's a lot of

 05       new apparatus on there, which actually in my

 06       opinion maybe causes more spilling than it

 07       prevents, but it really was designed, I think, to

 08       prevent vapor losses.

 09            So we do get engaged in those discussions,

 10       but that's more at a national level with respect

 11       to container standards for gasoline.

 12            When I used to work for a contracting company

 13       they had the spill can.  Now I think it's more of

 14       a vapor issue -- but I think you bring up a good

 15       point.  Certainly -- maybe one thing we could look

 16       at is trying to incentivize the purchase of

 17       battery operated equipment.  Certainly that has

 18       become a more viable alternative for residential

 19       use.  Commercial, maybe not quite as much.

 20            So this is one of those issues where you know

 21       we need to look to ourselves to change some of our

 22       behavior.  And DEEP does work on campaigns to try

 23       to promote elimination of, or reduction of

 24       pollution to the environment or eliminating the

 25       possibility of spills or how extensive they can
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 01       be.

 02            So you bring up a really good point and

 03       something I'll bring back to our waste team to see

 04       if there's any campaign that they have in the

 05       works in advance of the mowing season, which is,

 06       besides my lawn, is already firmly in place as you

 07       can all hear in the background.  Which goes to

 08       also fertilizing lawns.  Right?

 09            So that's something that's Lori and I talk

 10       about a lot.  And you know the less you fertilize

 11       the better the grass you have.  If you do water,

 12       if you water it properly, and if you are planting

 13       seeds that are more drought resistant, then maybe

 14       you won't be cutting as much and maybe you won't

 15       be using those small engines as often.

 16  IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  So can I just quote the number

 17       that is in this article?

 18  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Please.

 19  IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  So the United States refuels their

 20       leaf blowers and lawnmowers; they spill

 21       approximately 17 million gallons of gasoline onto

 22       the ground each summer, gas that seeps into the

 23       water -- okay?  And that goes on.

 24            And to put that into comparison, they

 25       compared it to the Exon Valdez oil spill from 1989
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 01       that dumped 11 million gallons into the Prudhoe

 02       Bay -- the crude, near Alaska.

 03            So I'm just giving the numbers.  So it's true

 04       that these are -- it's spread all over the United

 05       States.  It's not in one place, but you know, if

 06       people use that in their lawn -- I don't know if

 07       it's significant if somebody spills one gallon

 08       near his well, if that's significant or not.  I

 09       just don't know, because it --

 10  GRAHAM STEVENS:  It absolutely is significant.  And you

 11       know it's a good point.  I actually worked on a

 12       case where -- I think it was in Canton where

 13       someone was selling their home and they had put

 14       the home on the market.  They wanted to get it

 15       nice, nice and clean and ready for showings.

 16            They had a problem starting their lawn mower.

 17       They flipped over the lawnmower to work on the

 18       blade, emptied the gas and the mower by mistake

 19       and they knocked out their well, and two or three

 20       neighbors' wells.

 21            And that wasn't discovered until the

 22       transaction had occurred because the sample had

 23       already been collected.

 24            And to Lori's point, you know a potability

 25       test, it does not require analysis for chlorinated
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 01       solvents or for gasoline compounds; no benzene,

 02       toluene, xylene.

 03            So yeah, we definitely are aware that even

 04       little spills can cause big problems, and that's

 05       something that we should really look at.  So I

 06       appreciate you bringing that to us.  Trying to

 07       make people aware that it's important to be safe

 08       with your gas, and if you do spill it, to clean it

 09       and how best to do that.

 10  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I have un-muted briefly to

 11       underscore Iris's point.

 12  GRAHAM STEVENS:  I hear.  I hear.  I wonder why we all

 13       have low level headaches all day.  With the

 14       noises, it's terrible.  I cut my lawn when I do,

 15       on the weekends.  I don't have a service, so I

 16       guess my neighbors are mad that I'm cutting my

 17       lawn on the weekends when they have contractors

 18       cut it during the week.

 19  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Any other public comments this

 20       afternoon?

 21  MARGRET MINER:  I did, Jack.  It's Margaret.

 22  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, please.

 23  MARGRET MINER:  I'll send a memo, but it's really going

 24       over a comment that I made in the Water Planning

 25       Council advisory group, which started to get my
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 01       attention with the Aquarion diversion.

 02            What caught my attention was that the people

 03       concerned who are well educated, community

 04       involved people, none of them understood or had

 05       any familiarity -- and I'm not sure they easily

 06       could have.

 07            I said, well, have you spoken -- is it in the

 08       WUCC plan?  Have you spoken to your council of

 09       governments?  Have you seen the utilities water

 10       supply plan?  That would help you to understand

 11       where these ideas are coming from.

 12            Let me include legislators in people that

 13       aren't familiar with these plans and have

 14       difficulty, difficulty drawing information from

 15       what they hear.

 16            There was one man who wrote a very good

 17       letter to the -- Peter McGuinness to the

 18       Connecticut Post.  And he made a serious effort.

 19       He wanted to talk about the diversion and water

 20       planning versus housing planning.

 21            But he made a serious effort to go in.  On

 22       his own he found WUCC plans.  He could not exactly

 23       understand what they were, but he found them and

 24       he commented.  He commented on the number of

 25       plans.
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 01            And when I talk to people and I said, well,

 02       could you look at the plan?  There's the WUCC

 03       plan.  There's the water supply plans.  There's

 04       OPM's overall plan.  There's a state water plan.

 05       There are DPH rules that apply to water planning.

 06            There's separate drought plans in different

 07       municipalities, and different utilities have

 08       different plans.  These plans, I can tell you

 09       having worked on quite a few of them, are not

 10       necessarily consistent.  And it led me to think on

 11       our 20th anniversary of doing planning, and I

 12       would say perhaps the most intensive -- and

 13       certainly the most economical planning was done at

 14       the very beginning.  Anyone who was around it -- I

 15       think I know Virginia remembers this.

 16            I think it was the summer of 2002, none of us

 17       ever got outside.  We did planning.  We produced a

 18       very nice plan -- that was the unanimous rejection

 19       of recommendations to the Water Planning Council

 20       group were not accepted.  So that was back then.

 21            But I'm looking at the thousands of hours and

 22       into the millions of dollars that we've spent

 23       planning since 2001.  And what has changed in

 24       terms of what happens on the ground?  Certainly,

 25       from the point of view of protecting natural
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 01       waters, practically nothing has changed.

 02            The changes that are sort of pending are

 03       changes that have come -- they may never happen,

 04       but at least they're actionable that have come

 05       from citizen action groups like the Shepaug River

 06       advocates, like the advocates in Bloomfield.  And

 07       they've gone to the Legislature, and they've gone

 08       to the courts.  But what's coming out of the Water

 09       Planning Council that is changing anything that we

 10       do?

 11            We have a multitude of plans that are not

 12       necessarily consistent.  I was further inspired by

 13       Lori Matthew asking, what is Connecticut's water

 14       policy?  I think she meant for drinking water, but

 15       where is it written?  How do we know what it is?

 16            Oh, we didn't get around to making that

 17       clear.  How many years?  How many hours?  I think

 18       the cost benefit analysis, we would not get a good

 19       grade.

 20            In going through one of the technical

 21       revisions, I took a look at what, you know, I went

 22       back to the original state water plan statute,

 23       because it was right there.  And I didn't even

 24       recognize it as a statute, because we're so far

 25       away from having worked on it.
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 01            The first one is, they shall design a unified

 02       planning programming budget.  Do we have a unified

 03       planning programming budget?

 04            I know that the science is lacking.  We're

 05       still trying to get a water budget.  The science

 06       in the state water plan did not get us down to the

 07       actual planning units, which are the subregional

 08       watersheds, because they didn't have the time.

 09       And if we wanted to get the science and the data

 10       to look at the planning units, the subregional

 11       units, they had other software for us to buy.

 12            One of mine that I noticed in there was the

 13       setup and conflict resolution process.  That

 14       should be simple.  The Aquarion diversion, ideal

 15       to be the kind of thing; you don't want to spend a

 16       fortune on lawyers and going to adjudications.

 17            At least you could attempt -- attempt

 18       negotiation and reconciliation before going.  I

 19       don't say it should be required, but I think it

 20       would have saved both sides money and maybe

 21       sharpened up the arguments on both sides.

 22            My question is, one reason I don't think --

 23       we keep spinning our wheels and not really making

 24       change, not addressing the problem, not changing

 25       anything of the problems we've all identified, is
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 01       there is really nobody in charge.  There's not a

 02       lead, administrative lead or a lead agency.

 03            You all have identified in the water plan

 04       that the Water Planning Council is not a unit.

 05       You are three separate agencies, and when

 06       something like the dispute of the Aquarion

 07       diversion -- and I have a few others in mind that

 08       are coming along -- nobody says, oh, let's go to

 09       the Water Planning council and see what they say

 10       about this.

 11            You know, you go to CEQ before you go to

 12       Water Planning Council.

 13            So my urging -- at least you had told me not

 14       to be so negative.  It's only 20 years -- seeing

 15       her behind me -- and in 2023 we have a chance to

 16       update the state water plan.  Well, I think, oh my

 17       God.

 18            Kurt Westphal, by the way, told me he had

 19       never worked in a state that had so many plans,

 20       which on paper are all supposed to be consistent

 21       with each other.

 22            So we have an opportunity in 2023 to update

 23       the plan.  Thank you, Alecia, for that reminder.

 24       I can't wait -- but let's please identify three or

 25       four things that absolutely need to get done.
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 01       Even with drought planning, we've sort of improved

 02       some aspects of it.  But everybody agrees, it's

 03       not organized between the utilities, the towns,

 04       the State.  That's still a catch-as-catch-can from

 05       town to town.

 06            So there are at least three or four -- I know

 07       Dan Lawrence at the WUCCs are working on it, but

 08       nobody knows what the WUCCs do.  Nobody can read

 09       their plans.  They're incomprehensible to the

 10       average person.

 11            At any rate, please -- I hope that we'll

 12       identify a few things.  They've already been

 13       identified one way or another in the water plan.

 14            And try to get change.  Try to have a clear

 15       policy, a plan, something that people can read

 16       and, you know, understand -- and that's not that

 17       easy, but it could be simpler than what we have

 18       now, and identify some steps for actually doing

 19       something, which will probably require bumping

 20       heads and will require someone who will have to

 21       say to people like me or people like David Radka,

 22       my friend, sorry.  You're not getting what you

 23       want here.  This is what we're going to do.  This

 24       is what the State needs, whatever.

 25            So I will send a memo outlining some of the
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 01       data on some of the information I was putting into

 02       this speech, and also what I noticed in the state

 03       water plan that we haven't done -- and hope that

 04       we can pick up the pace of change, because we are

 05       actually, in terms of water quality and water

 06       security, our headwaters are a mess.  They're

 07       unprotected.

 08            We're not making -- we're not doing what we

 09       should be doing as a water planning council, but

 10       the Legislature will be winding up.  So we can fix

 11       it all over the summer.

 12            That's my speech of concern from an exhausted

 13       planner.  Thank you for your attention.

 14  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Margaret.  I just want to

 15       respond to you.  I mean, one of the things that I

 16       certainly am frustrated as a utility regulator

 17       is -- you're right.  We do a terrible job

 18       educating the public.

 19            PURA has finally -- over the last six months

 20       we have a website, we have a twitter account.  We

 21       have a Facebook.  When we do a decision we have Q

 22       and A's after the decision.

 23            And we spend all this time and money on

 24       water, gas, electric, telecommunications, cable,

 25       but we don't really get out there in an effective
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 01       way to the public.  I can't agree with you more.

 02            But we did spend a million bucks on a plan.

 03       The Water Planning Council did get involved, if

 04       you remember, with the whole sale of the quarry in

 05       New Britain.  I think that we were very

 06       responsible for stopping that whole process.

 07            We got involved with the whole dilemma they

 08       had up in UConn in terms of interconnection.  I

 09       think we were very much a part of that process.

 10            But like you said, we don't have the

 11       legislative teeth right now to do it, and it's

 12       something we could look at moving forward.  I

 13       think we have the four main agencies.  We have the

 14       advocacy group.  We have everybody here to do it,

 15       but it's just how we do it.

 16  MARGRET MINER:  You have the right people in the room.

 17  THE CHAIRMAN:  It's just how we -- I'm not disagreeing

 18       with you.

 19  MARGRET MINER:  Okay.  Thanks, Jack.

 20  THE CHAIRMAN:  Anybody else?

 21  

 22                         (No response.)

 23  

 24  THE CHAIRMAN:  Now our next meeting on the agenda said

 25       July 1st, but it should be --
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 01  LORI MATHIEU:  Jack, can I make a comment?  Maybe just

 02       a little comment?

 03  THE CHAIRMAN:  Very briefly, Lori, because I need to

 04       get to a taping really soon.  So make a brief

 05       comment.

 06            Lori, can you make a brief comment?

 07  MARGRET MINER:  He's teasing you.

 08  LORI MATHIEU:  So I remember the years, Margaret, and

 09       Jack, before the WUCC was done that you would ask

 10       me time and time again, when is the WUCC going to

 11       get accomplished?  What's the status of the WUCC?

 12            And now that there is a WUCC plan, maybe what

 13       we need to do -- because there is a beautifully

 14       well written two-page document that summarizes the

 15       whole thing.

 16            And then there's another 10-pager that

 17       Milone & MacBroom, and our colleague Dave

 18       Murphy -- who we all love very much because he's

 19       such the expert -- wrote a beautiful 10-page

 20       document which in September, if everyone's so

 21       willing, I can explain the WUCC process to the

 22       world in about 20 minutes.

 23            Because the list of the top ten items that

 24       are needed across the state for water supply are

 25       in that WUCC plan, the amount of investment that
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 01       is necessary to fix some of the major problems

 02       that we have -- and I would love to talk to

 03       anybody about what those are and how to solve some

 04       of these problems.

 05            So any time, Margaret, I think in September.

 06  MARGRET MINER:  Okay.

 07  LORI MATHIEU:  Jack, there's my one minute.  So thank

 08       you for that.

 09  MARGRET MINER:  Okay.  Lori and Jack, the important

 10       thing is to be in touch with the public when the

 11       public cares.  When they don't care about

 12       something, when it's not on their horizon they

 13       don't want general education.

 14            There has to be a good way to connect with

 15       them when there's something they care about and

 16       then be able to explain to them, you know?

 17       Preferably catch them up as early as possible, but

 18       then --

 19  LORI MATHIEU:  I agree with you.  I agree with you, and

 20       that's the challenge of good brisk communication.

 21  MARGRET MINER:  Yeah.

 22  LORI MATHIEU:  And also I would say what's missing from

 23       this proffer are chief elected officials, town

 24       planners, zoning officials, inland wetlands,

 25       chairs who don't know anything about wetlands and
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 01       get no education on it before they're in charge.

 02  MARGRET MINER:  I know.

 03  LORI MATHIEU:  I think they are missing that boat.  Not

 04       every decision maker is here.  Not every decision

 05       maker is here.  If we had more decision makers

 06       here who cared, then that would be -- we would we

 07       would be able to get the word out more to more

 08       people, you know?

 09  MARGRET MINER:  That's true.

 10  LORI MATHIEU:  We're missing that local input, so --

 11       anyway, thank you.

 12  THE CHAIRMAN:  But you're absolutely right, Lori.

 13       Lori, you have to have the council of governments

 14       and the first selectmen, and the mayors and the

 15       people that chair these local inland wetlands,

 16       which you're been involved with for many, many

 17       years.

 18            The meeting is July 6th, not July 1st.

 19       That's on our calendar.  There was a typo on this

 20       report.

 21  LORI MATHIEU:  July 6?

 22  THE CHAIRMAN:  July 6 is the next meeting.

 23  VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Very, very, very quickly?  Lori, I

 24       heard back from Mike.  The real estate agent

 25       person who was there said that there were no
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 01       drastic concerns, and that the public health

 02       outweighed any concerns.  And he did not feel

 03       there would be a problem.

 04  THE CHAIRMAN:  Wow.

 05  LORI MATHIEU:  Put that in writing.  Put that in

 06       writing.  Good.  Thank you.

 07  THE CHAIRMAN:  Good work, Virginia.

 08  LORI MATHIEU:  Excellent.  Very good.

 09            All right.  Margaret, this could be one of

 10       our most important passes.

 11  THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham, your hand is raised, Graham?

 12  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Oh, sorry.  That's my emoji for

 13       clapping for the realtors.

 14  THE CHAIRMAN:  Anyone else wish to address us?  I don't

 15       want to cut anybody off here.  No other public

 16       comment?

 17  

 18                         (No response.)

 19  

 20  THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, do we have motion to adjourn,

 21       please?

 22  MARTIN HEFT:  So moved.

 23  LORI MATHIEU:  Second.

 24  THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and seconded.  All those in

 25       favor.
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 01  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

 02  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Be safe, everyone.

 03       Have a great 4th of July.

 04  

 05                         (End:  3 p.m.)

 06  
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 1                        (Begin:  1:33 p.m.)



 2



 3   THE CHAIRMAN:  So why don't we call this meeting of the



 4        Water Planning Council to order?  The first order



 5        of business will be the approval of the May 4th



 6        transcript.  Do I have a motion to approve?



 7   LORI MATHIEU:  So moved.



 8   THE CHAIRMAN:  Second by Graham?



 9   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Second.



10   THE CHAIRMAN:  Seconded by Graham.  Any questions?



11



12                          (No response.)



13



14   THE CHAIRMAN:  All those in favor signify by saying,



15        aye.



16   THE COUNCIL:  Aye.



17   THE CHAIRMAN:  The transcript is approved.



18             I'm delighted this afternoon we're going to



19        have a presentation by Mary Sotos from the



20        Department of Energy and Environmental Protection.



21        I will ask Graham to introduce her.



22             Mary, it's great to see her.  She was my



23        colleague over here at 10 Franklin square for



24        quite a number of times.  So it's great to see her



25        again, and she's going to share some exciting





                                  3

�









 1        information with us this afternoon.



 2             So Graham, I'm going to turn it over to you



 3        for an introduction.



 4   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Thanks so much, Jack.



 5             Yeah, really happy to have Mary join us at



 6        the Water Planning Council today to walk us



 7        through some of the ongoing outcomes that are



 8        coming up from Executive Order One.



 9             Obviously, we'll continue to see some



10        significant conservation efforts, learn some



11        lessons with respect to managing such a large



12        portfolio, and how to really dig into some of



13        these case and site-specific issues that we have



14        uncovered.  And you know Mary is a great expert in



15        conservation of water as well as, many of you



16        know, energy as well.



17             So we're really pleased that she's here today



18        to give us some insights into how the State is



19        tackling some water conservation issues.  So Mary,



20        thank you very much for agreeing to chat with us



21        today.



22   MARY SOTOS:  Thanks Graham, and I appreciate the



23        introduction.  And yeah, happy to be here today



24        and talk to you a little bit about the progress



25        that we've made since, I think, maybe the last
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 1        time I checked in with this group.



 2             So let's see if I can share my screen.  I



 3        have a few slides which hopefully will be a good



 4        visual for some of the data that we've been



 5        collecting.



 6             Okay.  So the initiative that I'm here to



 7        talk about, we've put under the umbrella of



 8        GreenerGov.ct, building on our history of



 9        lead-by-example work.  So this work tries to



10        encompass all sustainability operational



11        initiatives within the executive branch.  So



12        that's 29 agencies within Connecticut, but also to



13        be leveraging work that's already been done by



14        institutions of higher education in Connecticut as



15        well as municipalities.



16             So I would welcome the input of this group if



17        you can identify things, and what you see that



18        we're doing across the executive branch that you



19        think could be enhanced by better, you know,



20        additional partnerships with other institutions --



21        yeah, we're trying to take the lead by example and



22        collaboration part of the initiative to heart.



23             So just as a refresher, Governor Lamont's



24        first Executive Order set up the three goals to



25        apply to executive branch agencies, the first time
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 1        we've had concrete environmental targets that



 2        every agency is expected to meet.  All of these



 3        targets are tied to outcomes in 2030, but the



 4        executive order also asked the steering committee



 5        which is DAS, OPM, and DEEP, to think about



 6        interim targets.



 7             So this is the big picture of what we want



 8        for 2030, but there may be some milestones along



 9        the way that can help us be better on track to



10        meet these goals.  And if, hopefully as you see



11        some of the trends in this presentation, if there



12        are opportunities to strengthen some of these



13        goals or to make more targeted specific actions,



14        or subareas that we think could be -- yet again



15        could help us accelerate the achievement of these



16        goals.



17             So just a quick recap of greenhouse gas



18        emissions, so that's going to be all the energy



19        that's used in state buildings as well as state



20        vehicles.  Water reduction is 10 percent from



21        FY-20 which you'll see in a moment we've adjusted



22        that to FY-19 to better capture pre-COVID levels,



23        and a reduction in waste generated.



24             So that's the big picture of what we need,



25        but the first step of this initiative that I think
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 1        we shared a little bit last time is just the huge



 2        hurdle of getting data.  So if you have the target



 3        that says you need to reduce a certain percentage



 4        from a baseline, first you need the baseline.



 5             So what we've done is we're using a software



 6        solution called Energy Cap.  So that allows every



 7        executive branch agency for all of their



 8        facilities to basically aggregate and upload every



 9        type of utility invoice that they receive.  So



10        whether that's electric, natural gas, water or,



11        you know, we've been starting to customize this



12        for other types of commodities that have an



13        environmental impact that we would also want to



14        track.



15             So I wanted to give a recognition to the team



16        that's been building this at DEEP.  So that's



17        Rose, Nancy and Ryan here.  They've just been



18        outstanding working with agencies to just create



19        this significant data infrastructure to allow for,



20        again creating the baseline, but also to make it a



21        tool that agencies can actually use along the way.



22             So what this does is this allows, basically



23        allows us to put together all the information



24        about energy use.  It calculates the impact from



25        that.  So one unit of energy has a certain type of
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 1        carbon emissions, whether it's tied to the grid or



 2        tied to a fuel.  So this software allows us to



 3        calculate all of that.



 4             Putting together the water baseline, which



 5        we've been doing over this past year, has proven a



 6        little bit challenging in part because agencies



 7        have been mostly operating outside the office this



 8        past year.  So getting paper bills, having someone



 9        go into the office, scan those bills, have them



10        uploaded has put us back a little bit in terms of



11        the overall initiative.



12             But we've been able to work with many of the



13        utilities to streamline more of that data so that



14        it can be essentially automatically uploaded.  So



15        we've been able to do that through Eversource and



16        United Illuminating, and several of our water



17        utilities are also in conversations with us about



18        creating a similar system to help us do this with



19        a little bit more -- a little less effort on the



20        part of agencies, and more focus on the types of



21        analytics.



22             So once you've collected all that data, what



23        does it show us?  The biggest insight that we had



24        from this effort was the three fish hatcheries



25        that DEEP operates account for the vast majority
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 1        of water that's drawn and used by state agencies.



 2        And I think folks inside DEEP probably had an



 3        instinct about that.  And so I want to give credit



 4        to Doug Hoskins who kept pushing us to get



 5        additional data, better data from those



 6        hatcheries.



 7             The folks who are operating those facilities



 8        on the ground had excellent records.  The



 9        challenge was just bringing it again into a form



10        that could be translated here, and put into the



11        context of all of the water that's used across,



12        again, 29 different agencies.  So that's our



13        biggest impact by a long shot.



14             After that, unsurprisingly we would be



15        looking at our department of correctional



16        facilities.  These are very resource-intensive



17        operations, and they've already identified many



18        upgrades to those facilities, and they've been a



19        major point of capital investment in terms of this



20        initiative over the last year.



21             So we're hoping to see some additional



22        reductions in water use just through more



23        efficient appliances, fixtures, stuff that we know



24        the technology, we know the intervention.  We just



25        need to fund it and scale it up.
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 1             And then after you get past those two



 2        agencies the rest becomes, you know, I think



 3        mostly you'll see a mix of commercial buildings



 4        and resident.  You know Department of



 5        Developmental Services also has residential group



 6        homes, so we have some different residential



 7        focused initiatives for that as well.



 8             But this is our -- yeah, this is our snapshot



 9        from FY-20, and I think that should give us a



10        place to start being able to track progress over



11        time.



12             And speaking of which, the difference between



13        FY-19 when we more or less started this, this type



14        of data collection, and then this past year where



15        we've captured, again FY-20 will get you about the



16        first half of last year.  So the first portion of



17        the tele-work and COVID response, we saw water



18        usage go down significantly.



19             This is not surprising.  These are



20        commercial.  Again once you get past those two



21        biggest impacts, there are commercial facilities



22        that you know are going to have a strong



23        correlation between occupancy and water usage.  So



24        I think what this tells us is, you know -- right?



25        According to this we've more or less passed the
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 1        10 percent reduction that would be required by



 2        2030.  However the type of, you know, significant



 3        remote work that we've seen this past year is not



 4        necessarily the operational plan for the next ten



 5        years.



 6             So we know that just reducing occupancy is



 7        not the only strategy, obviously, to help us meet



 8        those goals.  So we're trying to work with



 9        agencies to understand in a more specific way,



10        particularly for those commercial facilities,



11        office buildings, what their usage patterns really



12        were, how many people have been in the office.



13             Now that we have a return-to-the-office



14        vision from the Governor.  We're going to be very



15        interested to see how that does change water usage



16        on a more regular basis.



17   ALICEA CHARAMUT:  Mary, can I ask a question while



18        we're on that slide?



19   MARY SOTOS:  Yeah.



20   ALICEA CHARAMUT:  So I know that fisheries did some



21        extensive work on some of the wells, I believe it



22        was at the Quinebaug hatchery, and I can't



23        remember which fiscal year that was done in



24        because all the years seem to be bleeding together



25        right now.
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 1             But could that work that has already been



 2        accomplished account for some of this reduction



 3        that we're seeing here?



 4   MARY SOTOS:  That is a good question.  I wasn't aware



 5        of any major Quinebaug work that was done in this



 6        time period, but I'll tee up a little bit later



 7        some of the projects that they have been sort of



 8        in the planning phase, and we hope to be a major



 9        point of investment in the future.



10             But I don't know if there's anyone else on



11        the call from DEEP who would know a little more



12        specifically any trends in that time period over



13        the last two years.



14   GRAHAM STEVENS:  I can't think of anything.  I



15        know that there are, like you alluded to, Mary,



16        some big projects planned on going forward, but I



17        can't think of anything.



18   MARY SOTOS:  Yeah.  But again, it's a great question



19        and our goal is now that we have all this data in



20        one place, to try and -- I mean, not only for us



21        sort of in a big-picture way to try and draw some



22        of these insights, but to also make it usable and



23        hopefully actionable for facility managers, for



24        agencies who are, again, looking to -- how are



25        they going to meet these goals to be able to
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 1        get -- to drill in a little bit more for each of



 2        the sites to understand, what are the trends



 3        happening at the site?



 4             What can we attribute that to?  What types of



 5        projects would help us sustain a lower usage going



 6        forward?



 7             So with that in mind I'm going to highlight



 8        two tools or initiatives I think that we've been



 9        trying to focus in on the water side.  So one is a



10        behavioral campaign called Fix a Leak Week --



11        well, I guess, behavioral and sort of minor



12        infrastructure.



13             We basically asked agencies to volunteer to



14        participate in this initiative, that it's a



15        national initiative that EPA sponsors/promotes.



16        So there's a checklist of different ways to spot



17        water waste, and I think they've designed it to be



18        pretty, pretty user friendly.  You know you don't



19        need to be the most expert engineer to be able to



20        go through these steps.



21             So we've had four agencies volunteer to



22        participate in this.  You'll see that two of them



23        are quasi-public agencies, so not technically part



24        of the 29 that are required to be a part of



25        Executive Order One, but we're really appreciative
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 1        that we -- again, we've designed this so that we



 2        have a letter participation from other folks as



 3        well.



 4             And essentially it's like, when you run these



 5        things you hope that there's the value at the end



 6        of the day, and in this case there definitely was.



 7        We estimated, or the agencies estimated that there



 8        were over 400 gallons of water that were



 9        essentially being wasted each day due to leaks.



10        And Department of Corrections, again the largest



11        contributor to that.  A lot of old infrastructure



12        and lots of opportunities to make those kind of



13        small repairs.  So this was positive.



14             I think our goal would be to expand



15        participation in future years so that more



16        agencies can see the value of identifying these.



17             And then the other tool is something that our



18        water project teams -- so this is a team that's



19        assembled of volunteers and issue area experts



20        across the executive branch who are interested in



21        water and want to help work on these types of



22        water strategies to meet the goals.



23             They put together essentially a sort of



24        customized water audit form.  And so this is sort



25        of building on some of the small things that you
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 1        might find in a fix-the-leak approach, but much



 2        more systematic throughout an entire building, you



 3        know, identifying water that's used on different



 4        meters, going through more of the systems, the



 5        types of fixtures, and just being able to identify



 6        where there are opportunities for things to be



 7        upgraded.



 8             So they put together the form.  We've had



 9        some agencies pilot tested.  So we're taking that



10        feedback looking for additional ways to simplify



11        it, but really our goal here is to make water



12        auditing of a facility standard practice.



13             I think on the energy side this is a very



14        well-developed, I would say, sort of industry.



15        It's a tool.  You know it's like an energy



16        conversation is going to start with an energy



17        audit where you look at all the different systems



18        in the building, and that's your basis for



19        identifying the most strategic investments.



20             So we really wanted to have a counterpart for



21        that on the water side.  Hopefully in the next



22        year we'll develop a third counterpart for the



23        waste side so that agencies again can just have



24        this insight into where the opportunities lie.



25             And then I did also want to highlight the
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 1        Quinebaug project, which again you'll see --



 2        because that is our, one of our biggest sources of



 3        water use in the Executive branch.  The team at



 4        DEEP who manages this, this great resource, has



 5        been identifying some opportunities to make both



 6        improvements to the wells, but also it's a much



 7        broader type of project.



 8             So it's a whole recirculation system that I



 9        think this has been a concept for a while.



10        Pinning down the exact budget for how much



11        something of this significance for cost has taken



12        a bit of time, but we've more or less, I think,



13        honed in on what types of things need to be done,



14        where the funding is hopefully going to come from.



15             And again, if this one project -- if we're



16        able to implement it in the next few years would,



17        again compared to an FY-19 baseline, get us at



18        least halfway to the FY-30 goals.



19             So again -- that, again that's a major



20        infrastructure project.  A lot of these other



21        behavioral trends in our commercial facilities I



22        think we'll be tracking closely to see how those



23        trends also change over time, but this is one of



24        our, sort of, keystone projects for water



25        reduction.
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 1             And then in terms of how all these different,



 2        the data, the strategies, the tools and hopefully



 3        the funding, how all of that comes together will



 4        be in these annual agency sustainability



 5        performance plans.



 6             So these are something we ask every agency to



 7        put together where we basically summarize all of



 8        the impact data; so all of their water use, energy



 9        use, greenhouse gas emissions in one place.  And



10        we give agencies their sort of space for them to



11        describe progress on projects that they have



12        already been working on, or that they committed to



13        in the prior year and then what their vision is



14        for the upcoming year.



15             So it's a way to be more transparent with the



16        public and with folks in their own agencies about



17        what they're planning to do.  And I think



18        particularly we've seen for some of the younger



19        folks who are coming into state service,



20        sustainability is a significant value.  It's a



21        priority.  They're very interested to know what



22        their agencies and their facilities are doing to



23        be more sustainable.



24             So we hope that these reports are a way to



25        communicate that, and also a way for agencies to
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 1        be accountable.  Because we know sustainability --



 2        while we're really excited about it, it's not



 3        every agency's first priority.  They have many



 4        other things that they're balancing all the time,



 5        and we know from working with agencies it can be



 6        hard to figure out how to prioritize these types



 7        of ongoing, whether it's behavioral



 8        infrastructure, operations and maintenance, just



 9        keeping folks engaged on this.



10             So I'll show you.  I think I have a link to



11        where all of the reports are.  So you can, you



12        know, if you're interested in any particular



13        agency and how they're performing compared to



14        other agencies, we have all of that on our



15        website.



16             And I think just as a quick highlight, the



17        reports from this past year really, obviously



18        we're able to show how agencies have been



19        grappling with working remotely, what that means



20        for their operations, what that means for



21        sustainability, how they're going to be using



22        state assets.



23             So a number of agencies were reflecting in



24        this past year's report that they hope to continue



25        to hold virtual meetings, use it as an opportunity
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 1        to reassess some of their, whether it's their



 2        occupancy in certain buildings, how they use state



 3        vehicles, the role of tele-work as a regular



 4        practice.



 5             But I think on the water side, there were



 6        also some public health interventions that also



 7        had a water connection.  So hands-free sensors was



 8        something that came up a lot.  And I think any



 9        time we're thinking about these other trends, I



10        think we're trying to add to the lens of, how



11        would making these changes impact water use?



12             How are there ways to achieve some of the



13        public health goals that we have while also



14        advancing some of our conservation efforts?



15             So those are some of the things that we're



16        thinking about.  And again, now that we have a



17        return-to-the-office date we really want to make



18        sure that we're engaging agencies in thinking



19        about, I guess, embodying sustainability in some



20        of the tools that we have as part of that return.



21             So we have a few ideas on how we're going to



22        do that, but stay tuned on how that goes.



23             And this is the website.  And yeah, happy to



24        answer any other questions and point you to some



25        of the other resources we have.
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 1   THE CHAIRMAN:  Mary, thank you very much.  I know there



 2        was some chat during your presentation.  So can



 3        people get a copy of those reports and the



 4        checklist on this website?



 5   MARY SOTOS:  Yes.  Yes, it should be under agency



 6        resources -- is where we have any of the tools,



 7        documents, things that we ask agencies to use.  We



 8        should have copies of them there.



 9   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you so much.  And I can tell you



10        here at 10 Franklin Square, as you walk around the



11        building we have hands-free urinals.  We have



12        hands-free toilets.  We have hands-free towel



13        dispensers.  We have all new lighting.  So people



14        are going to be in for a big surprise when they



15        come back here on July 1st.



16             So thank you.  It was a great presentation.



17             Any questions for Mary from the Council or



18        for people?



19             Denise Savageau has a question?



20   DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Yeah, just quickly.  I was wondering



21        in terms of the water use if you have any



22        information on outdoor water use?  Obviously, we



23        have a lot of buildings, and in a commercial



24        context there's a lot of water use inside.  So



25        that's really, really important.
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 1             But from leadership, if you're looking at



 2        outdoor water use and how we irrigate lawns on



 3        state property?



 4   MARY SOTOS:  Great question.  Let's see if I can scroll



 5        back to it.  The water audit form that we have --



 6        so this one does have, like, if you were to keep



 7        paging through this little screenshot that I have,



 8        it does have a section to estimate the water



 9        that's actually used for outdoor irrigation.



10             So we to identify that as -- or at least it's



11        one of the things we would ask agencies to



12        identify as part of understanding its overall site



13        water use.  And we have a few ideas on how, I



14        guess, as sort of a broader planning, how can we



15        help promote low-water use landscaping or more



16        permeable pavement, other things that we know are



17        part of the picture for both reducing water use



18        and runoff, and some of the other effects that we



19        want to avoid.



20             I think the question is, as you might expect,



21        once we get to that level then we start looking



22        at, well, what are the operational requirements



23        for state agencies when it comes to those



24        services?  How much flexibility do agencies have



25        to influence the design of their properties?
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 1             Many agencies, many agencies own their own



 2        properties, but about 15 or so percent of the



 3        commercial side of the executive branch, really



 4        when you think of office buildings, about



 5        15 percent of those are owned and operated by DAS.



 6        So they also have tenant agencies who will be



 7        occupants in those.



 8             So part of the conversation is, well, who?



 9        Who gets to control how things are planted, what's



10        planted?  How much irrigation is used?



11             But we did have a chance to operationalize a



12        little bit of that last year during the drought



13        advisory.  We actually sent a communication to all



14        executive branch agencies and facility managers to



15        ask them to curtail water use during that sort of



16        height of the drought period.



17             So we do always have that, that tool as well,



18        but it's sort of like you want to avoid getting to



19        that place if you can reduce the usage through



20        planning.



21   DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Thank you.



22   THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other questions?



23   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I have a question Jack.  This is



24        Virginia.



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  Sure.
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 1   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Mary, was there any attempt to split



 2        out consumptive water use?  I'm thinking



 3        particularly of the fish hatcheries, and I'm



 4        guessing that at least in some cases the source is



 5        surface water, and then the water is returned to



 6        the surface water source.  And I would see that



 7        differently than something that is more



 8        consumptive.



 9             Was there any look at that water?



10   MARY SOTOS:  Good question.  I think the folks at DEEP



11        who work most closely with those resources, they



12        do have a more nuanced way to describe that water



13        use.  So that's actually a good point.  That could



14        be something we reflect a little bit more in



15        our -- yeah, in how we calculate and present that.



16             So yeah, I think we'll take that back for



17        some additional thought.



18   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  And another curiosity question.  I



19        know your focus was on state water use, but with



20        the reduction in water use of the state agencies



21        because people were working from home, has anybody



22        looked at the corollary increase in domestic water



23        uses for those people at home and see how that



24        balances out?



25   MARY SOTOS:  Yeah, we have been trying to estimate
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 1        essentially the change in residential usage for



 2        water, energy, vehicle miles traveled, you know,



 3        as a way, and sort of allocate that to the



 4        number -- and this is sort of a high-level



 5        estimation, like, the number of state employees



 6        who are working from home and the changes in those



 7        things over basically the last year sort of how



 8        much we can attribute to folks working at home.



 9             So yes, that's some analysis that we're



10        trying to get at a high-level, because, yeah.  I



11        agree.  I think that that would tell a fuller



12        picture, let's say, of what's really happening.



13        And I think the analogy is that, like I've worked



14        on greenhouse gas emissions and corporate



15        sustainability prior to this role.



16             And we saw in the era where many companies



17        were outsourcing particular parts of their, sort



18        of, their business model -- you know it's like the



19        initial look says, oh, we've reduced our emissions



20        because we're no longer responsible for X or Y



21        manufacturing activities.



22             You say, well, but they're still part of your



23        supply chain.  They're still part of how you



24        accomplish your organizational goal.  So there



25        should be some way of taking some type of
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 1        responsibility for those impacts even if they're a



 2        little bit more indirect or less within your



 3        control.  So that's something we're looking at, is



 4        sort of at a philosophical level, like what



 5        responsibility does the state public sector have



 6        for the impacts, environmental impacts that take



 7        place when folks are working from home?



 8             We know the impacts when they're working at



 9        an office, or at a field site, but it's that those



10        impacts totally go away when folks do the work at



11        a different location.



12             So I think the flipside of that is like with



13        good state policy; you have things, you have tools



14        and strategies that can help address residential



15        needs.  Whether it's a residential home energy



16        audit, incentives to do upgrades and



17        weatherization at home, I think Connecticut is in



18        a really good place for some of those solutions.



19             But yeah.  But we're trying to figure out how



20        do we -- yeah, how do we capture that, the



21        tele-work impact as part of this initiative?



22   THE CHAIRMAN:  And thank you, Mary.  Any other



23        questions for Mary?



24



25                          (No response.)
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 1   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thanks very much for taking the time.



 2        I'm sure we'll have you back in to give us a



 3        progress report.  And we appreciate you being with



 4        us today, Mary.  Thank you.



 5   MARY SOTOS:  Yeah, my pleasure.  And thank you for the



 6        great questions and ideas.  I always learn a lot



 7        and will have good, good ideas to bring back to



 8        the group.  So thank you.



 9   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  And we're in full compliment



10        now.  Mr. Martin Heft has joined us.  So let's



11        move on in the agenda.  I don't believe there's



12        any correspondence.  Let's go on to the state



13        water plan.



14             Virginia, Dave?



15   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Okay.  Well, as you all know we have



16        two topical subgroups that have been working.  The



17        group looking at the water quality of domestic



18        wells has completed their work.  Their



19        recommendations, as we've discussed before are to



20        include uranium and arsenic in the required



21        analytes for new wells, and also to include those



22        two elements as well as the regular suite, the



23        whole suite of analytes that is used for new wells



24        in all real estate transactions.



25             So they have completed the report.  They have
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 1        given it to the advisory group, and we will be



 2        discussing it at our next meeting which will be



 3        next week.



 4             And then as you all know, the process is that



 5        we will share it with the Water Planning Council



 6        advisory group so they can advise us on any



 7        unforeseen consequences, asking questions like,



 8        does this make sense?  Will it work?



 9             And when we have heard back from them and



10        perhaps incorporated any issues that they have



11        come up with, we'll pass it along to you folks for



12        final approval.  So that group has done an



13        excellent job and I commend Mike Dietz and



14        everybody working on that for their thorough and



15        efficient process.



16             We also have the group that was looking at



17        the 2016/2017 drought.  They plan to get us their



18        final report by our next meeting next week.  So



19        after we've had a chance to take a look at it and



20        gone through the same process I just mentioned for



21        the water quality and domestic well group we will



22        pass that along to you as well.



23             The other issue that came up that maybe



24        Alecia will be mentioning in the Water Planning



25        Council advisory group report is that there was a
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 1        request for some kind of follow-up survey from the



 2        rates workshop that the Alliance for Water



 3        Efficiency ran back in March.



 4             As I mentioned to you before, in speaking



 5        with Mary Ann Dickinson she said that they were



 6        not planning to do it, but there was a request for



 7        such a followup, and a small group of people



 8        volunteered to work together to produce some



 9        follow-up survey questions that presumably would



10        be done anonymously.



11             Because some of the issues that we would like



12        to hear about is asking whether or not they plan



13        to take advantage of the Alliance for Water



14        Efficiency rates model, which is available to, not



15        only the participants, but to everybody on the



16        website -- whether they plan to use it, and if



17        not, why not?  And that's feedback that would be



18        important both for our work, and also ultimately



19        for the Alliance itself.



20             Dave, anything you want to add?



21   DAVE RADKA:  Nothing at this time.  Thank you,



22        Virginia.  Was there questions for me from the



23        Commission?



24   LORI MATHIEU:  I have a question Jack, if I might?



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  Sure.
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 1   LORI MATHIEU:  So Virginia and Dave, for the private



 2        wells sub team, was there anyone there from the



 3        home builders association or the real estate



 4        groups?



 5   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I believe yes, they were identified



 6        as part of the group.  I don't know how regularly



 7        they attended.  Dave, do you know anything more



 8        about that?



 9   DAVE RADKA:  I believe the real estate representative



10        attended more frequently.  I'm not sure who they



11        may have had from the home builders association.



12   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  But those groups were reached out



13        to -- if that's the right word -- when they put



14        the group together, because it was recognized that



15        those important voices need to be in the



16        discussion.



17   DAVE RADKA:  And I believe they were also on the e-mail



18        distribution list.  So even if they hadn't



19        attended meetings, they should have been receiving



20        material.  And Mike's group is very good about



21        recording video and audio, and then also doing a



22        brief summary of all the meetings and discussion.



23             To your point, Lori, it was acknowledged by



24        at least the real estate rep later on in the



25        process that this likely would be a -- I don't
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 1        want to say contentious issue, but it would



 2        certainly be an item of discussion within the



 3        industry if it was to be moved forward.



 4   LORI MATHIEU:  I'm just curious.  Were they asked for



 5        their opinion during the process?  And did they



 6        provide any input when they had the opportunity to



 7        provide that input?



 8   DAVE RADKA:  To that same point, yes, I believe they



 9        were allowed -- they were certainly allowed the



10        opportunity to participate and provide input.



11             Because as I said, there was at least one



12        meeting where the real estate rep said, all right.



13        By the way, they may have supported it themselves



14        personally, but they also wanted the group to



15        recognize that this would likely be an issue of,



16        again of some discussion within the broader



17        industry.



18   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  And sort of to the broader point,



19        just to remind you all that the implementation



20        workgroup decided at the very beginning of the



21        process that, though we would acknowledge



22        potential logistical and political roadblocks, we



23        felt that it was our job to make recommendations



24        that the group thought were appropriate



25        recommendations.
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 1             And that then you folks, or the whole



 2        political process would do with those



 3        recommendations as they saw fit.



 4   LORI MATHIEU:  Are their recommendations part of this



 5        document that you'll be sharing with us?



 6   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Oh, yes.  Absolutely, and also the



 7        background of how they reached the conclusions



 8        that they did.



 9   LORI MATHIEU:  No, I'm saying the dissenting



10        recommendations?  Are the dissenting -- will they



11        be included?  And will those be noted in any way?



12   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I have not read the document myself.



13        I would guess that they probably are, but I don't



14        know that for sure.



15   LORI MATHIEU:  Well, the reason why I asked, we tried



16        this years ago.  Something passed about 15 years



17        ago for about 6 months, and then it got detracted.



18        So we know that there's a significant concern, but



19        I really wish that these groups would tell us what



20        their significant concern really was.



21   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Understood.



22   LORI MATHIEU:  I'd love to see it in writing.  I'd like



23        to have it documented.  I'd love to have a



24        conversation about it.  You know it's one thing to



25        say, we're really going to have a problem with
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 1        this.



 2             And it's another thing to say, well, what is



 3        your problem?  How can we work together to try to



 4        address your problem now instead of having a fight



 5        in the Legislature where you know how those things



 6        go?  Right?  You never can tell.  You never can



 7        tell.  Right?



 8             I don't want to waste the time of everybody's



 9        expertise for somebody just to come in after at



10        the last minute and say, I was never involved.



11        They never asked me my opinion.  Yeah, I was



12        involved but, boy, they never asked for my



13        opinion.



14             You know those kinds of things are important



15        so that we can document the fact that they were



16        involved.  They were included.  They really didn't



17        speak up.  They didn't give us their comments.  I



18        wish that they would, because I've heard the same



19        thing.



20             Informally, I never see what the absolute



21        concerns are.  Is it the cost to the homeowner?



22        Is it the unknown?  What is it?  What is the



23        concern?  You know, banks -- banks want to know.



24        Mortgage companies want to know what the water



25        quality is in that private well.  You know human
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 1        beings should also want to know what they're



 2        drinking and putting in their body.  Right?  For



 3        themselves and their families.



 4             So I really, really would love to have that



 5        document have at least something in it that talks



 6        and speaks to the fact that these groups who were



 7        included, involved, invited and what did they tell



 8        us?  That's all.



 9   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Yeah, understood.  Thank you for



10        that, Lori.



11   LORI MATHIEU:  Good work.  I look forward to seeing it.



12   THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Anything else?  Any other



13        questions for Virginia?  Comments?



14   MARTIN HEFT:  Mr. Chair?



15   THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes?



16   MARY SOTOS:  So just an update on the drought



17        workgroup, because I still haven't seen a report



18        yet?



19   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  We expect to get the report before



20        our next meeting next week and we'll take a look



21        at it, run it through the advisory group to see if



22        they have any input to it and pass it along to you



23        folks.



24   MARTIN HEFT:  Okay.  Thank you.



25   DAVE RADKA:  Just, Martin, I don't know if you heard,
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 1        but they have finalized all of their



 2        recommendations.  They had finalized them probably



 3        a good month ago.  There are myriad



 4        recommendations.  As we've talked about, some have



 5        already been adopted by your group and other



 6        agencies.



 7             So there will be in the report a note of



 8        that, that it may have been adopted in whole or in



 9        part at this point.  But at this point they're



10        simply just trying to finalize their overall



11        report, which is quite lengthy, to make sure that



12        it passes muster with everyone.



13             But the recommendations themselves, they're



14        in full agreement.  As I said, you should be



15        getting it before our meeting next week.



16   MARTIN HEFT:  Okay.  Thank you for the update.



17   THE CHAIRMAN:  Virginia, David, is that it for your



18        group?  Virginia, David, all set?



19   DAVE RADKA:  All set.  Thank you.



20   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much for your work.



21             Alecia, Josh?



22   ALICEA CHARAMUT:  So the new news from the advisory



23        group is that we have gotten feedback on the



24        outline for the white paper on source water



25        protection.  We will be sending around to the
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 1        advisory group as well as the other groups and



 2        networks working on source water protection



 3        essentially a sign-up to help draft sections of



 4        that white paper.



 5             So I will be sending that around probably



 6        early next week or later this week to give folks



 7        an opportunity to sign up to draft pieces of that



 8        so it's not all on the advisory group's shoulders.



 9             So we'll be sending it to the agencies, to



10        everyone on this group, again to the other circles



11        that are working on source water protection to



12        give everyone an opportunity to help out with



13        that.



14             We also sent around essentially a workplan



15        for the solar siting stakeholder group.  There are



16        some things that still need to be fleshed out.  We



17        will have a small group working on that going



18        forward.  We'll be sending that back up to the



19        Water Planning Council for you guys to take a look



20        at, because what we really need going into this is



21        some strong policy stances on what we would like



22        to see to help protect water through the solar



23        siting process.  So you'll be seeing that probably



24        in the next month or two, probably the month after



25        next.
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 1             And I think Virginia covered the issue of the



 2        survey.  I don't have anything to add to that.



 3             Although, Virginia, I think you did say you



 4        were going to check in with Mary Ann one more



 5        time.  Am I waiting?  Are we going to wait for



 6        that, or are we just going to go ahead and press



 7        forward?



 8   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I have not yet checked with Mary



 9        Ann.  I was planning to do that just out of



10        courtesy before we did it, and I can certainly do



11        that in the next day or two.



12   ALICEA CHARAMUT:  Okay.  Thank you.



13             And did I forget anything, Josh?



14   JOSH CANSLER:  No, that covers it.



15   LORI MATHIEU:  Jack, I have a question, if I might?



16   THE CHAIRMAN:  Sure.



17   LORI MATHIEU:  I was trying, trying last week to catch



18        up with Denise to talk about the emphasis of the



19        source water protection outline, which I started



20        looking at last week.  And so I asked my staff if



21        they had input, and they can't quite recall.



22             So could I ask what the intent of the paper



23        is?



24   DENISE SAVAGEAU:  You want me to take that, Alecia?



25   ALICEA CHARAMUT:  Yes, go ahead, Denise.
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 1   DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Okay.  So I had asked the Water



 2        Planning Council advisory group and/or the state



 3        water plan implementation team to look at source



 4        water protection.  There were several reasons why



 5        this kept coming up.  One was the work of the



 6        Governor's Council on Climate Change, where there



 7        was a lot of emphasis on source water protection



 8        and what we needed to do there.



 9             Another piece was the work that the watershed



10        lands group was doing, and they were focused on



11        this but they were, you know, had some very, very



12        specific things.  They were focused, but it became



13        obvious with some of that discussion that not



14        everyone was looking at source water protection



15        and what we needed to do.



16             And so I took a look at the state water plan,



17        and actually in some of the implementation actions



18        in the state water plan it talked about that we



19        needed to have a look at the federal -- the



20        Drinking Water Act as well as the Federal Clean



21        Water Act, and make a comparison between those in



22        terms of, okay.  What does one require?  What does



23        the other require?  How do they complement each



24        other?



25             So putting all of those together, it was
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 1        obvious that we need to look at source water



 2        protection, and how we could make sure that some



 3        of the work that we're doing overlaps and



 4        complements each other.



 5             And so as we were talking about how to get



 6        this done, Virginia and Alecia came up with, let's



 7        do a white paper.  And the intent of the white



 8        paper is to say, here's what these two acts are.



 9        Here's what the State is doing.  Here is what all



10        of the Water Planning Council agencies are doing



11        in terms of source water protection -- and then to



12        see if there are any gaps.



13             We know that the lead for source water



14        protection is the Department of Public Health.



15        But there's a lot -- there's a big role for all of



16        the other agencies in source water protection.  So



17        when you talk about source water protection, let's



18        say you're talking about drought, and OPM takes



19        the lead there.  While you're talking about



20        drought and taking the lead, you know, that's a



21        quantity issue.  And how do we protect our source



22        water during drought?



23             Obviously, DEEP has a huge a huge position



24        and role to play in source water protection with



25        their part of the Clean Water Act.  And that's,
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 1        again how does the Safe Drinking Water Act and how



 2        do the Clean Water Act complement each other?



 3             And so the idea was supposed to take a look



 4        at that and say, then how do these programs, when



 5        we're talking about source water protection, work



 6        together?  And again, to identify any gaps and how



 7        we can best support source water protection moving



 8        forward looking at the work that the source water



 9        collaborative is doing as well as some others.



10             And you know one of the reasons I am



11        extremely involved is that USDA and NRCS has, in



12        the farm bill, has identified source water



13        protection is a major effort that needs to take



14        place.  So we've been working on that.



15             And we're also looking at the initiatives



16        nationally that's coming to the forefront, and



17        that's about one water.  And that's about looking



18        at that.  You know we can't separate out source



19        water and drinking water supplies with, let's say,



20        waters going into Long Island Sound or whatever.



21        We have to recognize it's all one water -- and how



22        does it interrelate?  And that's the other thought



23        process with source water protection.



24   LORI MATHIEU:  So I guess when I look at that outline,



25        I don't get all of that.  And I wanted to tie it
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 1        back to the pieces and parts that are in the state



 2        water plan and there's -- there's parts in



 3        different -- on page 5-8, there's different



 4        pieces.



 5             And so I guess I would I would ask that you



 6        look back, because part of it was to look at the



 7        current laws, the current policies, but I can't



 8        find it right now -- but there is a specific



 9        pathway, I believe, that speaks to specifically



10        source water protection for drinking water



11        supplies.



12             And there was a recognition to look at



13        policies, federal, state, local, regional laws and



14        that's specific to drinking water.  So that's all,



15        Denise, that I wanted to chat with you about, and



16        there definitely are gaps.



17             You know there used to be a strong policy



18        that said that we protected our drinking water



19        supplies under a multi-barrier approach.  That



20        doesn't exist anymore, I don't think, but that's



21        something that we should look at, is the state C



22        and D plan.



23             We should look at current policies.  We



24        should look at current laws.  We should look at --



25        and that's, I would like to tie it back to the
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 1        state water plan and work toward that end, to



 2        implement another area that we knew was



 3        important -- but thank you for that.



 4             So I did give you my comments, and I don't



 5        know if you're going to be able to address them.



 6   DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Yeah.  So I think that there's, you



 7        know, anything that comes in, we put the draft out



 8        as how to look at the report and kind of the



 9        chapters of the report.  The idea being that if



10        someone comes up with something, it's kind of --



11        the outline was kind of, if you will, almost like



12        how we expect to tackle the report, almost like a



13        table of contents.



14             Prior to developing that, I had actually sent



15        a letter to Alecia and Virginia and I forwarded



16        that letter to you so that you saw that's where



17        that came from.  If other folks haven't seen that,



18        I can certainly make sure that we get that



19        forwarded.



20             I actually looked and saw that Bruce Wittchen



21        had sent it around -- or actually thought he had



22        sent it around, because it says, here's Denise's



23        letter.  But when I clicked on it, it had a missed



24        link.  It wasn't linked up to the right document.



25        So we'll make sure that everybody gets a copy of
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 1        that original letter, because that -- that informs



 2        the outline.



 3             And I guess what I would say about the



 4        outline is we would not expect it to be a static



 5        document.  If there's something missing or if



 6        there's something that, hey, this doesn't really



 7        fit, we expect it to be a working outline, not set



 8        in stone.



 9   LORI MATHIEU:  So is it specific to drinking water, or



10        not?



11   DENISE SAVAGEAU:  Source water protection?  Yes,



12        specific to drinking water.



13   LORI MATHIEU:  All right.  Thank you.



14   THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Anything else.



15             We're all set, Alecia, Josh?



16   ALICEA CHARAMUT:  We're all set.  Thank you.



17   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Let's move on to



18        WUCC update.



19             Lori?



20   LORI MATHIEU:  I don't have anything new from my staff.



21        We did have an implementation meeting on May 19.



22        It went well.  The breakout groups are up and



23        running and focusing on their areas.



24             And again, the meetings are open to the



25        public.  And when I see more details from my staff
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 1        I will forward it along so that everyone can see



 2        them as an outcome of those meetings.



 3             So I hope that you're all taking advantage of



 4        the fact that these meetings are open, and you can



 5        come and participate.  And again, I'll share with



 6        you the details when I get them from my staff.



 7        That's all I have, jack.



 8   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.



 9             Watershed lands workgroup, we're going to



10        hear from Alecia and Josh today -- or Josh.



11   ALICEA CHARAMUT:  I'm going to send another reminder to



12        Alley to move that back under the water planning



13        advisory group.  There's no specific report on



14        that at this point.  Is that correct, Karen?



15   KAREN BURNASKA:  No, just one addition I would make --



16        that it is not.  I think it should fall under the



17        WPCAG report.



18             I just wanted to let you know -- and I see



19        Margaret is on also -- that the watershed lands



20        group are Margaret and I, for the group, are



21        continuing to review the legislative process of



22        approving the conveyance of lands to make certain



23        that, not only legislators, but the public are



24        aware that transfers of land often -- or have in



25        the past and will continue to be source water or
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 1        aquifer protection Lands.



 2             And concern that that information be made --



 3        or is available, not only in the wording of the



 4        legislation, but that people of the public and



 5        legislators are aware of this land being proposed



 6        for transfer.



 7             And I see Margaret is there, and I'll let you



 8        continue if you've got anything.



 9   MARGRET MINER:  No -- yes, hi.  That's pretty much it.



10        We submitted some testimony on the conveyance act



11        just pointing out some of the basics that we're



12        missing from a public point of view, like what did



13        we pay for this land?  And what are we going to



14        get for it?



15             But also pointing out that there's little --



16        well, actually no information on the natural



17        resources, the water resources.



18             I wanted to -- I think I've mentioned it



19        before, but there is legislation out there which



20        went through GAE unanimously -- and I've mentioned



21        the bill.  But it actually transfers much of



22        the -- it transfers the Properties Review Board



23        over to under the Legislature, under the



24        administration of the Legislature.  And it



25        broadens its review with respect to all agency
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 1        lands and what they can, what they're doing, what



 2        they can do.



 3             It becomes much more of a true administrative



 4        agency, not just a review -- or let's say, a



 5        review with more teeth, not an after-the-fact



 6        review, which is what they mostly do now.



 7             I found it extremely surprising that the



 8        executive branch would want to cede this much



 9        authority over -- state-owned properties over to



10        the Legislature.  However, I understand some of



11        the advocacy behind it from the Governor's office.



12        From the point of view of tracking state land, who



13        owns it, what's happening to it, how is it being



14        conveyed.



15             This certainly changes the landscape, and I'm



16        surprised there's been so little comment.  The



17        properties review board, with whom I've



18        communicated in the past very freely, hasn't been



19        responsive -- but I don't blame them.



20             I said, where are you?  And am I



21        congratulating you?  What's going on?  And



22        understandably, they may not know what's going on.



23             So, I hope that OPM can perhaps clarify this



24        as -- maybe as it develops to see how it does



25        change things.  But to me the Legislature already
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 1        has considerable powers in the regulatory realm



 2        where, let's say, DEEP and DPH usually; in most



 3        states they don't have to pass every single



 4        regulation through the Legislature.



 5             And now it appears to me that the Legislature



 6        is going to have more authority with respect to



 7        state owned properties.  So, I'm a little



 8        concerned that the separation of powers is



 9        blurring.  And in particular, we have to keep an



10        eye on watershed land properties.  Who owns them?



11        Where are they, and who do we talk to now?



12             So that's my sideline sidebar on our



13        watershed lands concerns.



14   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Margaret.  Any questions for



15        Margaret.



16   MARTIN HEFT:  Margaret, do you have the bill number for



17        that?



18   MARGRET MINER:  I think I've given it to you, and I've



19        testified on it.  And I don't have it right in



20        front of me --



21   MARTIN HEFT:  That's no problem.  I was just going to



22        look it up to see what the status was.  I can.



23        I'll try to find it.  Thanks.



24   MARGRET MINER:  Yeah, it went through GAE unanimously.



25   KAREN BURNASKA:  It is six-five-seven-seven.
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 1   MARGRET MINER:  Thank you.



 2   MARTIN HEFT:  Thanks.



 3   KAREN BURNASKA:  And there was a considerable amount of



 4        testimony.  In fact, they even pulled in from OPM,



 5        Martin, in opposition to it; the Connecticut Land



 6        Conservation Council, from Forests and Parks



 7        Association, and From the Department of



 8        Agriculture.



 9             And I wish I had the status of it also.  I



10        did look.  We're at six-five-seven-seven.



11   MARGRET MINER:  So I assumed when I first read it that,



12        of course, OPM -- but I read the bill before I



13        looked at the vote.



14             I thought, well, of course the Governor won't



15        like this.  Then I looked at the unanimous vote,



16        and I thought, hmm.  Maybe somebody in the



17        Governor's office does like this.  So that was my



18        confusion, and that's the situation now.



19             And I thank you for looking up where it is,



20        because I was trying to.



21   KAREN BURNASKA:  And Martin, let me correct myself.  It



22        wasn't OPM.  I was looking right at you on the



23        screen.  It was DAS who submitted testimony in



24        opposition.  It wasn't OPM, Martin.



25   MARTIN HEFT:  No, that's fine.  Right now the bill is
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 1        still waiting it's table for the house calendar,



 2        so we don't -- there's no action on it at this



 3        time yet, so.



 4   THE CHAIRMAN:  Maybe it will just be tabled during the



 5        week, Margaret.  They've got a lot of work to do.



 6   MARGRET MINER:  Well, I'll take a look.  I mean, the



 7        Department of Agriculture -- aside from some



 8        environmental groups, the Department of



 9        Agriculture, I believe the Department of



10        Corrections, and of course the Connecticut



11        Lottery.



12             There was quite a range of stakeholders who



13        complained, and it didn't seem to make -- cause a



14        ripple in the politics, but maybe at this point



15        people will have slowed down and think about it a



16        little more.



17             I'll try and track it and see if we can do



18        anything helpful to -- what do they say these



19        days?  For clarification.  What are you doing?



20             I'll try to track it.



21   THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.



22             Lori, the private wells update?



23   LORI MATHIEU:  Private wells, let's see.  I await the



24        report from the private well group with a lot of



25        anticipation.  And for us, you know we have a
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 1        small program within the Department of Public



 2        Health, and private wells are regulated directly



 3        by local health.



 4             We would really like to -- we're going to



 5        take a very long hard look at, now that it's June,



 6        we start coming up with concepts for the next



 7        legislative session and during this month.



 8             And so this is one thing that's under



 9        consideration by us, is to move forward with some



10        minimal protection mechanisms for private wells.



11        So that's why I'm very excited to hear about your



12        report, and it would be even more exciting if I



13        saw that there was some active representation from



14        some of the opposition groups.



15             And we'd love their input directly, because



16        we know we will get opposition -- but for private



17        wells we're excited to see the report and move



18        something forward.  Even if it doesn't even make



19        it out of our department, you know the information



20        that we've been able to pull together working with



21        the USGS that we hope to present on, I think not



22        next month, but the month after in August to this



23        group will be impactful.



24             And I'm glad the inclusion of uranium and



25        arsenic is an important factor.  And the science
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 1        behind what USGS was able to put together with my



 2        team is important.  So more to come on private



 3        wells.



 4             And you know the emphasis on trying to put



 5        together the data system is also very important as



 6        well.  And you know we continue to work on that



 7        every day.  And also there's some interesting



 8        projects that are coming up.  The uranium and



 9        arsenic project has brought up some interest on



10        behalf of the Council of Governments and some



11        municipalities do want to do more with testing of



12        their private wells in their communities for the



13        benefit of their citizens.



14             So more to come, and I'm very excited to see



15        this report when it's ready.  And I can't wait to



16        work with all of you on it.  So thank you.



17   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Lori, since I spoke before I've



18        looked in the report itself, and there was a



19        representative from the real estate association



20        who was an active participant in it.  I've also



21        left a message for Mike passing along your



22        question and your concern.



23   LORI MATHIEU:  Great, thank you.



24   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Lori.  Do you want us to put



25        on the agenda about the water conservation and
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 1        fixtures?



 2   LORI MATHIEU:  What?  I couldn't hear you, Jack.



 3   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I can't hear you.



 4   THE CHAIRMAN:  Can you hear me now?



 5   LORI MATHIEU:  Barely.



 6   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  A little bit.  A little bit.



 7   THE CHAIRMAN:  Can you hear me?



 8   LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Speak up.



 9   THE CHAIRMAN:  You wanted something about water



10        conservation fixtures on the agenda?



11   LORI MATHIEU:  Oh, I did.  Yes.



12   THE CHAIRMAN:  So what would you like to talk about?



13   LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I know that I don't want to forget



14        about it.



15   THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, we're not forgetting about it.  We



16        said we were going to work on it between now and



17        the next session.



18   LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.



19   THE CHAIRMAN:  We're not forgetting about it.  Graham



20        and I had a meeting, as you know, with DAS and



21        Consumer Protection about looking at legislation



22        for next year.



23             So you just said they're coming up with



24        concepts for next year, so I imagine that that



25        would be one of the things we'll be looking at
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 1        based upon some of the information that came out



 2        of the whole Mary Ann Dickinson thing.



 3   GRAHAM STEVENS:  DCP, I imagine depending on how things



 4        go, with recreational marijuana will certainly



 5        have a lot on their plates.  But certainly the



 6        Water Planning Council might be able to provide



 7        them with some assistance -- but time will tell.



 8   LORI MATHIEU:  So our colleagues at DAS last month



 9        published the plumbing codes, as they are apt to



10        do.  There they adopt the international plumbing



11        codes from time to time, and they just went



12        through that public process in May.



13             We've reached out to them and plan to chat



14        with them about the changes and how it affects our



15        work, but it strikes me as an opportunity because



16        it's DAS, that through the state building



17        inspector that moves these things forward.



18             So I don't know if it's worthwhile for us to



19        chat with DCP and DAS, and our four agencies to



20        talk this through this month so that we might tee



21        up a proposal that all of us might be able to live



22        with for the summer.



23   THE CHAIRMAN:  It's fine with me.



24             If we can get a meeting set up?



25   LORI MATHIEU:  Sure.
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 1   THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham and Martin, are you okay with



 2        that?  We'll have to notice the meeting.



 3             And Graham, you seemed -- the last time you



 4        facilitated, Graham.  Could I delegate that to you



 5        to set up a meeting, please?



 6   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Absolutely, I'd be happy to.



 7   THE CHAIRMAN:  And again, it would probably be



 8        obviously after next week, because we've got a lot



 9        going on.



10             But Lori, you're correct.  I mean, because



11        before you know it we'll be getting our



12        legislation submitted to OPM and the governor's



13        office, so we should move on this now.



14   LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  Good.  Excellent.  Thank you.



15   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.



16             And finally, drought workgroup update?



17   MARTIN HEFT:  Thank you.  Good afternoon, everybody.



18        So with the recent rainfall it's been adequate to



19        restore a lot of our drought indicators at the



20        moment.  We are not having a June meeting this



21        Thursday.  It has been canceled, noticed one hour



22        earlier today.



23             Also we're still awaiting, as I mentioned



24        earlier, the report so we can finalize changes



25        that we're looking at in the drought plan in order
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 1        to move things forward.  So that kind of is on



 2        hold it right now.  So that's the update I have



 3        for the interagency drop workgroup.



 4   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.



 5             Any questions for Martin?



 6



 7                          (No response.)



 8



 9   THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Any new business?



10



11                          (No response.)



12



13   THE CHAIRMAN:  Any public comment?



14   IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  Yeah.  Hi, I have a public



15        comment.



16   THE CHAIRMAN:  Sure.



17   IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  So I have a question.  Because



18        spring started and everybody is working from home,



19        the leaf blowers are making a lot of noise.  And



20        the City of New Haven, we're looking into



21        legislation to prohibit the gas leaf blowers.



22             And I thought it was just a noise problem,



23        but apparently it's a pollutant.  And I wanted to



24        know if the watersheds are protected from garden



25        equipment and from leaf blowers.
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 1             And there's a there's a report that I found



 2        in an article that is reporting from the EPA from



 3        1997, that a lot of gasoline is spilled into the



 4        ground, and it's significant.  I was not aware of



 5        it.



 6             So I wanted to know if this is on anybody's



 7        radar, and if anybody checked this?



 8   THE CHAIRMAN:  I'm going to defer to Lori Mathieu on



 9        that.  The Department of Public Health.  Are you



10        checking on that?



11   IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  And this is also under the realm



12        of prevention, prevention of water pollution.



13   THE CHAIRMAN:  Right.  Maybe either, I guess, Graham or



14        Lori?



15   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Yeah, I'd be happy to speak to that to



16        some extent.



17             So certainly DEEP does engage in spill



18        prevention as well as spill response.  Now certain



19        businesses are required by law to have spill



20        prevention plans, but many of the uses that you're



21        speaking to, I believe, would be for either



22        personal use, or small enough contractors that may



23        not be required to have a spill prevention plan.



24        But certainly DEEP does engage at the national



25        level and the regional level on device
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 1        requirements with respect to gasoline.



 2             So you might have noticed over the past



 3        several years if your gas can -- if you had to go



 4        and buy a gas can recently, that there's a lot of



 5        new apparatus on there, which actually in my



 6        opinion maybe causes more spilling than it



 7        prevents, but it really was designed, I think, to



 8        prevent vapor losses.



 9             So we do get engaged in those discussions,



10        but that's more at a national level with respect



11        to container standards for gasoline.



12             When I used to work for a contracting company



13        they had the spill can.  Now I think it's more of



14        a vapor issue -- but I think you bring up a good



15        point.  Certainly -- maybe one thing we could look



16        at is trying to incentivize the purchase of



17        battery operated equipment.  Certainly that has



18        become a more viable alternative for residential



19        use.  Commercial, maybe not quite as much.



20             So this is one of those issues where you know



21        we need to look to ourselves to change some of our



22        behavior.  And DEEP does work on campaigns to try



23        to promote elimination of, or reduction of



24        pollution to the environment or eliminating the



25        possibility of spills or how extensive they can
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 1        be.



 2             So you bring up a really good point and



 3        something I'll bring back to our waste team to see



 4        if there's any campaign that they have in the



 5        works in advance of the mowing season, which is,



 6        besides my lawn, is already firmly in place as you



 7        can all hear in the background.  Which goes to



 8        also fertilizing lawns.  Right?



 9             So that's something that's Lori and I talk



10        about a lot.  And you know the less you fertilize



11        the better the grass you have.  If you do water,



12        if you water it properly, and if you are planting



13        seeds that are more drought resistant, then maybe



14        you won't be cutting as much and maybe you won't



15        be using those small engines as often.



16   IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  So can I just quote the number



17        that is in this article?



18   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Please.



19   IRIS HERZ KAMINSKI:  So the United States refuels their



20        leaf blowers and lawnmowers; they spill



21        approximately 17 million gallons of gasoline onto



22        the ground each summer, gas that seeps into the



23        water -- okay?  And that goes on.



24             And to put that into comparison, they



25        compared it to the Exon Valdez oil spill from 1989
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 1        that dumped 11 million gallons into the Prudhoe



 2        Bay -- the crude, near Alaska.



 3             So I'm just giving the numbers.  So it's true



 4        that these are -- it's spread all over the United



 5        States.  It's not in one place, but you know, if



 6        people use that in their lawn -- I don't know if



 7        it's significant if somebody spills one gallon



 8        near his well, if that's significant or not.  I



 9        just don't know, because it --



10   GRAHAM STEVENS:  It absolutely is significant.  And you



11        know it's a good point.  I actually worked on a



12        case where -- I think it was in Canton where



13        someone was selling their home and they had put



14        the home on the market.  They wanted to get it



15        nice, nice and clean and ready for showings.



16             They had a problem starting their lawn mower.



17        They flipped over the lawnmower to work on the



18        blade, emptied the gas and the mower by mistake



19        and they knocked out their well, and two or three



20        neighbors' wells.



21             And that wasn't discovered until the



22        transaction had occurred because the sample had



23        already been collected.



24             And to Lori's point, you know a potability



25        test, it does not require analysis for chlorinated
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 1        solvents or for gasoline compounds; no benzene,



 2        toluene, xylene.



 3             So yeah, we definitely are aware that even



 4        little spills can cause big problems, and that's



 5        something that we should really look at.  So I



 6        appreciate you bringing that to us.  Trying to



 7        make people aware that it's important to be safe



 8        with your gas, and if you do spill it, to clean it



 9        and how best to do that.



10   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  I have un-muted briefly to



11        underscore Iris's point.



12   GRAHAM STEVENS:  I hear.  I hear.  I wonder why we all



13        have low level headaches all day.  With the



14        noises, it's terrible.  I cut my lawn when I do,



15        on the weekends.  I don't have a service, so I



16        guess my neighbors are mad that I'm cutting my



17        lawn on the weekends when they have contractors



18        cut it during the week.



19   THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.  Any other public comments this



20        afternoon?



21   MARGRET MINER:  I did, Jack.  It's Margaret.



22   THE CHAIRMAN:  Yes, please.



23   MARGRET MINER:  I'll send a memo, but it's really going



24        over a comment that I made in the Water Planning



25        Council advisory group, which started to get my





                                 59

�









 1        attention with the Aquarion diversion.



 2             What caught my attention was that the people



 3        concerned who are well educated, community



 4        involved people, none of them understood or had



 5        any familiarity -- and I'm not sure they easily



 6        could have.



 7             I said, well, have you spoken -- is it in the



 8        WUCC plan?  Have you spoken to your council of



 9        governments?  Have you seen the utilities water



10        supply plan?  That would help you to understand



11        where these ideas are coming from.



12             Let me include legislators in people that



13        aren't familiar with these plans and have



14        difficulty, difficulty drawing information from



15        what they hear.



16             There was one man who wrote a very good



17        letter to the -- Peter McGuinness to the



18        Connecticut Post.  And he made a serious effort.



19        He wanted to talk about the diversion and water



20        planning versus housing planning.



21             But he made a serious effort to go in.  On



22        his own he found WUCC plans.  He could not exactly



23        understand what they were, but he found them and



24        he commented.  He commented on the number of



25        plans.
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 1             And when I talk to people and I said, well,



 2        could you look at the plan?  There's the WUCC



 3        plan.  There's the water supply plans.  There's



 4        OPM's overall plan.  There's a state water plan.



 5        There are DPH rules that apply to water planning.



 6             There's separate drought plans in different



 7        municipalities, and different utilities have



 8        different plans.  These plans, I can tell you



 9        having worked on quite a few of them, are not



10        necessarily consistent.  And it led me to think on



11        our 20th anniversary of doing planning, and I



12        would say perhaps the most intensive -- and



13        certainly the most economical planning was done at



14        the very beginning.  Anyone who was around it -- I



15        think I know Virginia remembers this.



16             I think it was the summer of 2002, none of us



17        ever got outside.  We did planning.  We produced a



18        very nice plan -- that was the unanimous rejection



19        of recommendations to the Water Planning Council



20        group were not accepted.  So that was back then.



21             But I'm looking at the thousands of hours and



22        into the millions of dollars that we've spent



23        planning since 2001.  And what has changed in



24        terms of what happens on the ground?  Certainly,



25        from the point of view of protecting natural
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 1        waters, practically nothing has changed.



 2             The changes that are sort of pending are



 3        changes that have come -- they may never happen,



 4        but at least they're actionable that have come



 5        from citizen action groups like the Shepaug River



 6        advocates, like the advocates in Bloomfield.  And



 7        they've gone to the Legislature, and they've gone



 8        to the courts.  But what's coming out of the Water



 9        Planning Council that is changing anything that we



10        do?



11             We have a multitude of plans that are not



12        necessarily consistent.  I was further inspired by



13        Lori Matthew asking, what is Connecticut's water



14        policy?  I think she meant for drinking water, but



15        where is it written?  How do we know what it is?



16             Oh, we didn't get around to making that



17        clear.  How many years?  How many hours?  I think



18        the cost benefit analysis, we would not get a good



19        grade.



20             In going through one of the technical



21        revisions, I took a look at what, you know, I went



22        back to the original state water plan statute,



23        because it was right there.  And I didn't even



24        recognize it as a statute, because we're so far



25        away from having worked on it.
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 1             The first one is, they shall design a unified



 2        planning programming budget.  Do we have a unified



 3        planning programming budget?



 4             I know that the science is lacking.  We're



 5        still trying to get a water budget.  The science



 6        in the state water plan did not get us down to the



 7        actual planning units, which are the subregional



 8        watersheds, because they didn't have the time.



 9        And if we wanted to get the science and the data



10        to look at the planning units, the subregional



11        units, they had other software for us to buy.



12             One of mine that I noticed in there was the



13        setup and conflict resolution process.  That



14        should be simple.  The Aquarion diversion, ideal



15        to be the kind of thing; you don't want to spend a



16        fortune on lawyers and going to adjudications.



17             At least you could attempt -- attempt



18        negotiation and reconciliation before going.  I



19        don't say it should be required, but I think it



20        would have saved both sides money and maybe



21        sharpened up the arguments on both sides.



22             My question is, one reason I don't think --



23        we keep spinning our wheels and not really making



24        change, not addressing the problem, not changing



25        anything of the problems we've all identified, is
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 1        there is really nobody in charge.  There's not a



 2        lead, administrative lead or a lead agency.



 3             You all have identified in the water plan



 4        that the Water Planning Council is not a unit.



 5        You are three separate agencies, and when



 6        something like the dispute of the Aquarion



 7        diversion -- and I have a few others in mind that



 8        are coming along -- nobody says, oh, let's go to



 9        the Water Planning council and see what they say



10        about this.



11             You know, you go to CEQ before you go to



12        Water Planning Council.



13             So my urging -- at least you had told me not



14        to be so negative.  It's only 20 years -- seeing



15        her behind me -- and in 2023 we have a chance to



16        update the state water plan.  Well, I think, oh my



17        God.



18             Kurt Westphal, by the way, told me he had



19        never worked in a state that had so many plans,



20        which on paper are all supposed to be consistent



21        with each other.



22             So we have an opportunity in 2023 to update



23        the plan.  Thank you, Alecia, for that reminder.



24        I can't wait -- but let's please identify three or



25        four things that absolutely need to get done.
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 1        Even with drought planning, we've sort of improved



 2        some aspects of it.  But everybody agrees, it's



 3        not organized between the utilities, the towns,



 4        the State.  That's still a catch-as-catch-can from



 5        town to town.



 6             So there are at least three or four -- I know



 7        Dan Lawrence at the WUCCs are working on it, but



 8        nobody knows what the WUCCs do.  Nobody can read



 9        their plans.  They're incomprehensible to the



10        average person.



11             At any rate, please -- I hope that we'll



12        identify a few things.  They've already been



13        identified one way or another in the water plan.



14             And try to get change.  Try to have a clear



15        policy, a plan, something that people can read



16        and, you know, understand -- and that's not that



17        easy, but it could be simpler than what we have



18        now, and identify some steps for actually doing



19        something, which will probably require bumping



20        heads and will require someone who will have to



21        say to people like me or people like David Radka,



22        my friend, sorry.  You're not getting what you



23        want here.  This is what we're going to do.  This



24        is what the State needs, whatever.



25             So I will send a memo outlining some of the
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 1        data on some of the information I was putting into



 2        this speech, and also what I noticed in the state



 3        water plan that we haven't done -- and hope that



 4        we can pick up the pace of change, because we are



 5        actually, in terms of water quality and water



 6        security, our headwaters are a mess.  They're



 7        unprotected.



 8             We're not making -- we're not doing what we



 9        should be doing as a water planning council, but



10        the Legislature will be winding up.  So we can fix



11        it all over the summer.



12             That's my speech of concern from an exhausted



13        planner.  Thank you for your attention.



14   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Margaret.  I just want to



15        respond to you.  I mean, one of the things that I



16        certainly am frustrated as a utility regulator



17        is -- you're right.  We do a terrible job



18        educating the public.



19             PURA has finally -- over the last six months



20        we have a website, we have a twitter account.  We



21        have a Facebook.  When we do a decision we have Q



22        and A's after the decision.



23             And we spend all this time and money on



24        water, gas, electric, telecommunications, cable,



25        but we don't really get out there in an effective
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 1        way to the public.  I can't agree with you more.



 2             But we did spend a million bucks on a plan.



 3        The Water Planning Council did get involved, if



 4        you remember, with the whole sale of the quarry in



 5        New Britain.  I think that we were very



 6        responsible for stopping that whole process.



 7             We got involved with the whole dilemma they



 8        had up in UConn in terms of interconnection.  I



 9        think we were very much a part of that process.



10             But like you said, we don't have the



11        legislative teeth right now to do it, and it's



12        something we could look at moving forward.  I



13        think we have the four main agencies.  We have the



14        advocacy group.  We have everybody here to do it,



15        but it's just how we do it.



16   MARGRET MINER:  You have the right people in the room.



17   THE CHAIRMAN:  It's just how we -- I'm not disagreeing



18        with you.



19   MARGRET MINER:  Okay.  Thanks, Jack.



20   THE CHAIRMAN:  Anybody else?



21



22                          (No response.)



23



24   THE CHAIRMAN:  Now our next meeting on the agenda said



25        July 1st, but it should be --
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 1   LORI MATHIEU:  Jack, can I make a comment?  Maybe just



 2        a little comment?



 3   THE CHAIRMAN:  Very briefly, Lori, because I need to



 4        get to a taping really soon.  So make a brief



 5        comment.



 6             Lori, can you make a brief comment?



 7   MARGRET MINER:  He's teasing you.



 8   LORI MATHIEU:  So I remember the years, Margaret, and



 9        Jack, before the WUCC was done that you would ask



10        me time and time again, when is the WUCC going to



11        get accomplished?  What's the status of the WUCC?



12             And now that there is a WUCC plan, maybe what



13        we need to do -- because there is a beautifully



14        well written two-page document that summarizes the



15        whole thing.



16             And then there's another 10-pager that



17        Milone & MacBroom, and our colleague Dave



18        Murphy -- who we all love very much because he's



19        such the expert -- wrote a beautiful 10-page



20        document which in September, if everyone's so



21        willing, I can explain the WUCC process to the



22        world in about 20 minutes.



23             Because the list of the top ten items that



24        are needed across the state for water supply are



25        in that WUCC plan, the amount of investment that
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 1        is necessary to fix some of the major problems



 2        that we have -- and I would love to talk to



 3        anybody about what those are and how to solve some



 4        of these problems.



 5             So any time, Margaret, I think in September.



 6   MARGRET MINER:  Okay.



 7   LORI MATHIEU:  Jack, there's my one minute.  So thank



 8        you for that.



 9   MARGRET MINER:  Okay.  Lori and Jack, the important



10        thing is to be in touch with the public when the



11        public cares.  When they don't care about



12        something, when it's not on their horizon they



13        don't want general education.



14             There has to be a good way to connect with



15        them when there's something they care about and



16        then be able to explain to them, you know?



17        Preferably catch them up as early as possible, but



18        then --



19   LORI MATHIEU:  I agree with you.  I agree with you, and



20        that's the challenge of good brisk communication.



21   MARGRET MINER:  Yeah.



22   LORI MATHIEU:  And also I would say what's missing from



23        this proffer are chief elected officials, town



24        planners, zoning officials, inland wetlands,



25        chairs who don't know anything about wetlands and
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 1        get no education on it before they're in charge.



 2   MARGRET MINER:  I know.



 3   LORI MATHIEU:  I think they are missing that boat.  Not



 4        every decision maker is here.  Not every decision



 5        maker is here.  If we had more decision makers



 6        here who cared, then that would be -- we would we



 7        would be able to get the word out more to more



 8        people, you know?



 9   MARGRET MINER:  That's true.



10   LORI MATHIEU:  We're missing that local input, so --



11        anyway, thank you.



12   THE CHAIRMAN:  But you're absolutely right, Lori.



13        Lori, you have to have the council of governments



14        and the first selectmen, and the mayors and the



15        people that chair these local inland wetlands,



16        which you're been involved with for many, many



17        years.



18             The meeting is July 6th, not July 1st.



19        That's on our calendar.  There was a typo on this



20        report.



21   LORI MATHIEU:  July 6?



22   THE CHAIRMAN:  July 6 is the next meeting.



23   VIRGINIA de LIMA:  Very, very, very quickly?  Lori, I



24        heard back from Mike.  The real estate agent



25        person who was there said that there were no
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 1        drastic concerns, and that the public health



 2        outweighed any concerns.  And he did not feel



 3        there would be a problem.



 4   THE CHAIRMAN:  Wow.



 5   LORI MATHIEU:  Put that in writing.  Put that in



 6        writing.  Good.  Thank you.



 7   THE CHAIRMAN:  Good work, Virginia.



 8   LORI MATHIEU:  Excellent.  Very good.



 9             All right.  Margaret, this could be one of



10        our most important passes.



11   THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham, your hand is raised, Graham?



12   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Oh, sorry.  That's my emoji for



13        clapping for the realtors.



14   THE CHAIRMAN:  Anyone else wish to address us?  I don't



15        want to cut anybody off here.  No other public



16        comment?



17



18                          (No response.)



19



20   THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, do we have motion to adjourn,



21        please?



22   MARTIN HEFT:  So moved.



23   LORI MATHIEU:  Second.



24   THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made and seconded.  All those in



25        favor.
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 1   THE COUNCIL:  Aye.



 2   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Be safe, everyone.



 3        Have a great 4th of July.



 4



 5                          (End:  3 p.m.)
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