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GRAHAM STEVENS ( DEEP)
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(Begin: 1:34 p.m)

THE CHAIRVMAN:. So we will call the neeting of the Water

Pl anni ng Council for July 6th to order.

The first order of business wll

be t he

approval of the mnutes of the June 1lst neeti ng.

Do | hear a notion?
LORI MATHI EU:. So noved.
GRAHAM STEVENS: Seconded.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Motion nade by Lori, second by G aham

Any di scussion on the notion?

(No response.)

THE CHAIRVMAN: | f not, all those in favor signify by

sayi ng, aye.

THE COUNCI L: Aye.

THE CHAI RVAN:.  We have on the agenda a presentation

from Rebecca French from DEEP, but it'

s ny

under st andi ng she's detained, and she will be

joining. She's actually at the Governor's bil

signing. She'll be joining us later on in this

Counci |l neeting, and when she does we'll have her

cone out and do her presentation.

Next, correspondence received --

and we can
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take this up alittle bit later. W did receive
an e-mail from Margaret M ner, and we can take
this up under new business, but it was -- | hope
everybody got a copy of the letter from Margaret
relative to the procedure for diversion permts,
particul arly about the G eenw ch system and what
the role of the Water Pl anning Council m ght be,
or m ght not be.

So if it's okay with the Council, we can take
that up later on to di scuss?

LORI MATHI EU:. Yes, that's fine with ne.

THE CHAI RVAN:. Graham are you okay with that?

GRAHAM STEVENS: Agreed, yeah.

MARTI N HEFT: That's fine.

THE CHAI RMAN:. The state water plan, the inplenentation
wor kgr oup update, you shoul d have received from
Dave and Virginia -- both of them they nust be
hopefully taking a long 4th of July weekend.

They can't be with us today, but they have
sent us a report in terns of what's been goi ng on
wth the inplenentation group, and tal ked about
what's going on with the report on the private
well quality report.

Al so they tal k about the draft subgroup, the

wor kgroup and the draft report, and they're going
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LORI

to go actually tal k about acceptance of that in
their July 13th neeting; tal k about outreach and
education, inplenentation tracking. The subtopic
wor kgroup planned to initiate the neeting with
that, and tal ked about the survey update at the
wor kshop.

And Lori, do you want to say anythi ng about
the well report, the draft report on well quality,
private well quality?

MATHI EU:  Yes. Thank you, Jack. So the
Departnent, the Departnent of Public Health for
many years has worked to try to get private wells
recogni zed nore toward the end of |ocation as well
as water quality.

So when all of this becane part of the
di scussion in the state water plan and in the
state water plan, as all of you renenber who we're
part of it, private wells was a big part of the
di scussion. And water quality testing, the
requi renent only exists for when you drill a new
wel | .

And even on a property transfer there is no
requirenent. Even though you do hear about it a
| ot, you mght think there's a requirenent, but

there's not. So the good work by M ke
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Dietz and -- or | should say Dr. Dietz and his
work teamto take on the effort to inplenent a
pi ece of the state water plan when it cones to
under standi ng water quality better, and taking
sone steps in that direction is a very good one.

So I'mvery pleased with what | read and what
|"ve heard fromny staff. There's two staff Ryan
Tetreault and Tatiana Shea that are part of that
group, that sub workgroup that Dr. Dietz runs, and
t hey' ve been able to provide a |ot of great input.

We believe that this effort, as expressed in
this draft docunment, is a good step in the right
direction. |[It's not a hundred percent of
everything that woul d be necessary or needed to
fully understand drinking water quality every day
all day in private wells, however it is a step in
the right direction.

So one thing that -- we talk a | ot about
| egislative initiatives this tinme of year as a
departnent position. The | ong session just ended
and new session starts to be thought about noving
forward in our process internally.

So we've started conversations. And the
draft docunment, as Dr. Dietz and his group

have teed up, is part of the discussions within
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our departnent. And so there's so nuch nore to
cone because those discussions just started, that
docunent just cane out, but we're very excited to
see the work of that workgroup.

And the effort to inplenent this part of the
state water plan is areally inportant effort. On
behal f of the 800, 000-pl us peopl e that consune
wat er out of private wells in our state, | know
one itemthat we want to know nore about is, what
happens in other states?

Because if there is a novenent toward that
end on a legislative initiative, that is one of
the very first questions that is asked about what
ot her states do. How does it work in other
states? What are sone of the challenges in other
states? What are other states thinking about for
the future when it cones to private well water
quality testing?

So Jack, thank you for the opportunity to say
a few words, and I want to thank that work team
because they' ve done trenendous work, and | ook
forward to providing nore information during the

com ng nont hs.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Thanks, Lori. And | know that's

sonet hing that you' ve been very passi onate about
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and we certainly do thank the group for working on
t hat .

Any ot her questions fromMartin or G aham on
the witten report that we received, or comments?

MARTI N HEFT: | don't have any.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Grahanf?

GRAHAM STEVENS: Jack, |1'd just |like to say echoing
sone of Lori's sentinent, | nean, | think a very
conci se excellently witten report with a real
consunabl e attached to it.

That gets us towards our overall objective
and at sone point | think it mght be hel pful for
us to discuss sooner rather than later legislative
initiatives that the Water Pl anning Council would
be supportive of and woul d endorse fromthe nenber
agenci es.

And | think this being one as well as a
fixture initiative from-- that we kind of got
sonme traction on | ast session, but we need to
start laying sone nore groundwork on it in advance
of next session.

It m ght even behoove us to consider having
an open and transparent discussion about sone of
the initiatives that we may be supportive of and

then to hear from stakehol ders on that, maybe even
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going as far as inviting certain stakehol ders who
may not have engaged thus far in sone of our
processes.

| think about, Lori, the honebuil ders
associ ation, the Connecticut CBA's, the real
estate section as well as the realtors -- just so
t hey can understand where the agency's and the
Wat er Pl anni ng Council's perspectives |ay, and
what future the legislative initiative may be in.

And really try to solicit and entice a public
di al ogue around this before we get into the
| egi sl ative session itself. And | know that that,
that idea carries with it sone difficulties for
t he agency representatives just because we nay not
have our designated | eaders sign off on all of the
| egi sl ative proposals, but certainly fromthe
Wat er Pl anni ng Council perspective that m ght be
sonet hi ng where we can tal k about our intent, and
how t hese initiatives may align with our
respective m ssions.

So just sonething to think about. Maybe at
the next neeting we can put sonething |ike that on
t he agenda, but | know that internally the
agencies will have to digest that information and

t hi nk about it.
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THE CHAIRVAN:  Well, that's a great idea, but if we're
going to do it we should probably do it at the
August neeting. Because before you knowit, it's
going to be COctober 1st, and we're going to be
getting legislative proposals into OPM and the
Governor's office.

So | think, Lori and Grahamif you could |et
us know who'd you'd like to invite and we'll have
Ally get invitations out to themto cone to our
August neeting. And the sooner the better,
because before you knowit, it's going to be
deadline tine and we're going to be in -- Mary Ann
Di cki nson, who's on -- see, she can't stay away
fromus. She's on the call today.

But she's telling us Massachusetts is beating
us and getting ahead of us with sone of the water
fixture | egislation.

MARY ANN DI CKI NSON:  And Rhode Island just did it.

THE CHAI RVAN:  And Rhode | sl and.

MARY ANN DI CKI NSON: So now you have Vernont,
Massachusetts, Rhode |sland, New York.

Connecticut is currently m ssing here.

THE CHAI RMAN: Jennifer, do you have a question?

Jennifer Barry?

Your hand was up. GCkay. All right.

10
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LORI

Well, that's got --
MATHI EU: Jack, could | ask? Toward that and, are
you thinking of a special neeting in August just

for legislative initiatives? O just to tack it

onto what --
THE CHAIRVAN: We're all busy. | think we should
probably tack it on. Do it, either -- probably at

LORI

t he end, maybe at the end of a neeting.

| nmean, unless sonebody -- |'mopen to
suggestions, but I'mjust trying to nmake it as
easy as possible for people. And again, | don't
know when we're going to be back in the building.
For the foreseeable future we're going to be
doi ng, still doing renpote neetings.

MATHI EU:. Because there was -- to Grahanis point,
| remenber we tal ked about this a while back I

t hi nk about who was on that comm ttee that
represented real estate, and represented
honmebui | di ng.

And | guess there was a person who
represented the realtors and had sone coment to
add. But Graham | think just to expand out to
these, to the groups and to the peopl e who
have interest, or a lot of interest in the

st akehol ders, including towns and | ocal health

11
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di rectors who have direct oversight. And town
governnent | think is really very inportant, and
maybe even council of governnents, so.

GRAHAM STEVENS: That's a great i1dea, Lori.

No, | just think in this, this day and age --
and | know that our |egislative colleagues nay
di sagree, but you know the | egislative process
Isn't always as open to as many as we would |ike
to assune.

And | just wanted to, as a body, just try to
extend that transparency as far as we can, and
frankly to hear fromfol ks who may have a
differing opinion than we do. So that that can be
sonething that we internalize as part of our
deci si on- maki ng process.

THE CHAI RVAN.  Mary Ann - -
GRAHAM STEVENS: (Unintelligible) too nuch bureaucracy

around t hat.

THE CHAIRVAN:  |'m sorry, G aham
In the other states -- of course, the other
states, | don't believe have anything |ike the
Water Pl anning Council. Do they go straight to

the Legislature, the stakehol ders, people who have
vari ous opi ni ons?

MARY ANN DI CKINSON: So | don't know what happened in

12
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Rhode Island. And in Massachusetts | think it was
state sponsored as part of their climte change
wor K.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Ckay.

MARY ANN DI CKI NSON: But many of the states -- or 14
states that have done this so far, and usually
It's a legislator who is a chanpi on and j ust
submts it, and it goes through the regul ar
| egi sl ative process. So that's howit's been
handl ed i n nost states.

One of the nore recent ones was the State of

Nevada where a | egislator was a chanpion for it
| ast session, and now he's submtting further
refinenments to it this session. | nean, he's
really notivated, and |'msure -- |I'msure we can
find a simlarly notivated | egislator here in
Connecticut. In fact, we do know of already at
| east one or two.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Absolutely. GOkay. |If there's no nore
di scussion on this, let's nove to the Water
Pl anni ng Counci | advi sory group.

Josh?

JOSH CANSLER: Let ne unnute, first | guess. Aleciais

on a vacation right now. So she's not here today.

We did hold our last neeting on June 15th and

13
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In addition to the usual updates we had on the

I npl enent ati on workgroup and the WUCC, and we al so
had a | ong di scussi on about an update on

| egi sl ation that went through the [ ast session.

Sone of you -- or nost of you probably
received an e-mail from Al ecia on June 13th about
t he source water protection white paper that the
advi sory group i s working on.

Al ecia sent out a request for volunteers to
help wite that white paper, and | do believe she
has received quite a few volunteers so far. So we
are working on that white paper and hopefully
we'll have that draft ready fairly soon.

On the watershed | ands wor kgroup we had sone
di scussion on that. Karen, did you want to add

anyt hi ng?

KAREN BURNASKA:  No, I'Ill let you continue, Josh.
JOSH CANSLER: Ckay. W had a discussion on the final

draft report and we were noving with that. And we
al so tal ked about a solar siting. And of course |
believe the initial neeting of the draft solar
siting workgroup was June 16th, and | gave up ny
spot to John Hudak who obvi ously has been nuch
nore involved in solar siting in this state than |

have.

14
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So he is representing the advisory group on

that, on that effort -- and | believe Al ecia as
wel | . | don't think she was at the June 16th
neet i ng.

Graham | think that's your area. So | won't
get into what happened with that work plan as
wel | .

I n new busi ness Deni se Savageau, | don't
bel i eve she's on online here. She brought up the
subject of hydrilla. W had a | ong di scussion on
that and the efforts to create a task force, and a
|l etter that's requesting Senator Blunenthal's
support for the Arny Corps of Engineers to get
I nvol ved wwth the hydrill a.

And specifically | guess it has becone an
Issue in the |last few years al ong the Connecti cut
River. So we did have a long discussion on that,
and Denise did send out quite a bit of reference
material on that and asking people to get
I nvol ved.

And | believe that's the only other we had.
Again, we had a | ong update fromthe
I npl enent ati on workgroup as well, which everyone

al ready saw the e-mail on. That's all |'ve got.

THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you, Josh.

15
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LORI

JOSH

LORI

JOSH

LORI

JOSH

LORI

Any questions for Josh?

MATHI EU:. | just have a quick, quick one. | know
that |'ve asked a couple Departnent of Public
Health staff to participate on this source water
protection white paper. |'mwondering if the nost
recent draft has an actual m ssion statenent or an
Intent witten on it?

CANSLER: Wl |, that's sonething they're working
on. | have not seen the nost recent draft.

Alecia is working on it.

MATH EU:  Okay.

CANSLER:  So | woul d have to reach out to her to
get you a final answer on that.

MATHI EU.  Yeah, because I'mstill confused as to
what the m ssion is.

CANSLER: My understanding is that the goal is to
| ook at the roles of the Water Pl anni ng Counci |
and all the agencies in source water protection,
and how it is being addressed in the State.

But again, |1'd have to get at Al ecia because
this has been kind of her bailiwck, exactly what
the m ssion statenent is.

MATHI EU: My suggestion would be that before nore
wor k happens, that an actual m ssion statenent is

produced so that we -- | know which staff to add

16




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

to the teamso that we can get the nost input from

the right people at the Departnent of Public

Heal t h.

JOSH CANSLER: Al right. Well, I'll talk to her about
that and we'll discuss it at the next advisory
meet i ng.

LORI MATHI EU:  Thank you.
THE CHAI RVAN:  Any further questions for Josh?

(No response.)

THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you, Josh.
Karen, anything additional on the watershed?
KAREN BURNASKA: No, | think we're all set. The
wat er shed | ands wor kgroup has not net since your
| ast neeting. This is kind of a tough tinme to
get, you know, people together.
So | believe, you know, Josh handled it well.
He | ooked over several of us -- John nade a very
good -- John Hudak, a very good presentation to
t he DEEP, a scopi ng webi nar and, you know, we're
going to keep tabs on that. And hopefully we'll
have sonme nore information for you at your office
neet i ng.

THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you very nuch.

17
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Lori, any -- oh, Margaret M ner has a
guesti on.
MARGARET M NER: Yes, hi. | had a question relating to

the work we're doing on source water protection
and wat ershed | ands | ooking at a coupl e of
projects where the inpact is to -- wthin a

dri nki ng water watershed or a AA watershed, the
I npact is to the headwater streans, and the
headwat ers and the streans.

And it may be in sone cases a little renote
fromthe reservoir, the public reservoir or a well
field. And so | think the water conpanies are
reluctant to provide negative coment if there's
not a kind of -- you can see the sedi nent com ng
straight fromthe hilltop into the reservoir.

But |I'mthinking, shouldn't we be paying
attention to the possibility, and in sone cases,
probability that we're going to | ose that
headwaters as a source in the course of
devel opnent that won't directly inpact the
reservoir? But if it actually inperils the
headwaters or inpairs them in first water
streans, shouldn't we be looking a little beyond
where we usually | ook?

And | think that probably is sonething that

18
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will taken up in the white paper on source water
protection, but | think our watershed | ands are,
you know, we've been looking fairly close to the
source. And I'mlooking -- |'mwondering nmaybe
your reservoir won't be inpaired, but can it do
wi thout this, this upland headwaters if they

di sappear al toget her?

And then the second question |'ve been
runni ng across is, when you' re |ooking at a
fragile site, is a hundred-year storm design
adequate? It seens to be not and that we shoul d
sonmehow revisit that.

So those were the two, sort of, watershed
| ands questions that |'ve been running into on the
ground or in the field in the last few weeks.

That's all.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you very nuch.

LORI

Lori, would you like to tal k any WUCC updat e?
MATHI EU: There isn't a lot to update. | know
that in the central WUCC area there is an ongoi ng
concern | believe in the Town of Berlin. And
there's sort of a dispute about a certain service
area that | know Eric McPhee, who' is the |ead
fromDPH, is working with the WIUCC | eadership

there to address.
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But you know, there's nothing el se beyond
that. | know they continue to work on their
sub-teans and inplenmentation, and | know all of
you are -- sone of you have been participating,
and all of you are nore than wel cone and invited
to attend the WIUCC neeti ngs.

And if there's anyone here that doesn't get
those notifications, please |let ne know. [|'I|
make sure that you are on the |ist.

And Jack, that's all that | have.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you very nmuch, and | think you
al ready gave the private well update.

LOR MATHI EU:  Ckay. Al right.

THE CHAI RVAN: | nean, unless you have nore to add?

LORI MATHIEU: No. | think what Gahamsaid is very
true. | think upfront, proactive and stakehol der
I nvol venment is critical. You knowthis is

I nportant to a |l ot of people, and there are a
lot -- you know there can be a | ot of chall enges

i n noving sonething |like this forward.

It affects a | ot and people. It affects many

things |i ke property val ue concerns, but for us in

the Health Departnent it cones down to public
health. And one itemthat | really |ike about

what Dr. Dietz added with the teamis adding in
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requi renments on property transfer of testing for
arseni ¢ and urani um

And next nonth we're having USGS along with a
coupl e nenbers of ny staff fromthe Departnent of
Public Health to present on the nost recent
I nformation and study on arsenic and uraniumin
the State of Connecticut, which captured a | ot of
attention when we worked on our press rel ease.

So that's an exciting piece of this, and |
think we don't want to | ose sight of the fact that
this is a public health initiative as well. It is
an inportant aspect when people buy a new hone so
that they can understand fully what they are
pur chasi ng and then what they would be consum ng
every day.

So you know, | do think it's an inportant
initiative. It's very inportant to get all
st akehol ders to the table.

So, Jack, thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN:  You're wel conme. And again, Lori, you

LORI

talked a little bit about the water conservation
fixtures and how we would Iike to proceed. |
don't know if there's anything further you want
like to add to that?

MATHI EU:. Well, | see Mary Ann there. And Mary

21
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Ann and | had a wonderful conversati on. She' s

al ways great. | believe she is retired, |like a
| ot of you -- but you keep com ng back, which is
wonder f ul .

So Mary Ann, we had a wonderful conversation
on Friday just about what other states are doing,
the fact that Connecticut is behind.

But Jack and Graham | know that I'Il look to
both of you. | know that you both have worked on
this working with our sister agency. So | don't
know i f you have anything el se you want to add
about -- we do have to get Consuner Protection,

t he Departnent of Consuner Protection involved and
t he Departnment of Adm nistrative Services invol ved
because it does affect other, those two ot her
agencies with building codes and fi xtures.

And when we put sonething in place we al so
want to nmake sure it's enforced and well

under st ood, Sso --

THE CHAIRVAN:  Lori, you just raised a good point.

think we should probably invite -- if they can,
cone to our next neeting. | nean, if we get
representatives there we're going to have

st akehol ders conme in and tal k about the proposed

| egislation. So they should hear directly from
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t hese individuals, so we can --

LORI MATHI EU. That woul d be good.

THE CHAI RVAN:. G aham did you have anything to add?

GRAHAM STEVENS:. Yeah. | nean, | just -- fromny
perspective and | don't want to speak for the
Departnment of Consunmer Protection, but | inmagine
they are pretty flat out right now dealing with --

THE CHAI RMAN: |'s sonet hing going on over there?

GRAHAM STEVENS: Yeah, apparently. They have a
stand-up and online betting and, you know, a
recreational cannabis programin the next couple
weeks. So they're just a little bit busy,
under st andably, to | aunch two new conprehensive
prograns in a short period of tinme -- but
certainly we can ask.

Hopeful |y they can provi de sonebody to attend
that neeting. |'mhappy to coordinate with you,
Jack, on that.

THE CHAIRVAN:. We'l | do that.

MARY ANN DI CKINSON: But | did -- I did offer, Jack, to
Lori, that if a presentation on why Connecti cut
shoul d do this and what other states have done --
I f that would be helpful, | would be happy to do
t hat .

THE CHAIRVAN: | think that we would | ove that. Thank
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you very nuch. Maybe when we have this neeting --
and | think what we're going to try to do is
condense the rest of the agenda and have a good
portion of this neeting to deal just with this
subject, and I'Il talk to ny coll eagues on the
Wat er Pl anni ng Council before that.

LORI MATHI EU. And Jack, it does say Rebecca here. And
It does dovetail nicely into climte change,
because it is conserving our water supplies in a
nore proactive manner instead of, you know, the
droughts that Mary Ann and | tal ked about. What's
going on in California is horrible, and we don't
want to be in that position.

It's positioning ourselves to be in the right
pl ace, and it does very well wth what Rebecca has
been | eading the charge with the GC- 3, and |
believe it is nentioned.

MARY ANN DI CKINSON: And it saves energy, too, and we
have done sone cal cul ati ons on how nuch ener gy
woul d be saved by these standards. So that could
be part of what we pass on.

And if you want to have a separate sidebar
before the August neeting, |'m happy to attend
that just for what you need. Thank you.

THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you so nuch. GCkay. Wy don't we

24




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

just do Martin's update, and then we'll go to
Rebecca.

MARTI N HEFT: Sure. Good afternoon, all. It will be a
very qui ck update because we did not neet | ast
nmonth. And since we do not have the sub working
group draft report | don't really have anything to
report on, and this week's neeting that's
schedul ed for Thursday wll be cancel ed.

THE CHAI RVAN: Wl |, we certainly got plenty of rain.
That's for sure.

MARTI N HEFT: Yes.

THE CHAI RMAN. Thank you very nuch. Rebecca, you've
had a busy day. W appreciate you being wth us
today, and you can introduce yourself and tell us
what you're going to tal k about.

Thank you for being here.

REBECCA FRENCH: Hi. Good afternoon, everyone. Thanks
so nmuch for having nme. Apologies for the swtch
In the schedule. The Governor decided to sign the
bill that I"mactually going to talk to you about
t hi s norning.

THE CHAIRVAN:. G eat. Qur timng is great then. It's
literally hot off the press. That's great.

REBECCA FRENCH. So | have a brief presentation where |

can go over the Governor's Council on Cinmate
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Change -- I'msorry. | should introduce nyself.
|"m Dr. Rebecca French. [|'mthe Director of the
Ofice of Aimate Planning for the Connecti cut
Departnent of Energy and Environnental Protection.

And one of the main objectives for ny office,
starting off at l|least, was to assist Comm ssi oner
Dykes who is the Chair of the Governor's Council
with adm nistering the Governor's Council on
C i mat e Change.

And so I"'mgoing to give a brief overview of
what that organization is and a high-level of what
all the recomendati ons are, because there were
many. And then close out -- one of the bills -- a
little bit of the explanation of the bill the
Governor signed this norning, although there were
many ot her pieces of legislation that were
I nfl uenced by or directly -- also directly

| npl enented, but this is one of the bills that the

Governor led. So -- and |I'm happy to take any
guesti ons.
So | can share ny screen, |I'massumng. |t

| ooks like | have permi ssion to do so. That
wor Ks.

How does that | ook?

THE CHAI RMAN: Very good.
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REBECCA FRENCH: Al right. GCkay. So the Governor's

Council on dimte Change, this council is forned
by executive order. Governor Lanont signed this
executive order on Septenber 3, 2019, Executive
Order 3.

There was a Governor's Council on Cimate
Change under the previous Governor Malloy. And so
Gover nor Lanont was reconstituting it, but
expanded t he objectives of the council beyond just
mtigation -- and today |'musing the word
"mtigation" in terns of greenhouse gas em ssions
reducti ons.

And so the council was charged wth
nmonitoring and reporting on the State's
I npl enent ati on of greenhouse gas eni ssions
reduction strategies, many of which were devel oped
under the previous council.

But then also this was -- the main expansion
Is to devel op and i npl enent adaptation strategies
to assess and prepare for the inpacts of clinmate
change. And again, | said having to find
mtigation adaptation nmeans the adjustnent in
natural or human systens in anticipation of or in
response to a changing environnent, in this case,

climate change. And resilience neans the ability
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to anticipate, prepare for and adapt to changi ng
conditions; and w thstand, respond to and recover
rapidly fromdestructions, again in the context of
climate change.
The GC-3 is -- what we call it for short, was
di vided into the two subcomm ttees based on those
two objectives, one charged with mtigation, and
the other wth adaptation resiliency. But the
bul k of the work was done in working groups, and
t hese working groups started neeting around
January/ February of 2020; continued to neet even
when everything went online, in recognition of the
ot her Governor's executive order of stay safe,
stay hone, and were renmarkably successful under
t hose conditions and doi ng a huge anount of worKk.
And in no small part to the chairs of all
t hese wor ki ng groups here have nmde progress on
mtigation strategies, equity, environnental
justice, working and natural |ands, science and
t echnol ogy, financing, adaptation and resilience,
I nfrastructure and | and use adaptation, public
health and safety; and then assessing
vul nerabilities in state assets and operations
actually just started neeting this year.

But | would particularly thank Lori Mathieu
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and her Deputy Conm ssioner Heather Aaron fromthe
Departnment of Public Health for cochairing the
public health and safety working group which was
extremely successful.

So all of these working groups put out their
own reports with recommendati ons that then were
filtered up to these subcommttees and resulted in
61 recommendati ons for the Governor's Council on
Cimate Change, and that those cane out in a
report that we put out by January 15, 2021.

And then we're in this sort of phase two of
the GC-3. The executive order does have sone
remai ni ng obj ectives and those will be reported on
by Decenber 31, 2021, the close of this year.

This is a quick sort of overview of the
di fferent aspects of the process.

There are 23 nenbers of the council. They
were half state agencies and the other half were
representatives fromthe business community,
non-envi ronnental , nonprofits, a foundation,
council of governnent, and a nuni ci pal
representative.

But again, those working groups, when we
bring everyone who's involved in the working

groups together, we're tal king about 231 people
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I nvol ved as wor ki ng group nenbers representing
over a hundred organi zations. And they held 186
public neetings in 2020. So again, a nassive
effort.

And they were working in on these objectives
of the Governor's zero-carbon target for the
el ectricity sector by 2040, which was also in
Executive Order 3, and working on those mtigation
strategies so that we neet our statutory goal of a
45 percent reduction in carbon em ssions | evels by
2030, and produced the statew de adaptati on and
resilience plan.

And again, this is that report | keep
referring to where each of the working groups,
their recomendations were then filtered into 61
recommendations in this report, taking action on
climate change and building a nore resilient
Connecticut for all, which you can find on our
website and | can put a link in the chat when |I'm
done presenti ng.

So that report included those
recommendations. It also provided through the
sci ence and technol ogy wor ki ng group an overvi ew
of the inpacts of clinmate change, which we're

al ready seeing in Connecticut. And I know this
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wll be famliar to this workgroup and to the
Wat er Pl anni ng Council, because of course you're
the authors of the state water plan -- which al so

acknow edged many of the inpacts of climte
change.

W' ve seen, you know, we've seen huge inpacts
fromstorns. This is |ooking back at Irene in
2011, which | think really started a nuch | arger
conversation on climte adaptation and resilience
in the State. You're |ooking at a substation in
Bri dgeport where we cane within just a few inches
of a massive disaster of, you know, having maj or
danmage to a substati on.

VWi ch, you know, if a substation is
significantly damaged, parts for these things are
not around. So it can literally take nonths to
rebuild a substation. So we have sonme significant
vul nerabilities to our grid in lowlying areas all
al ong the coast.

W' ve al so seen danage fromstorns |ike
Hurri cane Sandy, where we saw, you know, houses
taken off their foundations fromfloodi ng and wave
action, downed trees; road flooding both from
coastal storm surge, but also fromprecipitation

and fl oodi ng of roads, rain events.
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And this, it's coastal, but you would al so
see situations upland as well where, you know, we
have road fl ooding. You know, here we're -- this
IS Route 146, a state road that's a main
conducting road for the coastal comunities --
actually where | just was this norning. Cuilford
and Branford use this road and it connects nany of
t heir businesses and residential areas.

And on, you know, not a naned storm not a
maj or event -- they'll have flooding in these,
these parts of the roads that are just low lying
or where they go under a railroad pass. Just by
necessity the road di ps down so that you have the
clearance that that if it happens to be in an area
that's also a floodplain, it becones a place where
you get flooding sonetines just at high tide.

So in many of these places the, you know,
peopl e who |ive down there would say, oh, yeah,
Yeah, that pretty nuch floods every day now. And
so this is a regular occurrence that we're al ready
seeing and wll be further inpacted as sea | evels
rise.

We've also in the | ast couple weeks been
I ntroduced to the increasing frequency of heat

waves in Connecticut where we're having nore and
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nore days over 90 degrees. | always tell you that
there's, you know, public health inpacts of this
that are significant, especially for vul nerable
popul ati ons.

And then again, this is also very inportant
to the state water plan. W' ve experienced sone
drought in 2020, and I'mgoing to talk a little
bit about what the predictions are for the science
and technol ogy group about the frequency of that.

So this, it's very inportant when we talk
about climate adaptation. And in fact, at the
bill signing this norning we got a question froma
reporter that was sort of getting at this issue
of, well, you know, can you just adapt to things
If we don't mtigate, you know? And that's --
that's not the case.

These are parallel efforts and it's because
the inpacts of climate change that we will see
bet ween now and the year 2050 are from em ssi ons,
gr eenhouse gas em ssions that are already in the
at nosphere. So we've al ready baked these inpacts
into our climate, and the climate is respondi ng
and we wll see these inpacts go through 2050.

The science says, however, that inpacts after

2050 are sensitive to how nuch carbon we put into
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t he at nosphere now and going forward. So that's
why we can make a real difference on our clinmate
and prevent the worst inpacts of clinmate change,
which is by far the best option for public safety,
t he environnment, costs, everything.

It is nmuch, nuch nore effective to prevent
I npacts than to try to adapt to themafterwards --
but like |I said, we've also already changed
t hings, so we have to adapt to that. So it's
really critical that we do both. It's not an
either/or. It's both.

And so again, here's a very short version.
"Il definitely refer you to the report for a
little bit nore detail on the inpacts of clinmate
change the science and technol ogy working group
put forward.

W expect to see stronger stornms and nore
frequent and | onger droughts, up to 20 inches of
sea level rise along the Connecticut coast by
2050. Wth that sea level rise, that equates to
an increased frequency of coastal flooding with
| evel s of those seen in Sandy, every -- on a
frequency |l evel of every five to ten years.

And again, increased frequency of days over

90 degrees Fahrenheit. W were an average of only
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five per year before the year 2000, and by md
century we'll be at an average of 25 per year.

And | put these slides in after the heat wave
we had in June just to show you that as we have
this increased frequency of days over 90 degrees,
we're getting them you know, we're getting these
hi gh heat waves in June now when our schools are
still in session.

So we're seeing these cascadi ng i npacts
where, okay. Now we're getting heat waves.
Schools are still in session. Schools now need to
adapt to these conditions. \Wereas, you know, ne,
growi ng up, there were very few days if ever that
we had these kind of conditions where it was too
hot at ny school. M school didn't have air
condi ti oni ng.

So these are things that -- we had 62 school
districts closed in that first heat we had in June
when they were open, and that was for a variety of
factors, but you know many of our schools, again,
they don't have air conditioning. So this is a
real adaptation need for them

And when it gets hot that also inpacts the
air quality. So we had our first air quality

alert day that sane tine that we had the heatwave,
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and those were directly connected. Wen it gets
hot the conditions are right to generate ozone and
result in a poorer air quality.

So then the cost of inaction. So |ike |
said, the good news/bad news is that after 2050
we, if we nmake drastic em ssion reductions now we
can stave off sone of the worst inpacts.

So we could, if without inmediate action, we
coul d have sea levels up to 80 inches by the end
of the century. And if not, if we do not mtigate
em ssions we'll have increased and accel erating
warm ng -- but science also says it will stabilize
If we get those em ssions down.

And again, these are Connecticut statutory
targets. There's a bit of a data lag -- so |
can't exactly tell you where we are in 2020,
because we don't have 2020 data from EPA yet, but
we're tracking our 2020 target of a 10 percent
em ssions reductions bel ow 1990 | evels. And then
our 2030 target is 45 percent bel ow 2001 emni ssi ons
| evel s, and 2050 is an 80 percent em ssions
reduction target by 2050.

In addition to the inpacts of climate change
the report also | ooked at all of our

recommendati ons through an equity lens -- and for
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tinme's sake, I'mnot going to go through this, but
this is fromthe Intergovernnental Panel on
Climte Change at the IPCC, which is the

I nternational body of scientists who have been
reporting to us on what the inpacts of climte
change are.

And they recogni ze that the inpacts of
climate change are not shared equally. People who
are socially, economcally, culturally,
politically, institutionally or otherw se
mar gi nal i zed are especially vulnerable to climate
change, and also to sone adaptation and mtigation
responses.

And so we had this equity environnental
justice working group that hel ped review all of
t he recommendati ons, advised us on individuals
t hey t hought woul d be hel pful in each working
group to advise on those issues, and then put out
sone of their own recomendati ons as wel |
specifically to address equity and environnental
justice in climate planning as the standal one
| ssue.

And they give us sone gui dance on what
equitabl e planning neans; in any -- really in any

context, but applying it to clinmate planning that
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you i nclude core concepts of distributive and
procedural justice, you consider existing

di sparities and provide conmmunities wth

nmeani ngful opportunities to participate in the
policy process in order to further climate justice
and mtigate environnental racism and it requires
that community perspectives and vi ewpoi nts be
considered in adaptation and mtigation decision
maki ng and pl anni ng.

And these are the definitions of those
different types of equity that we applied to our
recommendations. Distributive equity being --
pl aci ng the nost vul nerable communities at the
forefront of any potential benefits a policy m ght
create and ensure that there's equitable
di stribution of those benefits.

Procedural equity, that you do planning and
partnership wth BIPOC -- or bi-pock [phonetic] is
how it's pronounced -- conmunities.

Cont extual equity, assessing the
vul nerabilities of comunities across Connecti cut
to climate change through the | egacy of racial and
I ncone inequality and other factors; and
corrective equity, providing conmmunities wth

cl ear processes to hold the State accountable to
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Its commtnents to pursue equity.

And this was al so enbedded in Executive O der
3, signed by the Governor, that we should
prioritize integrated advanced equitable
di stribution of costs and benefits for our
mtigation, neaning of greenhouse gas em ssions
reductions, strategies, and that we prioritize the
protection of our nost vul nerable conmunities.

So this is an overview of the 61
recommendations, again in that report. Fromthe
equity in environnental justice area they
recommended -- or the council recomended we
prioritize mtigation adaptation strategies in
vul nerabl e communities that wll feel the inpacts
of climate change first and worst through
| aunchi ng a statew de environnmental justice
mappi ng tool, and focus planning and resources in
t hose communities, including devel oping and
I npl ementing a no |l ess than 40 percent equity
fundi ng or benefit conm tnent.

Under progress of mtigation strategies, we
shoul d protect and harness energy efficiency funds
to inprove building heating and cooling, and nove
to decarboni ze our building sector. Achieve a

zero-carbon electric supply by 2040 through
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I ncreased use of solar, wnd, battery storage, and
a smarter and nore responsive grid while creating
green j obs.

Reduce em ssions for nethane and
hydr of | uorocarbons. Qherwise, it's not just the
CO2, that these are other sources of greenhouse
gas, greenhouse gases.

Pronote mtigation strategies in planning and
mat eri al s managenent.

Move toward a decarboni zed transportation
sector through inplenenting the transportati on and
climate initiative program and putting electric
vehicles and EV infrastructure on the road, and
advanced initiatives to reduce vehicle mles
travel ed.

The wor ki ng natural |ands working group
really worked across both mitigation strategies
and adaptation and resilience. They recommend we
har ness the power of nature-based solutions to
adapt and nmake Connecticut's vul nerabl e cases nore
resilient to the inpacts of sea |level rise such as
coastal and riverine flooding, drought; while
creati ng/ enhanci ng ecosystem servi ces, and nove
the State to net-zero em ssions through carbon

sequestration and storage in forests, wetlands and
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agricultural |andscapes.

This is sonetines referred to as negative
em ssions. W're tal king about taking CO2 out of
t he atnosphere and having it stored longtermin
our environnental resources.

I nfrastructure and | and use adaptati on had
recommendat i ons around buil di ng back better with
resilient and sustainable infrastructure and | and
use that are infornmed by the best avail able
sci ence and engi neering standards.

Public health and safety adaptation. Again,
these are summary | evel.

So Lori, just this is a representative of a
mul ti page report. It's a very quick overview.
Lori can tell you nore details about what's in
here, but recognize that climte change is also a
public health crisis -- and prepare Connecti cut
for heat stress, air quality inpacts, vector-borne
di seases while ensuring safe drinking water and a
climate informed energency nanagenent system

And finally, the financing and fundi ng,
adaptation and resilience working group was
charged with, how do we pay for this. And they
made recommendati ons around | everagi ng federal,

state and nuni ci pal funding sources to inplenment
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adaptation resilience projects while building new
fi nanci ng nmechani sns, including the creation of
resilience authorities, stormmater utilities, and
an environnental infrastructure bank.

And again, the science and technol ogy al so
provi ded sone recomendations in addition to
provi di ng those science inpacts on inpacts of
cli mate change between now and 2050, an overview
of ensuring Connecticut's decisions continue to be
I nfornmed by the best available clinmate science and
support climate science educati on.

And there's a few remai ning objectives in
Executive Order 3 that we're working on now, this,
establish a framework in consultation with the
State's chief data officer in coordination with
CIRCA. That's Connecticut Institute for
Resilience in Cimte Adaptation, UConn. Their
ongoi ng vul nerability assessnent for state
agencies to conpile and maintain an inventory of
vul nerabl e assets and operations; that working
group is currently neeting and working toward
establishing that franeworKk.

And then we're also beginning to work with
our State agencies to take all of these

recommendati ons that were put forward and work
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t hrough how we can align themw th our regul ar --
the planning that we do everywhere including the
state water plan is listed here, and was listed in
t he executive order.

So how do we take all these recommendati ons
and make sure they're part of these other planning
processes?

And so finally, I"'mgoing to tal k about the
bill, An Act Concerning Oimte Change Adaptati on.
This is the bill that kept ne fromjoining you at
my first scheduled tine. This was a governor's
bill, so Governor Lanont introduced actually three
bills at the beginning of the |egislative session
that were his recommendati ons on how to inpl enent
t he recommendati ons on the Governor's Council on
d i mat e Change.

This is a bill that nmade it all the way
t hrough the process. The other bills were passed
out of commttee but did not get a vote by the
full legislature, including the transportation and
climate initiative and putting the 2040 el ectric
supply goal into statute.

But | am happy to say that clinmate change
adaptation did go all the way through. This act
which is Public Act of 21-115 -- now that it's
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signed into law, it authorizes nunicipalities the
option to create stormnvater authorities to address
nore frequent flooding and pollution. It adds
flood prevention and climate resilience to the
purvi ew of nunici pal flooding aversion control
boards and clarifies they can use their existing
speci al assessnent authorization to cover

operati ons and mai ntenance costs of resilient
Infrastructure. And it expands the Connecti cut
Green Bank to include an environnental

I nfrastructure fund to finance adaptation and
resilience projects.

There's a lot within each of these three
things. There's alnost, like, three bills into
one that passed. | think it's inportant to note
that the stormwater authority, is actually --
peopl e, nost people think of it nore as a water
quality program but it turns out the stormater
Is also very much a flooding and resilience issue.

Wien we talk to nmunicipalities about what
sone of their regular challenges are they say,
wel I, we have heavy rain stormevents. W get
stormnvater flooding in our streets. And that's
related to, you know, the fact that we're getting

nore and nore frequent heavy rainfall events, but
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It's al so about an aging stormwater, storm sewer
systemthat's not built to handl e those kinds of
events, and certainly not built to handl e them on
a nore regul ar basis.

So this provides nunicipalities wth the
option, if they choose to enact it, of setting
fees that are really based on the concept of the
user pay fees for use of that storm sewer system
And they can use that now as a regul ar source of
revenue to make sure that we get those critical
I nfrastructure upgrades. That also can include
nat ur e- based sol utions |i ke what you see here in
this image from New Haven where they've built bio
swal es where stormwater is comng off the street.

And instead of going into a pipe and bei ng
conveyed to a pipe, or if it's been conbi ned,
bei ng conveyed to a wastewater treatnent plant --
which we don't want, that it's actually now
being -- inthis situation it's being directly
filtered back into the soil system And so we're
using nature to nmanage and cl ean up that, that
stormvat er runoff.

And | think another exciting one -- well,
they're all exciting to watch, but this is a

massi ve expansion of the Geen Bank. | know I
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kind of rattled it off, |Iike, yeah. They're just
now goi ng to do environnental infrastructure --
but they've never done that before. So it's an
huge, huge expansi on of what they can do.

And so look for -- | think they have to go
t hrough a year-1ong planni ng process now to set up
what their environnmental infrastructure fund wll
be. And so hopefully, you know, into 2022 we'l |
start seeing the Green Bank | everaging funds to
finance projects as well.

And so wth that, I'mreally happy to take
any questions. There was a lot in there, so
anyt hing you want to know nore about -- that was a

qui ck hi gh-1evel overview,

THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you very nuch, Rebecca. That was

LORI

really terrific. So nmuch work that the group has
done since it's inception, and a | ot of
I nformati on there.

So do we have any questions fromthe Council
for Rebecca?

Unfortunately, Lori Mathieu was just called
out -- oh, there she goes. She was just called
out to another neeting at DPH  She didn't plan on
that, so --

MATHI EU: Yeah. | just wanted to -- before |
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|l eave | just wanted to say thank you to Rebecca,
Dr. French, for an anmazi ng anount of work.

And the effort that was undertaken was
enornous during the tine of the pandemc. It was
so well attended, so nmuch good input, but just one
thing -- and this is not a "but." This is an
"and. "

You know there's so much synergy between what
you did and what the state water plan has. So it
just seenms to ne that we need to work together to
fully understand all of the 61 reconmendati ons,
because there's so much there.

It's so thick with information. There's sone
overl ap between the state water plan and the GC- 3
I tems, no doubt because there's sone peopl e that
were on commttees -- the sanme people. R ght?

So there's stuff on drought, stuff on source
protection. There's stuff on water quality and
quantity. There's a lot there, and what you j ust
tal ked about, Rebecca, is really an excellent,
excel lent idea on the stormwater utilities,
because the tine has cone to focus on these areas
and deal with flood prevention.

So congratulations to the you and the passing

of that, of that House Bill 6441, a
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significant effort. So | just wanted to say that
while | have to | eave.

So | ook forward to working with you,
Rebecca. Take care.

THE CHAI RMAN: Thanks very nuch, Lori. Appreciate it.

LORI MATHI EU:  Thank you. Sorry.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Any ot her questions fromthe Council,
Martin or Graham for Dr. French?

MARTI N HEFT: No questi ons.

| just want to thank you. It's a great
presentation. | know |'ve had staff that have
wor ked on a |l ot of the subcomm ttees and
everything through this. |It's great to see this
whol e presentation kind of encapsuling everything
toget her as kind of an overview. So thank you for
all your hard work and for the presentation.

REBECCA FRENCH: Thank you.

GRAHAM STEVENS: Yeah. And | would just say it's
really nice to see hard work to cone to a
conclusion with the successful passage and the
signing of the bill today. Really pleased with
t hat .

And one thing I'd just |like to comment on is
It's interesting how even in the mdst of the

pandem ¢ you were able to really | everage these
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online resources to increase participation and
access for all to a massive undertaking that is so
I nportant for the future of Connecticut, and our
future citizens of Connecticut.

So sonething to think about. As terrible as
the pandemic is and continues to be, it's good to
try to take sone of the | essons |earned through
t hat pandem c and apply that to our future I|ives.
So thank you.

THE CHAI RVAN: Thank you, G aham

|"mgoing to open it up to any stakehol ders
that would li ke to ask any questions of
Dr. French.

Anybody out there?

(No response.)

THE CHAIRVAN: | don't see any questions.

GRAHAM STEVENS: | think the presentation has just
wowed people into --

THE CHAI RVAN: Yeah, there you go.

REBECCA FRENCH:. Into silence.

GRAHAM STEVENS: -- introspective silence.

THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you so nuch. W appreciate you --

tal k about great timng, | nean, with the Governor
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signing it into law today, it's wonderful. W
really appreciate you being with us today.
REBECCA FRENCH: Thank you.
THE CHAI RMAN: Thank you. Take care.

Ckay. | want to nove quickly back to new
business. | wanted to discuss the e-mail that was
sent to us by Margaret M ner.

And it was relative to the Council | ooking at

di version permts, what our role could be.

And | don't know. Margaret, are you still on
the |line?
There's Margaret. | think Margaret is still

her e.

MARGARET M NER: Yes. | sent an e-nmil basically
putting in witing coments that | nade about the
WPCAG and in the Water Pl anning Council. So |
have put it into witing.

| don't know if there's a need to go over it
so nmuch, but I'mconcerned with the anount of tine
and resources including noney that have gone into
our planning efforts and continue to go into them
relative to really focusing on one or nore steps,
one of nore steps sort of in the field, in the
real world there that wll nmake a difference -- |

t hi nk.
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And | think |I managed it with drought

planning. [It's still very difficult to get
coordinated action statewde. |It's a problemthat
we've -- since |'ve done Rivers Alliance they were

tal ki ng about it, taking about adaptation and
resiliency, what's an immediate -- and the upl and
concerns cane up particularly in Dr. French's
presentation on the | egislation.

But the stormmater -- and one step that |
menti oned, which I think is badly needed in the
upland area is we're not concerned with sea rise.
We're concerned with the water com ng down. The
hundr ed- year standard for construction just seens
to be inadequate, and | have to | ook in the |ight
of climate predictions, what we have today and
what we're going to have.

So I'mjust thinking a relatively sinple
thi ng woul d be to upgrade that standard so at
| east new construction is not contributing unduly
to runoff and erosion and the stream contam nati on
and in stream fl oodi ng.

So that's kind of ny focus, is to | ook at
steps we can take that are indicated in our
pl anni ng, and that maybe we can do right now if we

focused on it.
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Those m ght not be the two best steps. Maybe
there are others, but |I'msort of saying, no nore
plans. Let's pull out sone things and do them
So | guess that's ny plea for the end of sunmer.

Thank you for |istening.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you very much Margaret.

Martin and G aham do you have any coments?

GRAHAM STEVENS: No. | appreciate your feedback,

Margaret, and | especially liked your comrents
fromthe |last neeting -- as from an exhaustive, an
exhausted planner. R ght? So | know we've worked
t oget her on nmany state pl ans.

| hope you're not too exhausted, because we
definitely appreciate your continued invol venent
and feedback.

And | think that, although | amnew to the
Council, | do feel like |I have begun to see, you
know, the outcone of the efforts that have been
underway from before ny invol venent, but |
definitely do feel that outcones are vitally
I nportant and | know that we have discussed in the
past | ooking at engaging in - | know, Margaret,
cl ose your ears on this one, but a planning effort
to come up with an inplenentation strategy.

Because | think it needs to be coordi nat ed.
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| know that you have your perspective on a few
different itens that you would |ike to see quick
Wi ns on, and think that we need to think about how
that all fits into the bigger pieces of the puzzle
and what's an easy win, and what's achi evabl e, and
what sone of the sequencing needs are behind those
easy wins and how they relate to sone of the nore
chal l enging itens that we've laid out in front of
us for inplenentation.

So | amdefinitely open to continuing to have
this, this dialogue and I'mopen to -- if there's
an easy win that nakes sense, certainly engagi ng
the right folks would be what | would do to try to
achieve that. | really do appreciate the

ent husi asm as al ways, Margaret.

MARGARET M NER: So | wanted to nention that upgrading

the stormnvater standards, | first heard Jim
MacBroom t al ki ng about 1t about 2020 up at the
UConn -- the Institute of -- is it the Institute
of WAter Resources?

And he was tal king about the need back then
of upgrading the standard and saying that it's
very difficult for engineers to tell clients, you
should build to a higher standard, a nore extrene

stormstandard -- if the State doesn't support
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t hat .

So it's been a |l ong-standing, | think,
recognition that the State could be nore
forward-| ooking in the design standards that it
supports, and it doesn't seemto ne, |ike, too
conplicated, but I luckily, Gaham amnot in your
position, so | don't have to fit everything in.

Thank you. Thank you for responding. |
appreciate it.

THE CHAI RVAN:  Thank you, Margaret.
And Martin, do you have anything to add?
MARTI N HEFT: No. | think Grahamcovered it in his
response, so.
THE CHAI RMAN. Margaret, we thank you.

One of the things -- and even when you | ook
at the, when we talk about really with water
conservation and fixtures legislation is that we
represent four mmjor agencies in the State of
Connecticut, and it's very difficult for us
legally -- like for exanple, with this diversion
permt, that would be ex parte for us to get
I nvolved in this particular point.

So | think at sone point we need to have our
appropriate -- or our |egal counsel for our

respecti ve agencies --
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MARGARET M NER: Yes, | do understand that once it's

underway it gets difficult.

| was thinking that conflict resolution as a
m ssion for the Water Pl anni ng Council was
di scussed, you know, nmany tines -- so to get in
ahead of it before it gets into a forma

litigation process.

THE CHAI RMAN: Exactly. Got it. GCkay. | hear you.
GRAHAM STEVENS: Can | just respond to that, Jack, and

not to the specifics of the diversion permt
t hat' s underway.

But, you know | think they're doing a | ot of
different things that will help inform sone of
t hese diversion requests that | ead to sone
concerns within various sectors. And that goes to
work with respect to getting the reporting in for
regi stered diversions, that the Water Pl anni ng
Council is instrunental in making that story
change.

We're receiving that information now Then
we' re thinking about next steps. W' re thinking

about nodeling on a basin-w de | evel and
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continuing the work that started through the state
wat er plan and | ooki ng at di stressed basins and

I npact ed basins, and again |ooking forward to the
next tool that we can utilize to actually put a
regul atory lever in place whereby we could try to
further throttle back existing and future

di ver si ons.

But you know | think it needs to be done in a
stepwise -- and to ny earlier coments of this
neeting, a very transparent nanner.

You know we don't always have every tool we
need in the tool box, and | think when these
agenci es cone together under the auspices of the
Wat er Pl anning Council, and we have concurrence,
we're a |l ot stronger than one agency seeking a
change to its individual statutes.

So again, | do feel |ike changes are
happeni ng, but certainly understand the need for

urgency as well.

THE CHAI RVAN: Thank you, G aham

| s there any ot her new busi ness?

(No response.)

THE CHAIRVMAN: |s there any public comment today? Any
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publ i ¢ comment ?

GANNON LONG  Hi, M. Betkoski. This is Gannon Long

from Operation Fuel. How are you?
THE CHAI RVAN. Good. How are you.
GANNON LONG | ' m good.
| just wanted to -- | read an article [|ast

week in the CT Exam ner about Lebanon's water
system It has a |ot of great information about
the water -- just water regulation in Connecti cut
in general. | put the link in chat.

This kind of just goes to sone of the
concerns that we woul d have about the water, you
know, regulation in Connecticut; a very
conpl i cated | andscape.

But you're dealing with, you know, an
opportunity to buy a water conpany for $20,000 to
be run by volunteers. |It's just a very fragile
system

The article | think does a really good job of
outlining some of the overall issues, but I'd just
encour age nenbers of the Council to take a | ook.
And hopefully | know these are -- sone of these
are issues that the Council already addresses and
considers, but just to really read into that and

see if there's a bit nore of a coordi nat ed
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appr oach.

The nunber that they cite is 497 different
wat er managenent systens, including up to 12 in
one nmunicipality -- which isn't the case in a few
different municipalities. |It's just really a | ot
to wap your arns around, and | don't know that
the current systemis the nost cost-effective way
to nmanage it.

So | just wanted to raise that to the
Council's attention, and hopefully, you know,
we'll see further discussion about these issues in

t he com ng nont hs.

THE CHAI RMAN:  Thank you very nmuch for that. And

believe nme, I wish Lori was still on the call,
because this is something we constantly grappl e

w th between our agency, PURA, and DPH in terns of
these small systens that basically the owners cone
to us and they turn over the keys and say, figure
sonet hi ng out .

And it's very easy to say, okay. Let ABC
Water Corporation take it over, but it's going to
be an astronom cal anount of noney for the
r at epayers.

So it's sonething we're constantly working on

In trying to make better. So I'mgoing to
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definitely take a look at that article.

GANNON LONG ~ The Take Back Qur Gid Act which
enpowered PURA to | ook at perfornmance- based
regulation, they're focusing on it for electricity
conpani es now, but you al so have the power to
change to a performance-based nodel for water and
for gas conpani es.

So that's sonething else that's a good
change. Perhaps there's nore traction on the
I ssue in the future.

THE CHAI RVAN: Exactly. Thank you so nuch.

Any ot her public comment? Any other public

comment ? (Goi ng once?

(No response.)

THE CHAIRVAN:  If not, | thank you all for your

participation. Qur next neeting wll be
August 3rd.
And I'll entertain a notion to adjourn?

MARTI N HEFT: So noved.

GRAHAM STEVENS:  Second.

THE CHAIRVAN:  All those in favor of adjournnent?
THE COUNCI L: Aye.

THE CHAI RMAN: W are adjourned. Thanks very nuch.
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Have a great July,

you all soon.

( End:

and | ook forward to seeing

2:46 p.m)

60




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

CERTI FI CATE

| hereby certify that the foregoing 60 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 July 6, 2021.

1A /
/ ; ™

=

Rober t J G D xon, CVR-M 857
Notary Public

BCT Reporting, LLC

55 Whiting Street, Suite 1A
Plainville, CT 06062

61




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

| NDEX

VOTES TAKEN

(Unani nous Ap
Descri ption
6/1/'21 Transcript Approval

Adj our nnment

TOPICS OF DI S
DESCRI PTI ON
L. Mathieu: Well water quality
J. Cansler: WPC advisory group
M A. Dickinson: Ofer of states
R French: GC3 (Council on i

proval )

CUSSI ON

updat e
presentation

mat e Change)

A imate Change Adaptation Act (PA 21-115)

Di scussion: M Mner e-nail, div

Public comment: G Long, snall

ersion permts

system t akeover

Page

60

PACE( Ss)
oS-
13-17
23
25-43
43- 46
50- 56
57-59

62




	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  July 6, 2021, beginning at 1:30 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  

 07  ALSO PRESENT (on record):

 08       MARGARET MINER

 09       JOSH CANSLER

 10       KAREN BURNASKA

 11       MARY ANN DICKINSON

 12       DR. REBECCA FRENCH

 13       GANNON LONG

 14  

 15  COUNCIL STAFF:

 16       LAURA LUPOLI

 17  

 18  

 19  

 20  

 21  

 22  

 23  

 24  

 25  

�0003

 01                       (Begin:  1:34 p.m.)

 02  

 03  THE CHAIRMAN:  So we will call the meeting of the Water

 04       Planning Council for July 6th to order.

 05            The first order of business will be the

 06       approval of the minutes of the June 1st meeting.

 07       Do I hear a motion?

 08  LORI MATHIEU:  So moved.

 09  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Seconded.

 10  THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made by Lori, second by Graham.

 11            Any discussion on the motion?

 12  

 13                         (No response.)

 14  

 15  THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, all those in favor signify by

 16       saying, aye.

 17  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

 18  THE CHAIRMAN:  We have on the agenda a presentation

 19       from Rebecca French from DEEP, but it's my

 20       understanding she's detained, and she will be

 21       joining.  She's actually at the Governor's bill

 22       signing.  She'll be joining us later on in this

 23       Council meeting, and when she does we'll have her

 24       come out and do her presentation.

 25            Next, correspondence received -- and we can

�0004

 01       take this up a little bit later.  We did receive

 02       an e-mail from Margaret Miner, and we can take

 03       this up under new business, but it was -- I hope

 04       everybody got a copy of the letter from Margaret

 05       relative to the procedure for diversion permits,

 06       particularly about the Greenwich system and what

 07       the role of the Water Planning Council might be,

 08       or might not be.

 09            So if it's okay with the Council, we can take

 10       that up later on to discuss?

 11  LORI MATHIEU:  Yes, that's fine with me.

 12  THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham, are you okay with that?

 13  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Agreed, yeah.

 14  MARTIN HEFT:  That's fine.

 15  THE CHAIRMAN:  The state water plan, the implementation

 16       workgroup update, you should have received from

 17       Dave and Virginia -- both of them, they must be

 18       hopefully taking a long 4th of July weekend.

 19            They can't be with us today, but they have

 20       sent us a report in terms of what's been going on

 21       with the implementation group, and talked about

 22       what's going on with the report on the private

 23       well quality report.

 24            Also they talk about the draft subgroup, the

 25       workgroup and the draft report, and they're going

�0005

 01       to go actually talk about acceptance of that in

 02       their July 13th meeting; talk about outreach and

 03       education, implementation tracking.  The subtopic

 04       workgroup planned to initiate the meeting with

 05       that, and talked about the survey update at the

 06       workshop.

 07            And Lori, do you want to say anything about

 08       the well report, the draft report on well quality,

 09       private well quality?

 10  LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Thank you, Jack.  So the

 11       Department, the Department of Public Health for

 12       many years has worked to try to get private wells

 13       recognized more toward the end of location as well

 14       as water quality.

 15            So when all of this became part of the

 16       discussion in the state water plan and in the

 17       state water plan, as all of you remember who we're

 18       part of it, private wells was a big part of the

 19       discussion.  And water quality testing, the

 20       requirement only exists for when you drill a new

 21       well.

 22            And even on a property transfer there is no

 23       requirement.  Even though you do hear about it a

 24       lot, you might think there's a requirement, but

 25       there's not.  So the good work by Mike

�0006

 01       Dietz and -- or I should say Dr. Dietz and his

 02       work team to take on the effort to implement a

 03       piece of the state water plan when it comes to

 04       understanding water quality better, and taking

 05       some steps in that direction is a very good one.

 06            So I'm very pleased with what I read and what

 07       I've heard from my staff.  There's two staff Ryan

 08       Tetreault and Tatiana Shea that are part of that

 09       group, that sub workgroup that Dr. Dietz runs, and

 10       they've been able to provide a lot of great input.

 11            We believe that this effort, as expressed in

 12       this draft document, is a good step in the right

 13       direction.  It's not a hundred percent of

 14       everything that would be necessary or needed to

 15       fully understand drinking water quality every day

 16       all day in private wells, however it is a step in

 17       the right direction.

 18            So one thing that -- we talk a lot about

 19       legislative initiatives this time of year as a

 20       department position.  The long session just ended

 21       and new session starts to be thought about moving

 22       forward in our process internally.

 23            So we've started conversations.  And the

 24       draft document, as Dr. Dietz and his group

 25       have teed up, is part of the discussions within

�0007

 01       our department.  And so there's so much more to

 02       come because those discussions just started, that

 03       document just came out, but we're very excited to

 04       see the work of that workgroup.

 05            And the effort to implement this part of the

 06       state water plan is a really important effort.  On

 07       behalf of the 800,000-plus people that consume

 08       water out of private wells in our state, I know

 09       one item that we want to know more about is, what

 10       happens in other states?

 11            Because if there is a movement toward that

 12       end on a legislative initiative, that is one of

 13       the very first questions that is asked about what

 14       other states do.  How does it work in other

 15       states?  What are some of the challenges in other

 16       states?  What are other states thinking about for

 17       the future when it comes to private well water

 18       quality testing?

 19            So Jack, thank you for the opportunity to say

 20       a few words, and I want to thank that work team

 21       because they've done tremendous work, and look

 22       forward to providing more information during the

 23       coming months.

 24  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thanks, Lori.  And I know that's

 25       something that you've been very passionate about

�0008

 01       and we certainly do thank the group for working on

 02       that.

 03            Any other questions from Martin or Graham on

 04       the written report that we received, or comments?

 05  MARTIN HEFT:  I don't have any.

 06  THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham?

 07  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Jack, I'd just like to say echoing

 08       some of Lori's sentiment, I mean, I think a very

 09       concise excellently written report with a real

 10       consumable attached to it.

 11            That gets us towards our overall objective

 12       and at some point I think it might be helpful for

 13       us to discuss sooner rather than later legislative

 14       initiatives that the Water Planning Council would

 15       be supportive of and would endorse from the member

 16       agencies.

 17            And I think this being one as well as a

 18       fixture initiative from -- that we kind of got

 19       some traction on last session, but we need to

 20       start laying some more groundwork on it in advance

 21       of next session.

 22            It might even behoove us to consider having

 23       an open and transparent discussion about some of

 24       the initiatives that we may be supportive of and

 25       then to hear from stakeholders on that, maybe even

�0009

 01       going as far as inviting certain stakeholders who

 02       may not have engaged thus far in some of our

 03       processes.

 04            I think about, Lori, the homebuilders

 05       association, the Connecticut CBA's, the real

 06       estate section as well as the realtors -- just so

 07       they can understand where the agency's and the

 08       Water Planning Council's perspectives lay, and

 09       what future the legislative initiative may be in.

 10            And really try to solicit and entice a public

 11       dialogue around this before we get into the

 12       legislative session itself.  And I know that that,

 13       that idea carries with it some difficulties for

 14       the agency representatives just because we may not

 15       have our designated leaders sign off on all of the

 16       legislative proposals, but certainly from the

 17       Water Planning Council perspective that might be

 18       something where we can talk about our intent, and

 19       how these initiatives may align with our

 20       respective missions.

 21            So just something to think about.  Maybe at

 22       the next meeting we can put something like that on

 23       the agenda, but I know that internally the

 24       agencies will have to digest that information and

 25       think about it.
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 01  THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, that's a great idea, but if we're

 02       going to do it we should probably do it at the

 03       August meeting.  Because before you know it, it's

 04       going to be October 1st, and we're going to be

 05       getting legislative proposals into OPM and the

 06       Governor's office.

 07            So I think, Lori and Graham if you could let

 08       us know who'd you'd like to invite and we'll have

 09       Ally get invitations out to them to come to our

 10       August meeting.  And the sooner the better,

 11       because before you know it, it's going to be

 12       deadline time and we're going to be in -- Mary Ann

 13       Dickinson, who's on -- see, she can't stay away

 14       from us.  She's on the call today.

 15            But she's telling us Massachusetts is beating

 16       us and getting ahead of us with some of the water

 17       fixture legislation.

 18  MARY ANN DICKINSON:  And Rhode Island just did it.

 19  THE CHAIRMAN:  And Rhode Island.

 20  MARY ANN DICKINSON:  So now you have Vermont,

 21       Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New York.

 22       Connecticut is currently missing here.

 23  THE CHAIRMAN:  Jennifer, do you have a question?

 24       Jennifer Barry?

 25            Your hand was up.  Okay.  All right.
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 01            Well, that's got --

 02  LORI MATHIEU:  Jack, could I ask?  Toward that and, are

 03       you thinking of a special meeting in August just

 04       for legislative initiatives?  Or just to tack it

 05       onto what --

 06  THE CHAIRMAN:  We're all busy.  I think we should

 07       probably tack it on.  Do it, either -- probably at

 08       the end, maybe at the end of a meeting.

 09            I mean, unless somebody -- I'm open to

 10       suggestions, but I'm just trying to make it as

 11       easy as possible for people.  And again, I don't

 12       know when we're going to be back in the building.

 13       For the foreseeable future we're going to be

 14       doing, still doing remote meetings.

 15  LORI MATHIEU:  Because there was -- to Graham's point,

 16       I remember we talked about this a while back I

 17       think about who was on that committee that

 18       represented real estate, and represented

 19       homebuilding.

 20            And I guess there was a person who

 21       represented the realtors and had some comment to

 22       add.  But Graham, I think just to expand out to

 23       these, to the groups and to the people who

 24       have interest, or a lot of interest in the

 25       stakeholders, including towns and local health
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 01       directors who have direct oversight.  And town

 02       government I think is really very important, and

 03       maybe even council of governments, so.

 04  GRAHAM STEVENS:  That's a great idea, Lori.

 05            No, I just think in this, this day and age --

 06       and I know that our legislative colleagues may

 07       disagree, but you know the legislative process

 08       isn't always as open to as many as we would like

 09       to assume.

 10            And I just wanted to, as a body, just try to

 11       extend that transparency as far as we can, and

 12       frankly to hear from folks who may have a

 13       differing opinion than we do.  So that that can be

 14       something that we internalize as part of our

 15       decision-making process.

 16  THE CHAIRMAN:  Mary Ann --

 17  GRAHAM STEVENS:  (Unintelligible) too much bureaucracy

 18       around that.

 19  THE CHAIRMAN:  I'm sorry, Graham.

 20            In the other states -- of course, the other

 21       states, I don't believe have anything like the

 22       Water Planning Council.  Do they go straight to

 23       the Legislature, the stakeholders, people who have

 24       various opinions?

 25  MARY ANN DICKINSON:  So I don't know what happened in
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 01       Rhode Island.  And in Massachusetts I think it was

 02       state sponsored as part of their climate change

 03       work.

 04  THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.

 05  MARY ANN DICKINSON:  But many of the states -- or 14

 06       states that have done this so far, and usually

 07       it's a legislator who is a champion and just

 08       submits it, and it goes through the regular

 09       legislative process.  So that's how it's been

 10       handled in most states.

 11            One of the more recent ones was the State of

 12       Nevada where a legislator was a champion for it

 13       last session, and now he's submitting further

 14       refinements to it this session.  I mean, he's

 15       really motivated, and I'm sure -- I'm sure we can

 16       find a similarly motivated legislator here in

 17       Connecticut.  In fact, we do know of already at

 18       least one or two.

 19  THE CHAIRMAN:  Absolutely.  Okay.  If there's no more

 20       discussion on this, let's move to the Water

 21       Planning Council advisory group.

 22            Josh?

 23  JOSH CANSLER:  Let me unmute, first I guess.  Alecia is

 24       on a vacation right now.  So she's not here today.

 25            We did hold our last meeting on June 15th and
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 01       in addition to the usual updates we had on the

 02       implementation workgroup and the WUCC, and we also

 03       had a long discussion about an update on

 04       legislation that went through the last session.

 05            Some of you -- or most of you probably

 06       received an e-mail from Alecia on June 13th about

 07       the source water protection white paper that the

 08       advisory group is working on.

 09            Alecia sent out a request for volunteers to

 10       help write that white paper, and I do believe she

 11       has received quite a few volunteers so far.  So we

 12       are working on that white paper and hopefully

 13       we'll have that draft ready fairly soon.

 14            On the watershed lands workgroup we had some

 15       discussion on that.  Karen, did you want to add

 16       anything?

 17  KAREN BURNASKA:  No, I'll let you continue, Josh.

 18  JOSH CANSLER:  Okay.  We had a discussion on the final

 19       draft report and we were moving with that.  And we

 20       also talked about a solar siting.  And of course I

 21       believe the initial meeting of the draft solar

 22       siting workgroup was June 16th, and I gave up my

 23       spot to John Hudak who obviously has been much

 24       more involved in solar siting in this state than I

 25       have.
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 01            So he is representing the advisory group on

 02       that, on that effort -- and I believe Alecia as

 03       well.  I don't think she was at the June 16th

 04       meeting.

 05            Graham, I think that's your area.  So I won't

 06       get into what happened with that work plan as

 07       well.

 08            In new business Denise Savageau, I don't

 09       believe she's on online here.  She brought up the

 10       subject of hydrilla.  We had a long discussion on

 11       that and the efforts to create a task force, and a

 12       letter that's requesting Senator Blumenthal's

 13       support for the Army Corps of Engineers to get

 14       involved with the hydrilla.

 15            And specifically I guess it has become an

 16       issue in the last few years along the Connecticut

 17       River.  So we did have a long discussion on that,

 18       and Denise did send out quite a bit of reference

 19       material on that and asking people to get

 20       involved.

 21            And I believe that's the only other we had.

 22       Again, we had a long update from the

 23       implementation workgroup as well, which everyone

 24       already saw the e-mail on.  That's all I've got.

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Josh.
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 01            Any questions for Josh?

 02  LORI MATHIEU:  I just have a quick, quick one.  I know

 03       that I've asked a couple Department of Public

 04       Health staff to participate on this source water

 05       protection white paper.  I'm wondering if the most

 06       recent draft has an actual mission statement or an

 07       intent written on it?

 08  JOSH CANSLER:  Well, that's something they're working

 09       on.  I have not seen the most recent draft.

 10       Alecia is working on it.

 11  LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.

 12  JOSH CANSLER:  So I would have to reach out to her to

 13       get you a final answer on that.

 14  LORI MATHIEU:  Yeah, because I'm still confused as to

 15       what the mission is.

 16  JOSH CANSLER:  My understanding is that the goal is to

 17       look at the roles of the Water Planning Council

 18       and all the agencies in source water protection,

 19       and how it is being addressed in the State.

 20            But again, I'd have to get at Alecia because

 21       this has been kind of her bailiwick, exactly what

 22       the mission statement is.

 23  LORI MATHIEU:  My suggestion would be that before more

 24       work happens, that an actual mission statement is

 25       produced so that we -- I know which staff to add
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 01       to the team so that we can get the most input from

 02       the right people at the Department of Public

 03       Health.

 04  JOSH CANSLER:  All right.  Well, I'll talk to her about

 05       that and we'll discuss it at the next advisory

 06       meeting.

 07  LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.

 08  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any further questions for Josh?

 09  

 10                         (No response.)

 11  

 12  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Josh.

 13            Karen, anything additional on the watershed?

 14  KAREN BURNASKA:  No, I think we're all set.  The

 15       watershed lands workgroup has not met since your

 16       last meeting.  This is kind of a tough time to

 17       get, you know, people together.

 18            So I believe, you know, Josh handled it well.

 19       He looked over several of us -- John made a very

 20       good -- John Hudak, a very good presentation to

 21       the DEEP, a scoping webinar and, you know, we're

 22       going to keep tabs on that.  And hopefully we'll

 23       have some more information for you at your office

 24       meeting.

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
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 01            Lori, any -- oh, Margaret Miner has a

 02       question.

 03  MARGARET MINER:  Yes, hi.  I had a question relating to

 04       the work we're doing on source water protection

 05       and watershed lands looking at a couple of

 06       projects where the impact is to -- within a

 07       drinking water watershed or a AA watershed, the

 08       impact is to the headwater streams, and the

 09       headwaters and the streams.

 10            And it may be in some cases a little remote

 11       from the reservoir, the public reservoir or a well

 12       field.  And so I think the water companies are

 13       reluctant to provide negative comment if there's

 14       not a kind of -- you can see the sediment coming

 15       straight from the hilltop into the reservoir.

 16            But I'm thinking, shouldn't we be paying

 17       attention to the possibility, and in some cases,

 18       probability that we're going to lose that

 19       headwaters as a source in the course of

 20       development that won't directly impact the

 21       reservoir?  But if it actually imperils the

 22       headwaters or impairs them, in first water

 23       streams, shouldn't we be looking a little beyond

 24       where we usually look?

 25            And I think that probably is something that
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 01       will taken up in the white paper on source water

 02       protection, but I think our watershed lands are,

 03       you know, we've been looking fairly close to the

 04       source.  And I'm looking -- I'm wondering maybe

 05       your reservoir won't be impaired, but can it do

 06       without this, this upland headwaters if they

 07       disappear altogether?

 08            And then the second question I've been

 09       running across is, when you're looking at a

 10       fragile site, is a hundred-year storm design

 11       adequate?  It seems to be not and that we should

 12       somehow revisit that.

 13            So those were the two, sort of, watershed

 14       lands questions that I've been running into on the

 15       ground or in the field in the last few weeks.

 16            That's all.

 17  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.

 18            Lori, would you like to talk any WUCC update?

 19  LORI MATHIEU:  There isn't a lot to update.  I know

 20       that in the central WUCC area there is an ongoing

 21       concern I believe in the Town of Berlin.  And

 22       there's sort of a dispute about a certain service

 23       area that I know Eric McPhee, who' is the lead

 24       from DPH, is working with the WUCC leadership

 25       there to address.
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 01            But you know, there's nothing else beyond

 02       that.  I know they continue to work on their

 03       sub-teams and implementation, and I know all of

 04       you are -- some of you have been participating,

 05       and all of you are more than welcome and invited

 06       to attend the WUCC meetings.

 07            And if there's anyone here that doesn't get

 08       those notifications, please let me know.  I'll

 09       make sure that you are on the list.

 10            And Jack, that's all that I have.

 11  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much, and I think you

 12       already gave the private well update.

 13  LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  All right.

 14  THE CHAIRMAN:  I mean, unless you have more to add?

 15  LORI MATHIEU:  No.  I think what Graham said is very

 16       true.  I think upfront, proactive and stakeholder

 17       involvement is critical.  You know this is

 18       important to a lot of people, and there are a

 19       lot -- you know there can be a lot of challenges

 20       in moving something like this forward.

 21            It affects a lot and people.  It affects many

 22       things like property value concerns, but for us in

 23       the Health Department it comes down to public

 24       health.  And one item that I really like about

 25       what Dr. Dietz added with the team is adding in
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 01       requirements on property transfer of testing for

 02       arsenic and uranium.

 03            And next month we're having USGS along with a

 04       couple members of my staff from the Department of

 05       Public Health to present on the most recent

 06       information and study on arsenic and uranium in

 07       the State of Connecticut, which captured a lot of

 08       attention when we worked on our press release.

 09            So that's an exciting piece of this, and I

 10       think we don't want to lose sight of the fact that

 11       this is a public health initiative as well.  It is

 12       an important aspect when people buy a new home so

 13       that they can understand fully what they are

 14       purchasing and then what they would be consuming

 15       every day.

 16            So you know, I do think it's an important

 17       initiative.  It's very important to get all

 18       stakeholders to the table.

 19            So, Jack, thank you.

 20  THE CHAIRMAN:  You're welcome.  And again, Lori, you

 21       talked a little bit about the water conservation

 22       fixtures and how we would like to proceed.  I

 23       don't know if there's anything further you want

 24       like to add to that?

 25  LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I see Mary Ann there.  And Mary
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 01       Ann and I had a wonderful conversation.  She's

 02       always great.  I believe she is retired, like a

 03       lot of you -- but you keep coming back, which is

 04       wonderful.

 05            So Mary Ann, we had a wonderful conversation

 06       on Friday just about what other states are doing,

 07       the fact that Connecticut is behind.

 08            But Jack and Graham, I know that I'll look to

 09       both of you.  I know that you both have worked on

 10       this working with our sister agency.  So I don't

 11       know if you have anything else you want to add

 12       about -- we do have to get Consumer Protection,

 13       the Department of Consumer Protection involved and

 14       the Department of Administrative Services involved

 15       because it does affect other, those two other

 16       agencies with building codes and fixtures.

 17            And when we put something in place we also

 18       want to make sure it's enforced and well

 19       understood, so --

 20  THE CHAIRMAN:  Lori, you just raised a good point.  I

 21       think we should probably invite -- if they can,

 22       come to our next meeting.  I mean, if we get

 23       representatives there we're going to have

 24       stakeholders come in and talk about the proposed

 25       legislation.  So they should hear directly from
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 01       these individuals, so we can --

 02  LORI MATHIEU:  That would be good.

 03  THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham, did you have anything to add?

 04  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Yeah.  I mean, I just -- from my

 05       perspective and I don't want to speak for the

 06       Department of Consumer Protection, but I imagine

 07       they are pretty flat out right now dealing with --

 08  THE CHAIRMAN:  Is something going on over there?

 09  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Yeah, apparently.  They have a

 10       stand-up and online betting and, you know, a

 11       recreational cannabis program in the next couple

 12       weeks.  So they're just a little bit busy,

 13       understandably, to launch two new comprehensive

 14       programs in a short period of time -- but

 15       certainly we can ask.

 16            Hopefully they can provide somebody to attend

 17       that meeting.  I'm happy to coordinate with you,

 18       Jack, on that.

 19  THE CHAIRMAN:  We'll do that.

 20  MARY ANN DICKINSON:  But I did -- I did offer, Jack, to

 21       Lori, that if a presentation on why Connecticut

 22       should do this and what other states have done --

 23       if that would be helpful, I would be happy to do

 24       that.

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  I think that we would love that.  Thank
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 01       you very much.  Maybe when we have this meeting --

 02       and I think what we're going to try to do is

 03       condense the rest of the agenda and have a good

 04       portion of this meeting to deal just with this

 05       subject, and I'll talk to my colleagues on the

 06       Water Planning Council before that.

 07  LORI MATHIEU:  And Jack, it does say Rebecca here.  And

 08       it does dovetail nicely into climate change,

 09       because it is conserving our water supplies in a

 10       more proactive manner instead of, you know, the

 11       droughts that Mary Ann and I talked about.  What's

 12       going on in California is horrible, and we don't

 13       want to be in that position.

 14            It's positioning ourselves to be in the right

 15       place, and it does very well with what Rebecca has

 16       been leading the charge with the GC-3, and I

 17       believe it is mentioned.

 18  MARY ANN DICKINSON:  And it saves energy, too, and we

 19       have done some calculations on how much energy

 20       would be saved by these standards.  So that could

 21       be part of what we pass on.

 22            And if you want to have a separate sidebar

 23       before the August meeting, I'm happy to attend

 24       that just for what you need.  Thank you.

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you so much.  Okay.  Why don't we
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 01       just do Martin's update, and then we'll go to

 02       Rebecca.

 03  MARTIN HEFT:  Sure.  Good afternoon, all.  It will be a

 04       very quick update because we did not meet last

 05       month.  And since we do not have the sub working

 06       group draft report I don't really have anything to

 07       report on, and this week's meeting that's

 08       scheduled for Thursday will be canceled.

 09  THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, we certainly got plenty of rain.

 10       That's for sure.

 11  MARTIN HEFT:  Yes.

 12  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Rebecca, you've

 13       had a busy day.  We appreciate you being with us

 14       today, and you can introduce yourself and tell us

 15       what you're going to talk about.

 16            Thank you for being here.

 17  REBECCA FRENCH:  Hi.  Good afternoon, everyone.  Thanks

 18       so much for having me.  Apologies for the switch

 19       in the schedule.  The Governor decided to sign the

 20       bill that I'm actually going to talk to you about

 21       this morning.

 22  THE CHAIRMAN:  Great.  Our timing is great then.  It's

 23       literally hot off the press.  That's great.

 24  REBECCA FRENCH:  So I have a brief presentation where I

 25       can go over the Governor's Council on Climate
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 01       Change -- I'm sorry.  I should introduce myself.

 02       I'm Dr. Rebecca French.  I'm the Director of the

 03       Office of Climate Planning for the Connecticut

 04       Department of Energy and Environmental Protection.

 05            And one of the main objectives for my office,

 06       starting off at least, was to assist Commissioner

 07       Dykes who is the Chair of the Governor's Council

 08       with administering the Governor's Council on

 09       Climate Change.

 10            And so I'm going to give a brief overview of

 11       what that organization is and a high-level of what

 12       all the recommendations are, because there were

 13       many.  And then close out -- one of the bills -- a

 14       little bit of the explanation of the bill the

 15       Governor signed this morning, although there were

 16       many other pieces of legislation that were

 17       influenced by or directly -- also directly

 18       implemented, but this is one of the bills that the

 19       Governor led.  So -- and I'm happy to take any

 20       questions.

 21            So I can share my screen, I'm assuming.  It

 22       looks like I have permission to do so.  That

 23       works.

 24            How does that look?

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  Very good.
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 01  REBECCA FRENCH:  All right.  Okay.  So the Governor's

 02       Council on Climate Change, this council is formed

 03       by executive order.  Governor Lamont signed this

 04       executive order on September 3, 2019, Executive

 05       Order 3.

 06            There was a Governor's Council on Climate

 07       Change under the previous Governor Malloy.  And so

 08       Governor Lamont was reconstituting it, but

 09       expanded the objectives of the council beyond just

 10       mitigation -- and today I'm using the word

 11       "mitigation" in terms of greenhouse gas emissions

 12       reductions.

 13            And so the council was charged with

 14       monitoring and reporting on the State's

 15       implementation of greenhouse gas emissions

 16       reduction strategies, many of which were developed

 17       under the previous council.

 18            But then also this was -- the main expansion

 19       is to develop and implement adaptation strategies

 20       to assess and prepare for the impacts of climate

 21       change.  And again, I said having to find

 22       mitigation adaptation means the adjustment in

 23       natural or human systems in anticipation of or in

 24       response to a changing environment, in this case,

 25       climate change.  And resilience means the ability
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 01       to anticipate, prepare for and adapt to changing

 02       conditions; and withstand, respond to and recover

 03       rapidly from destructions, again in the context of

 04       climate change.

 05            The GC-3 is -- what we call it for short, was

 06       divided into the two subcommittees based on those

 07       two objectives, one charged with mitigation, and

 08       the other with adaptation resiliency.  But the

 09       bulk of the work was done in working groups, and

 10       these working groups started meeting around

 11       January/February of 2020; continued to meet even

 12       when everything went online, in recognition of the

 13       other Governor's executive order of stay safe,

 14       stay home, and were remarkably successful under

 15       those conditions and doing a huge amount of work.

 16            And in no small part to the chairs of all

 17       these working groups here have made progress on

 18       mitigation strategies, equity, environmental

 19       justice, working and natural lands, science and

 20       technology, financing, adaptation and resilience,

 21       infrastructure and land use adaptation, public

 22       health and safety; and then assessing

 23       vulnerabilities in state assets and operations

 24       actually just started meeting this year.

 25            But I would particularly thank Lori Mathieu
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 01       and her Deputy Commissioner Heather Aaron from the

 02       Department of Public Health for cochairing the

 03       public health and safety working group which was

 04       extremely successful.

 05            So all of these working groups put out their

 06       own reports with recommendations that then were

 07       filtered up to these subcommittees and resulted in

 08       61 recommendations for the Governor's Council on

 09       Climate Change, and that those came out in a

 10       report that we put out by January 15, 2021.

 11            And then we're in this sort of phase two of

 12       the GC-3.  The executive order does have some

 13       remaining objectives and those will be reported on

 14       by December 31, 2021, the close of this year.

 15            This is a quick sort of overview of the

 16       different aspects of the process.

 17            There are 23 members of the council.  They

 18       were half state agencies and the other half were

 19       representatives from the business community,

 20       non-environmental, nonprofits, a foundation,

 21       council of government, and a municipal

 22       representative.

 23            But again, those working groups, when we

 24       bring everyone who's involved in the working

 25       groups together, we're talking about 231 people
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 01       involved as working group members representing

 02       over a hundred organizations.  And they held 186

 03       public meetings in 2020.  So again, a massive

 04       effort.

 05            And they were working in on these objectives

 06       of the Governor's zero-carbon target for the

 07       electricity sector by 2040, which was also in

 08       Executive Order 3, and working on those mitigation

 09       strategies so that we meet our statutory goal of a

 10       45 percent reduction in carbon emissions levels by

 11       2030, and produced the statewide adaptation and

 12       resilience plan.

 13            And again, this is that report I keep

 14       referring to where each of the working groups,

 15       their recommendations were then filtered into 61

 16       recommendations in this report, taking action on

 17       climate change and building a more resilient

 18       Connecticut for all, which you can find on our

 19       website and I can put a link in the chat when I'm

 20       done presenting.

 21            So that report included those

 22       recommendations.  It also provided through the

 23       science and technology working group an overview

 24       of the impacts of climate change, which we're

 25       already seeing in Connecticut.  And I know this
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 01       will be familiar to this workgroup and to the

 02       Water Planning Council, because of course you're

 03       the authors of the state water plan -- which also

 04       acknowledged many of the impacts of climate

 05       change.

 06            We've seen, you know, we've seen huge impacts

 07       from storms.  This is looking back at Irene in

 08       2011, which I think really started a much larger

 09       conversation on climate adaptation and resilience

 10       in the State.  You're looking at a substation in

 11       Bridgeport where we came within just a few inches

 12       of a massive disaster of, you know, having major

 13       damage to a substation.

 14            Which, you know, if a substation is

 15       significantly damaged, parts for these things are

 16       not around.  So it can literally take months to

 17       rebuild a substation.  So we have some significant

 18       vulnerabilities to our grid in low lying areas all

 19       along the coast.

 20            We've also seen damage from storms like

 21       Hurricane Sandy, where we saw, you know, houses

 22       taken off their foundations from flooding and wave

 23       action, downed trees; road flooding both from

 24       coastal storm surge, but also from precipitation

 25       and flooding of roads, rain events.
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 01            And this, it's coastal, but you would also

 02       see situations upland as well where, you know, we

 03       have road flooding.  You know, here we're -- this

 04       is Route 146, a state road that's a main

 05       conducting road for the coastal communities --

 06       actually where I just was this morning.  Guilford

 07       and Branford use this road and it connects many of

 08       their businesses and residential areas.

 09            And on, you know, not a named storm, not a

 10       major event -- they'll have flooding in these,

 11       these parts of the roads that are just low lying

 12       or where they go under a railroad pass.  Just by

 13       necessity the road dips down so that you have the

 14       clearance that that if it happens to be in an area

 15       that's also a floodplain, it becomes a place where

 16       you get flooding sometimes just at high tide.

 17            So in many of these places the, you know,

 18       people who live down there would say, oh, yeah.

 19       Yeah, that pretty much floods every day now.  And

 20       so this is a regular occurrence that we're already

 21       seeing and will be further impacted as sea levels

 22       rise.

 23            We've also in the last couple weeks been

 24       introduced to the increasing frequency of heat

 25       waves in Connecticut where we're having more and
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 01       more days over 90 degrees.  I always tell you that

 02       there's, you know, public health impacts of this

 03       that are significant, especially for vulnerable

 04       populations.

 05            And then again, this is also very important

 06       to the state water plan.  We've experienced some

 07       drought in 2020, and I'm going to talk a little

 08       bit about what the predictions are for the science

 09       and technology group about the frequency of that.

 10            So this, it's very important when we talk

 11       about climate adaptation.  And in fact, at the

 12       bill signing this morning we got a question from a

 13       reporter that was sort of getting at this issue

 14       of, well, you know, can you just adapt to things

 15       if we don't mitigate, you know?  And that's --

 16       that's not the case.

 17            These are parallel efforts and it's because

 18       the impacts of climate change that we will see

 19       between now and the year 2050 are from emissions,

 20       greenhouse gas emissions that are already in the

 21       atmosphere.  So we've already baked these impacts

 22       into our climate, and the climate is responding

 23       and we will see these impacts go through 2050.

 24            The science says, however, that impacts after

 25       2050 are sensitive to how much carbon we put into
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 01       the atmosphere now and going forward.  So that's

 02       why we can make a real difference on our climate

 03       and prevent the worst impacts of climate change,

 04       which is by far the best option for public safety,

 05       the environment, costs, everything.

 06            It is much, much more effective to prevent

 07       impacts than to try to adapt to them afterwards --

 08       but like I said, we've also already changed

 09       things, so we have to adapt to that.  So it's

 10       really critical that we do both.  It's not an

 11       either/or.  It's both.

 12            And so again, here's a very short version.

 13       I'll definitely refer you to the report for a

 14       little bit more detail on the impacts of climate

 15       change the science and technology working group

 16       put forward.

 17            We expect to see stronger storms and more

 18       frequent and longer droughts, up to 20 inches of

 19       sea level rise along the Connecticut coast by

 20       2050.  With that sea level rise, that equates to

 21       an increased frequency of coastal flooding with

 22       levels of those seen in Sandy, every -- on a

 23       frequency level of every five to ten years.

 24            And again, increased frequency of days over

 25       90 degrees Fahrenheit.  We were an average of only
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 01       five per year before the year 2000, and by mid

 02       century we'll be at an average of 25 per year.

 03            And I put these slides in after the heat wave

 04       we had in June just to show you that as we have

 05       this increased frequency of days over 90 degrees,

 06       we're getting them, you know, we're getting these

 07       high heat waves in June now when our schools are

 08       still in session.

 09            So we're seeing these cascading impacts

 10       where, okay.  Now we're getting heat waves.

 11       Schools are still in session.  Schools now need to

 12       adapt to these conditions.  Whereas, you know, me,

 13       growing up, there were very few days if ever that

 14       we had these kind of conditions where it was too

 15       hot at my school.  My school didn't have air

 16       conditioning.

 17            So these are things that -- we had 62 school

 18       districts closed in that first heat we had in June

 19       when they were open, and that was for a variety of

 20       factors, but you know many of our schools, again,

 21       they don't have air conditioning.  So this is a

 22       real adaptation need for them.

 23            And when it gets hot that also impacts the

 24       air quality.  So we had our first air quality

 25       alert day that same time that we had the heatwave,

�0036

 01       and those were directly connected.  When it gets

 02       hot the conditions are right to generate ozone and

 03       result in a poorer air quality.

 04            So then the cost of inaction.  So like I

 05       said, the good news/bad news is that after 2050

 06       we, if we make drastic emission reductions now we

 07       can stave off some of the worst impacts.

 08            So we could, if without immediate action, we

 09       could have sea levels up to 80 inches by the end

 10       of the century.  And if not, if we do not mitigate

 11       emissions we'll have increased and accelerating

 12       warming -- but science also says it will stabilize

 13       if we get those emissions down.

 14            And again, these are Connecticut statutory

 15       targets.  There's a bit of a data lag -- so I

 16       can't exactly tell you where we are in 2020,

 17       because we don't have 2020 data from EPA yet, but

 18       we're tracking our 2020 target of a 10 percent

 19       emissions reductions below 1990 levels.  And then

 20       our 2030 target is 45 percent below 2001 emissions

 21       levels, and 2050 is an 80 percent emissions

 22       reduction target by 2050.

 23            In addition to the impacts of climate change

 24       the report also looked at all of our

 25       recommendations through an equity lens -- and for
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 01       time's sake, I'm not going to go through this, but

 02       this is from the Intergovernmental Panel on

 03       Climate Change at the IPCC, which is the

 04       international body of scientists who have been

 05       reporting to us on what the impacts of climate

 06       change are.

 07            And they recognize that the impacts of

 08       climate change are not shared equally.  People who

 09       are socially, economically, culturally,

 10       politically, institutionally or otherwise

 11       marginalized are especially vulnerable to climate

 12       change, and also to some adaptation and mitigation

 13       responses.

 14            And so we had this equity environmental

 15       justice working group that helped review all of

 16       the recommendations, advised us on individuals

 17       they thought would be helpful in each working

 18       group to advise on those issues, and then put out

 19       some of their own recommendations as well

 20       specifically to address equity and environmental

 21       justice in climate planning as the standalone

 22       issue.

 23            And they give us some guidance on what

 24       equitable planning means; in any -- really in any

 25       context, but applying it to climate planning that
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 01       you include core concepts of distributive and

 02       procedural justice, you consider existing

 03       disparities and provide communities with

 04       meaningful opportunities to participate in the

 05       policy process in order to further climate justice

 06       and mitigate environmental racism, and it requires

 07       that community perspectives and viewpoints be

 08       considered in adaptation and mitigation decision

 09       making and planning.

 10            And these are the definitions of those

 11       different types of equity that we applied to our

 12       recommendations.  Distributive equity being --

 13       placing the most vulnerable communities at the

 14       forefront of any potential benefits a policy might

 15       create and ensure that there's equitable

 16       distribution of those benefits.

 17            Procedural equity, that you do planning and

 18       partnership with BIPOC -- or bi-pock [phonetic] is

 19       how it's pronounced -- communities.

 20            Contextual equity, assessing the

 21       vulnerabilities of communities across Connecticut

 22       to climate change through the legacy of racial and

 23       income inequality and other factors; and

 24       corrective equity, providing communities with

 25       clear processes to hold the State accountable to
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 01       its commitments to pursue equity.

 02            And this was also embedded in Executive Order

 03       3, signed by the Governor, that we should

 04       prioritize integrated advanced equitable

 05       distribution of costs and benefits for our

 06       mitigation, meaning of greenhouse gas emissions

 07       reductions, strategies, and that we prioritize the

 08       protection of our most vulnerable communities.

 09            So this is an overview of the 61

 10       recommendations, again in that report.  From the

 11       equity in environmental justice area they

 12       recommended -- or the council recommended we

 13       prioritize mitigation adaptation strategies in

 14       vulnerable communities that will feel the impacts

 15       of climate change first and worst through

 16       launching a statewide environmental justice

 17       mapping tool, and focus planning and resources in

 18       those communities, including developing and

 19       implementing a no less than 40 percent equity

 20       funding or benefit commitment.

 21            Under progress of mitigation strategies, we

 22       should protect and harness energy efficiency funds

 23       to improve building heating and cooling, and move

 24       to decarbonize our building sector.  Achieve a

 25       zero-carbon electric supply by 2040 through
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 01       increased use of solar, wind, battery storage, and

 02       a smarter and more responsive grid while creating

 03       green jobs.

 04            Reduce emissions for methane and

 05       hydrofluorocarbons.  Otherwise, it's not just the

 06       CO2, that these are other sources of greenhouse

 07       gas, greenhouse gases.

 08            Promote mitigation strategies in planning and

 09       materials management.

 10            Move toward a decarbonized transportation

 11       sector through implementing the transportation and

 12       climate initiative program, and putting electric

 13       vehicles and EV infrastructure on the road, and

 14       advanced initiatives to reduce vehicle miles

 15       traveled.

 16            The working natural lands working group

 17       really worked across both mitigation strategies

 18       and adaptation and resilience.  They recommend we

 19       harness the power of nature-based solutions to

 20       adapt and make Connecticut's vulnerable cases more

 21       resilient to the impacts of sea level rise such as

 22       coastal and riverine flooding, drought; while

 23       creating/enhancing ecosystem services, and move

 24       the State to net-zero emissions through carbon

 25       sequestration and storage in forests, wetlands and
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 01       agricultural landscapes.

 02            This is sometimes referred to as negative

 03       emissions.  We're talking about taking CO2 out of

 04       the atmosphere and having it stored longterm in

 05       our environmental resources.

 06            Infrastructure and land use adaptation had

 07       recommendations around building back better with

 08       resilient and sustainable infrastructure and land

 09       use that are informed by the best available

 10       science and engineering standards.

 11            Public health and safety adaptation.  Again,

 12       these are summary level.

 13            So Lori, just this is a representative of a

 14       multipage report.  It's a very quick overview.

 15       Lori can tell you more details about what's in

 16       here, but recognize that climate change is also a

 17       public health crisis -- and prepare Connecticut

 18       for heat stress, air quality impacts, vector-borne

 19       diseases while ensuring safe drinking water and a

 20       climate informed emergency management system.

 21            And finally, the financing and funding,

 22       adaptation and resilience working group was

 23       charged with, how do we pay for this.  And they

 24       made recommendations around leveraging federal,

 25       state and municipal funding sources to implement
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 01       adaptation resilience projects while building new

 02       financing mechanisms, including the creation of

 03       resilience authorities, stormwater utilities, and

 04       an environmental infrastructure bank.

 05            And again, the science and technology also

 06       provided some recommendations in addition to

 07       providing those science impacts on impacts of

 08       climate change between now and 2050, an overview

 09       of ensuring Connecticut's decisions continue to be

 10       informed by the best available climate science and

 11       support climate science education.

 12            And there's a few remaining objectives in

 13       Executive Order 3 that we're working on now, this,

 14       establish a framework in consultation with the

 15       State's chief data officer in coordination with

 16       CIRCA.  That's Connecticut Institute for

 17       Resilience in Climate Adaptation, UConn.  Their

 18       ongoing vulnerability assessment for state

 19       agencies to compile and maintain an inventory of

 20       vulnerable assets and operations; that working

 21       group is currently meeting and working toward

 22       establishing that framework.

 23            And then we're also beginning to work with

 24       our State agencies to take all of these

 25       recommendations that were put forward and work
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 01       through how we can align them with our regular --

 02       the planning that we do everywhere including the

 03       state water plan is listed here, and was listed in

 04       the executive order.

 05            So how do we take all these recommendations

 06       and make sure they're part of these other planning

 07       processes?

 08            And so finally, I'm going to talk about the

 09       bill, An Act Concerning Climate Change Adaptation.

 10       This is the bill that kept me from joining you at

 11       my first scheduled time.  This was a governor's

 12       bill, so Governor Lamont introduced actually three

 13       bills at the beginning of the legislative session

 14       that were his recommendations on how to implement

 15       the recommendations on the Governor's Council on

 16       Climate Change.

 17            This is a bill that made it all the way

 18       through the process.  The other bills were passed

 19       out of committee but did not get a vote by the

 20       full legislature, including the transportation and

 21       climate initiative and putting the 2040 electric

 22       supply goal into statute.

 23            But I am happy to say that climate change

 24       adaptation did go all the way through.  This act

 25       which is Public Act of 21-115 -- now that it's
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 01       signed into law, it authorizes municipalities the

 02       option to create stormwater authorities to address

 03       more frequent flooding and pollution.  It adds

 04       flood prevention and climate resilience to the

 05       purview of municipal flooding aversion control

 06       boards and clarifies they can use their existing

 07       special assessment authorization to cover

 08       operations and maintenance costs of resilient

 09       infrastructure.  And it expands the Connecticut

 10       Green Bank to include an environmental

 11       infrastructure fund to finance adaptation and

 12       resilience projects.

 13            There's a lot within each of these three

 14       things.  There's almost, like, three bills into

 15       one that passed.  I think it's important to note

 16       that the stormwater authority, is actually --

 17       people, most people think of it more as a water

 18       quality program, but it turns out the stormwater

 19       is also very much a flooding and resilience issue.

 20            When we talk to municipalities about what

 21       some of their regular challenges are they say,

 22       well, we have heavy rain storm events.  We get

 23       stormwater flooding in our streets.  And that's

 24       related to, you know, the fact that we're getting

 25       more and more frequent heavy rainfall events, but
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 01       it's also about an aging storm water, storm sewer

 02       system that's not built to handle those kinds of

 03       events, and certainly not built to handle them on

 04       a more regular basis.

 05            So this provides municipalities with the

 06       option, if they choose to enact it, of setting

 07       fees that are really based on the concept of the

 08       user pay fees for use of that storm sewer system.

 09       And they can use that now as a regular source of

 10       revenue to make sure that we get those critical

 11       infrastructure upgrades.  That also can include

 12       nature-based solutions like what you see here in

 13       this image from New Haven where they've built bio

 14       swales where stormwater is coming off the street.

 15            And instead of going into a pipe and being

 16       conveyed to a pipe, or if it's been combined,

 17       being conveyed to a wastewater treatment plant --

 18       which we don't want, that it's actually now

 19       being -- in this situation it's being directly

 20       filtered back into the soil system.  And so we're

 21       using nature to manage and clean up that, that

 22       stormwater runoff.

 23            And I think another exciting one -- well,

 24       they're all exciting to watch, but this is a

 25       massive expansion of the Green Bank.  I know I
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 01       kind of rattled it off, like, yeah.  They're just

 02       now going to do environmental infrastructure --

 03       but they've never done that before.  So it's an

 04       huge, huge expansion of what they can do.

 05            And so look for -- I think they have to go

 06       through a year-long planning process now to set up

 07       what their environmental infrastructure fund will

 08       be.  And so hopefully, you know, into 2022 we'll

 09       start seeing the Green Bank leveraging funds to

 10       finance projects as well.

 11            And so with that, I'm really happy to take

 12       any questions.  There was a lot in there, so

 13       anything you want to know more about -- that was a

 14       quick high-level overview.

 15  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much, Rebecca.  That was

 16       really terrific.  So much work that the group has

 17       done since it's inception, and a lot of

 18       information there.

 19            So do we have any questions from the Council

 20       for Rebecca?

 21            Unfortunately, Lori Mathieu was just called

 22       out -- oh, there she goes.  She was just called

 23       out to another meeting at DPH.  She didn't plan on

 24       that, so --

 25  LORI MATHIEU:  Yeah.  I just wanted to -- before I
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 01       leave I just wanted to say thank you to Rebecca,

 02       Dr. French, for an amazing amount of work.

 03            And the effort that was undertaken was

 04       enormous during the time of the pandemic.  It was

 05       so well attended, so much good input, but just one

 06       thing -- and this is not a "but."  This is an

 07       "and."

 08            You know there's so much synergy between what

 09       you did and what the state water plan has.  So it

 10       just seems to me that we need to work together to

 11       fully understand all of the 61 recommendations,

 12       because there's so much there.

 13            It's so thick with information.  There's some

 14       overlap between the state water plan and the GC-3

 15       items, no doubt because there's some people that

 16       were on committees -- the same people.  Right?

 17            So there's stuff on drought, stuff on source

 18       protection.  There's stuff on water quality and

 19       quantity.  There's a lot there, and what you just

 20       talked about, Rebecca, is really an excellent,

 21       excellent idea on the stormwater utilities,

 22       because the time has come to focus on these areas

 23       and deal with flood prevention.

 24            So congratulations to the you and the passing

 25       of that, of that House Bill 6441, a

�0048

 01       significant effort.  So I just wanted to say that

 02       while I have to leave.

 03            So I look forward to working with you,

 04       Rebecca.  Take care.

 05  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thanks very much, Lori.  Appreciate it.

 06  LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.  Sorry.

 07  THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other questions from the Council,

 08       Martin or Graham, for Dr. French?

 09  MARTIN HEFT:  No questions.

 10            I just want to thank you.  It's a great

 11       presentation.  I know I've had staff that have

 12       worked on a lot of the subcommittees and

 13       everything through this.  It's great to see this

 14       whole presentation kind of encapsuling everything

 15       together as kind of an overview.  So thank you for

 16       all your hard work and for the presentation.

 17  REBECCA FRENCH:  Thank you.

 18  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Yeah.  And I would just say it's

 19       really nice to see hard work to come to a

 20       conclusion with the successful passage and the

 21       signing of the bill today.  Really pleased with

 22       that.

 23            And one thing I'd just like to comment on is

 24       it's interesting how even in the midst of the

 25       pandemic you were able to really leverage these
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 01       online resources to increase participation and

 02       access for all to a massive undertaking that is so

 03       important for the future of Connecticut, and our

 04       future citizens of Connecticut.

 05            So something to think about.  As terrible as

 06       the pandemic is and continues to be, it's good to

 07       try to take some of the lessons learned through

 08       that pandemic and apply that to our future lives.

 09       So thank you.

 10  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Graham.

 11            I'm going to open it up to any stakeholders

 12       that would like to ask any questions of

 13       Dr. French.

 14            Anybody out there?

 15  

 16                         (No response.)

 17  

 18  THE CHAIRMAN:  I don't see any questions.

 19  GRAHAM STEVENS:  I think the presentation has just

 20       wowed people into --

 21  THE CHAIRMAN:  Yeah, there you go.

 22  REBECCA FRENCH:  Into silence.

 23  GRAHAM STEVENS:  -- introspective silence.

 24  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you so much.  We appreciate you --

 25       talk about great timing, I mean, with the Governor
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 01       signing it into law today, it's wonderful.  We

 02       really appreciate you being with us today.

 03  REBECCA FRENCH:  Thank you.

 04  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Take care.

 05            Okay.  I want to move quickly back to new

 06       business.  I wanted to discuss the e-mail that was

 07       sent to us by Margaret Miner.

 08            And it was relative to the Council looking at

 09       diversion permits, what our role could be.

 10            And I don't know.  Margaret, are you still on

 11       the line?

 12            There's Margaret.  I think Margaret is still

 13       here.

 14  MARGARET MINER:  Yes. I sent an e-mail basically

 15       putting in writing comments that I made about the

 16       WPCAG, and in the Water Planning Council.  So I

 17       have put it into writing.

 18            I don't know if there's a need to go over it

 19       so much, but I'm concerned with the amount of time

 20       and resources including money that have gone into

 21       our planning efforts and continue to go into them

 22       relative to really focusing on one or more steps,

 23       one of more steps sort of in the field, in the

 24       real world there that will make a difference -- I

 25       think.
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 01            And I think I managed it with drought

 02       planning.  It's still very difficult to get

 03       coordinated action statewide.  It's a problem that

 04       we've -- since I've done Rivers Alliance they were

 05       talking about it, taking about adaptation and

 06       resiliency, what's an immediate -- and the upland

 07       concerns came up particularly in Dr. French's

 08       presentation on the legislation.

 09            But the stormwater -- and one step that I

 10       mentioned, which I think is badly needed in the

 11       upland area is we're not concerned with sea rise.

 12       We're concerned with the water coming down.  The

 13       hundred-year standard for construction just seems

 14       to be inadequate, and I have to look in the light

 15       of climate predictions, what we have today and

 16       what we're going to have.

 17            So I'm just thinking a relatively simple

 18       thing would be to upgrade that standard so at

 19       least new construction is not contributing unduly

 20       to runoff and erosion and the stream contamination

 21       and in stream flooding.

 22            So that's kind of my focus, is to look at

 23       steps we can take that are indicated in our

 24       planning, and that maybe we can do right now if we

 25       focused on it.
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 01            Those might not be the two best steps.  Maybe

 02       there are others, but I'm sort of saying, no more

 03       plans.  Let's pull out some things and do them.

 04       So I guess that's my plea for the end of summer.

 05            Thank you for listening.

 06  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much Margaret.

 07            Martin and Graham, do you have any comments?

 08  GRAHAM STEVENS:  No.  I appreciate your feedback,

 09       Margaret, and I especially liked your comments

 10       from the last meeting -- as from an exhaustive, an

 11       exhausted planner.  Right?  So I know we've worked

 12       together on many state plans.

 13            I hope you're not too exhausted, because we

 14       definitely appreciate your continued involvement

 15       and feedback.

 16            And I think that, although I am new to the

 17       Council, I do feel like I have begun to see, you

 18       know, the outcome of the efforts that have been

 19       underway from before my involvement, but I

 20       definitely do feel that outcomes are vitally

 21       important and I know that we have discussed in the

 22       past looking at engaging in - I know, Margaret,

 23       close your ears on this one, but a planning effort

 24       to come up with an implementation strategy.

 25            Because I think it needs to be coordinated.
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 01       I know that you have your perspective on a few

 02       different items that you would like to see quick

 03       wins on, and think that we need to think about how

 04       that all fits into the bigger pieces of the puzzle

 05       and what's an easy win, and what's achievable, and

 06       what some of the sequencing needs are behind those

 07       easy wins and how they relate to some of the more

 08       challenging items that we've laid out in front of

 09       us for implementation.

 10            So I am definitely open to continuing to have

 11       this, this dialogue and I'm open to -- if there's

 12       an easy win that makes sense, certainly engaging

 13       the right folks would be what I would do to try to

 14       achieve that.  I really do appreciate the

 15       enthusiasm, as always, Margaret.

 16  MARGARET MINER:  So I wanted to mention that upgrading

 17       the stormwater standards, I first heard Jim

 18       MacBroom talking about it about 2020 up at the

 19       UConn -- the Institute of -- is it the Institute

 20       of Water Resources?

 21            And he was talking about the need back then

 22       of upgrading the standard and saying that it's

 23       very difficult for engineers to tell clients, you

 24       should build to a higher standard, a more extreme

 25       storm standard -- if the State doesn't support
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 01       that.

 02            So it's been a long-standing, I think,

 03       recognition that the State could be more

 04       forward-looking in the design standards that it

 05       supports, and it doesn't seem to me, like, too

 06       complicated, but I luckily, Graham, am not in your

 07       position, so I don't have to fit everything in.

 08            Thank you.  Thank you for responding.  I

 09       appreciate it.

 10  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Margaret.

 11            And Martin, do you have anything to add?

 12  MARTIN HEFT:  No.  I think Graham covered it in his

 13       response, so.

 14  THE CHAIRMAN:  Margaret, we thank you.

 15            One of the things -- and even when you look

 16       at the, when we talk about really with water

 17       conservation and fixtures legislation is that we

 18       represent four major agencies in the State of

 19       Connecticut, and it's very difficult for us

 20       legally -- like for example, with this diversion

 21       permit, that would be ex parte for us to get

 22       involved in this particular point.

 23            So I think at some point we need to have our

 24       appropriate -- or our legal counsel for our

 25       respective agencies --
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 01  MARGARET MINER:  Yes.  I don't understand.  I don't

 02       understand, yeah.

 03  THE CHAIRMAN:  I'm sorry, Margaret?

 04  MARGARET MINER:  Yes, I do understand that once it's

 05       underway it gets difficult.

 06            I was thinking that conflict resolution as a

 07       mission for the Water Planning Council was

 08       discussed, you know, many times -- so to get in

 09       ahead of it before it gets into a formal

 10       litigation process.

 11  THE CHAIRMAN:  Exactly.  Got it.  Okay.  I hear you.

 12  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Can I just respond to that, Jack, and

 13       not to the specifics of the diversion permit

 14       that's underway.

 15            But, you know I think they're doing a lot of

 16       different things that will help inform some of

 17       these diversion requests that lead to some

 18       concerns within various sectors.  And that goes to

 19       work with respect to getting the reporting in for

 20       registered diversions, that the Water Planning

 21       Council is instrumental in making that story

 22       change.

 23            We're receiving that information now.  Then

 24       we're thinking about next steps.  We're thinking

 25       about modeling on a basin-wide level and
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 01       continuing the work that started through the state

 02       water plan and looking at distressed basins and

 03       impacted basins, and again looking forward to the

 04       next tool that we can utilize to actually put a

 05       regulatory lever in place whereby we could try to

 06       further throttle back existing and future

 07       diversions.

 08            But you know I think it needs to be done in a

 09       stepwise -- and to my earlier comments of this

 10       meeting, a very transparent manner.

 11            You know we don't always have every tool we

 12       need in the toolbox, and I think when these

 13       agencies come together under the auspices of the

 14       Water Planning Council, and we have concurrence,

 15       we're a lot stronger than one agency seeking a

 16       change to its individual statutes.

 17            So again, I do feel like changes are

 18       happening, but certainly understand the need for

 19       urgency as well.

 20  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Graham.

 21            Is there any other new business?

 22  

 23                         (No response.)

 24  

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  Is there any public comment today?  Any
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 01       public comment?

 02  GANNON LONG:  Hi, Mr. Betkoski.  This is Gannon Long

 03       from Operation Fuel.  How are you?

 04  THE CHAIRMAN:  Good.  How are you.

 05  GANNON LONG:  I'm good.

 06            I just wanted to -- I read an article last

 07       week in the CT Examiner about Lebanon's water

 08       system.  It has a lot of great information about

 09       the water -- just water regulation in Connecticut

 10       in general.  I put the link in chat.

 11            This kind of just goes to some of the

 12       concerns that we would have about the water, you

 13       know, regulation in Connecticut; a very

 14       complicated landscape.

 15            But you're dealing with, you know, an

 16       opportunity to buy a water company for $20,000 to

 17       be run by volunteers.  It's just a very fragile

 18       system.

 19            The article I think does a really good job of

 20       outlining some of the overall issues, but I'd just

 21       encourage members of the Council to take a look.

 22       And hopefully I know these are -- some of these

 23       are issues that the Council already addresses and

 24       considers, but just to really read into that and

 25       see if there's a bit more of a coordinated
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 01       approach.

 02            The number that they cite is 497 different

 03       water management systems, including up to 12 in

 04       one municipality -- which isn't the case in a few

 05       different municipalities.  It's just really a lot

 06       to wrap your arms around, and I don't know that

 07       the current system is the most cost-effective way

 08       to manage it.

 09            So I just wanted to raise that to the

 10       Council's attention, and hopefully, you know,

 11       we'll see further discussion about these issues in

 12       the coming months.

 13  THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much for that.  And

 14       believe me, I wish Lori was still on the call,

 15       because this is something we constantly grapple

 16       with between our agency, PURA, and DPH in terms of

 17       these small systems that basically the owners come

 18       to us and they turn over the keys and say, figure

 19       something out.

 20            And it's very easy to say, okay.  Let ABC

 21       Water Corporation take it over, but it's going to

 22       be an astronomical amount of money for the

 23       ratepayers.

 24            So it's something we're constantly working on

 25       in trying to make better.  So I'm going to
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 01       definitely take a look at that article.

 02  GANNON LONG:  The Take Back Our Grid Act which

 03       empowered PURA to look at performance-based

 04       regulation, they're focusing on it for electricity

 05       companies now, but you also have the power to

 06       change to a performance-based model for water and

 07       for gas companies.

 08            So that's something else that's a good

 09       change.  Perhaps there's more traction on the

 10       issue in the future.

 11  THE CHAIRMAN:  Exactly.  Thank you so much.

 12            Any other public comment?  Any other public

 13       comment?  Going once?

 14  

 15                        (No response.)

 16  

 17  THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, I thank you all for your

 18       participation.  Our next meeting will be

 19       August 3rd.

 20            And I'll entertain a motion to adjourn?

 21  MARTIN HEFT:  So moved.

 22  GRAHAM STEVENS:  Second.

 23  THE CHAIRMAN:  All those in favor of adjournment?

 24  THE COUNCIL:  Aye.

 25  THE CHAIRMAN:  We are adjourned.  Thanks very much.
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 1                        (Begin:  1:34 p.m.)



 2



 3   THE CHAIRMAN:  So we will call the meeting of the Water



 4        Planning Council for July 6th to order.



 5             The first order of business will be the



 6        approval of the minutes of the June 1st meeting.



 7        Do I hear a motion?



 8   LORI MATHIEU:  So moved.



 9   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Seconded.



10   THE CHAIRMAN:  Motion made by Lori, second by Graham.



11             Any discussion on the motion?



12



13                          (No response.)



14



15   THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, all those in favor signify by



16        saying, aye.



17   THE COUNCIL:  Aye.



18   THE CHAIRMAN:  We have on the agenda a presentation



19        from Rebecca French from DEEP, but it's my



20        understanding she's detained, and she will be



21        joining.  She's actually at the Governor's bill



22        signing.  She'll be joining us later on in this



23        Council meeting, and when she does we'll have her



24        come out and do her presentation.



25             Next, correspondence received -- and we can
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 1        take this up a little bit later.  We did receive



 2        an e-mail from Margaret Miner, and we can take



 3        this up under new business, but it was -- I hope



 4        everybody got a copy of the letter from Margaret



 5        relative to the procedure for diversion permits,



 6        particularly about the Greenwich system and what



 7        the role of the Water Planning Council might be,



 8        or might not be.



 9             So if it's okay with the Council, we can take



10        that up later on to discuss?



11   LORI MATHIEU:  Yes, that's fine with me.



12   THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham, are you okay with that?



13   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Agreed, yeah.



14   MARTIN HEFT:  That's fine.



15   THE CHAIRMAN:  The state water plan, the implementation



16        workgroup update, you should have received from



17        Dave and Virginia -- both of them, they must be



18        hopefully taking a long 4th of July weekend.



19             They can't be with us today, but they have



20        sent us a report in terms of what's been going on



21        with the implementation group, and talked about



22        what's going on with the report on the private



23        well quality report.



24             Also they talk about the draft subgroup, the



25        workgroup and the draft report, and they're going
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 1        to go actually talk about acceptance of that in



 2        their July 13th meeting; talk about outreach and



 3        education, implementation tracking.  The subtopic



 4        workgroup planned to initiate the meeting with



 5        that, and talked about the survey update at the



 6        workshop.



 7             And Lori, do you want to say anything about



 8        the well report, the draft report on well quality,



 9        private well quality?



10   LORI MATHIEU:  Yes.  Thank you, Jack.  So the



11        Department, the Department of Public Health for



12        many years has worked to try to get private wells



13        recognized more toward the end of location as well



14        as water quality.



15             So when all of this became part of the



16        discussion in the state water plan and in the



17        state water plan, as all of you remember who we're



18        part of it, private wells was a big part of the



19        discussion.  And water quality testing, the



20        requirement only exists for when you drill a new



21        well.



22             And even on a property transfer there is no



23        requirement.  Even though you do hear about it a



24        lot, you might think there's a requirement, but



25        there's not.  So the good work by Mike
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 1        Dietz and -- or I should say Dr. Dietz and his



 2        work team to take on the effort to implement a



 3        piece of the state water plan when it comes to



 4        understanding water quality better, and taking



 5        some steps in that direction is a very good one.



 6             So I'm very pleased with what I read and what



 7        I've heard from my staff.  There's two staff Ryan



 8        Tetreault and Tatiana Shea that are part of that



 9        group, that sub workgroup that Dr. Dietz runs, and



10        they've been able to provide a lot of great input.



11             We believe that this effort, as expressed in



12        this draft document, is a good step in the right



13        direction.  It's not a hundred percent of



14        everything that would be necessary or needed to



15        fully understand drinking water quality every day



16        all day in private wells, however it is a step in



17        the right direction.



18             So one thing that -- we talk a lot about



19        legislative initiatives this time of year as a



20        department position.  The long session just ended



21        and new session starts to be thought about moving



22        forward in our process internally.



23             So we've started conversations.  And the



24        draft document, as Dr. Dietz and his group



25        have teed up, is part of the discussions within
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 1        our department.  And so there's so much more to



 2        come because those discussions just started, that



 3        document just came out, but we're very excited to



 4        see the work of that workgroup.



 5             And the effort to implement this part of the



 6        state water plan is a really important effort.  On



 7        behalf of the 800,000-plus people that consume



 8        water out of private wells in our state, I know



 9        one item that we want to know more about is, what



10        happens in other states?



11             Because if there is a movement toward that



12        end on a legislative initiative, that is one of



13        the very first questions that is asked about what



14        other states do.  How does it work in other



15        states?  What are some of the challenges in other



16        states?  What are other states thinking about for



17        the future when it comes to private well water



18        quality testing?



19             So Jack, thank you for the opportunity to say



20        a few words, and I want to thank that work team



21        because they've done tremendous work, and look



22        forward to providing more information during the



23        coming months.



24   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thanks, Lori.  And I know that's



25        something that you've been very passionate about
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 1        and we certainly do thank the group for working on



 2        that.



 3             Any other questions from Martin or Graham on



 4        the written report that we received, or comments?



 5   MARTIN HEFT:  I don't have any.



 6   THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham?



 7   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Jack, I'd just like to say echoing



 8        some of Lori's sentiment, I mean, I think a very



 9        concise excellently written report with a real



10        consumable attached to it.



11             That gets us towards our overall objective



12        and at some point I think it might be helpful for



13        us to discuss sooner rather than later legislative



14        initiatives that the Water Planning Council would



15        be supportive of and would endorse from the member



16        agencies.



17             And I think this being one as well as a



18        fixture initiative from -- that we kind of got



19        some traction on last session, but we need to



20        start laying some more groundwork on it in advance



21        of next session.



22             It might even behoove us to consider having



23        an open and transparent discussion about some of



24        the initiatives that we may be supportive of and



25        then to hear from stakeholders on that, maybe even
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 1        going as far as inviting certain stakeholders who



 2        may not have engaged thus far in some of our



 3        processes.



 4             I think about, Lori, the homebuilders



 5        association, the Connecticut CBA's, the real



 6        estate section as well as the realtors -- just so



 7        they can understand where the agency's and the



 8        Water Planning Council's perspectives lay, and



 9        what future the legislative initiative may be in.



10             And really try to solicit and entice a public



11        dialogue around this before we get into the



12        legislative session itself.  And I know that that,



13        that idea carries with it some difficulties for



14        the agency representatives just because we may not



15        have our designated leaders sign off on all of the



16        legislative proposals, but certainly from the



17        Water Planning Council perspective that might be



18        something where we can talk about our intent, and



19        how these initiatives may align with our



20        respective missions.



21             So just something to think about.  Maybe at



22        the next meeting we can put something like that on



23        the agenda, but I know that internally the



24        agencies will have to digest that information and



25        think about it.
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 1   THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, that's a great idea, but if we're



 2        going to do it we should probably do it at the



 3        August meeting.  Because before you know it, it's



 4        going to be October 1st, and we're going to be



 5        getting legislative proposals into OPM and the



 6        Governor's office.



 7             So I think, Lori and Graham if you could let



 8        us know who'd you'd like to invite and we'll have



 9        Ally get invitations out to them to come to our



10        August meeting.  And the sooner the better,



11        because before you know it, it's going to be



12        deadline time and we're going to be in -- Mary Ann



13        Dickinson, who's on -- see, she can't stay away



14        from us.  She's on the call today.



15             But she's telling us Massachusetts is beating



16        us and getting ahead of us with some of the water



17        fixture legislation.



18   MARY ANN DICKINSON:  And Rhode Island just did it.



19   THE CHAIRMAN:  And Rhode Island.



20   MARY ANN DICKINSON:  So now you have Vermont,



21        Massachusetts, Rhode Island, New York.



22        Connecticut is currently missing here.



23   THE CHAIRMAN:  Jennifer, do you have a question?



24        Jennifer Barry?



25             Your hand was up.  Okay.  All right.
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 1             Well, that's got --



 2   LORI MATHIEU:  Jack, could I ask?  Toward that and, are



 3        you thinking of a special meeting in August just



 4        for legislative initiatives?  Or just to tack it



 5        onto what --



 6   THE CHAIRMAN:  We're all busy.  I think we should



 7        probably tack it on.  Do it, either -- probably at



 8        the end, maybe at the end of a meeting.



 9             I mean, unless somebody -- I'm open to



10        suggestions, but I'm just trying to make it as



11        easy as possible for people.  And again, I don't



12        know when we're going to be back in the building.



13        For the foreseeable future we're going to be



14        doing, still doing remote meetings.



15   LORI MATHIEU:  Because there was -- to Graham's point,



16        I remember we talked about this a while back I



17        think about who was on that committee that



18        represented real estate, and represented



19        homebuilding.



20             And I guess there was a person who



21        represented the realtors and had some comment to



22        add.  But Graham, I think just to expand out to



23        these, to the groups and to the people who



24        have interest, or a lot of interest in the



25        stakeholders, including towns and local health
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 1        directors who have direct oversight.  And town



 2        government I think is really very important, and



 3        maybe even council of governments, so.



 4   GRAHAM STEVENS:  That's a great idea, Lori.



 5             No, I just think in this, this day and age --



 6        and I know that our legislative colleagues may



 7        disagree, but you know the legislative process



 8        isn't always as open to as many as we would like



 9        to assume.



10             And I just wanted to, as a body, just try to



11        extend that transparency as far as we can, and



12        frankly to hear from folks who may have a



13        differing opinion than we do.  So that that can be



14        something that we internalize as part of our



15        decision-making process.



16   THE CHAIRMAN:  Mary Ann --



17   GRAHAM STEVENS:  (Unintelligible) too much bureaucracy



18        around that.



19   THE CHAIRMAN:  I'm sorry, Graham.



20             In the other states -- of course, the other



21        states, I don't believe have anything like the



22        Water Planning Council.  Do they go straight to



23        the Legislature, the stakeholders, people who have



24        various opinions?



25   MARY ANN DICKINSON:  So I don't know what happened in
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 1        Rhode Island.  And in Massachusetts I think it was



 2        state sponsored as part of their climate change



 3        work.



 4   THE CHAIRMAN:  Okay.



 5   MARY ANN DICKINSON:  But many of the states -- or 14



 6        states that have done this so far, and usually



 7        it's a legislator who is a champion and just



 8        submits it, and it goes through the regular



 9        legislative process.  So that's how it's been



10        handled in most states.



11             One of the more recent ones was the State of



12        Nevada where a legislator was a champion for it



13        last session, and now he's submitting further



14        refinements to it this session.  I mean, he's



15        really motivated, and I'm sure -- I'm sure we can



16        find a similarly motivated legislator here in



17        Connecticut.  In fact, we do know of already at



18        least one or two.



19   THE CHAIRMAN:  Absolutely.  Okay.  If there's no more



20        discussion on this, let's move to the Water



21        Planning Council advisory group.



22             Josh?



23   JOSH CANSLER:  Let me unmute, first I guess.  Alecia is



24        on a vacation right now.  So she's not here today.



25             We did hold our last meeting on June 15th and
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 1        in addition to the usual updates we had on the



 2        implementation workgroup and the WUCC, and we also



 3        had a long discussion about an update on



 4        legislation that went through the last session.



 5             Some of you -- or most of you probably



 6        received an e-mail from Alecia on June 13th about



 7        the source water protection white paper that the



 8        advisory group is working on.



 9             Alecia sent out a request for volunteers to



10        help write that white paper, and I do believe she



11        has received quite a few volunteers so far.  So we



12        are working on that white paper and hopefully



13        we'll have that draft ready fairly soon.



14             On the watershed lands workgroup we had some



15        discussion on that.  Karen, did you want to add



16        anything?



17   KAREN BURNASKA:  No, I'll let you continue, Josh.



18   JOSH CANSLER:  Okay.  We had a discussion on the final



19        draft report and we were moving with that.  And we



20        also talked about a solar siting.  And of course I



21        believe the initial meeting of the draft solar



22        siting workgroup was June 16th, and I gave up my



23        spot to John Hudak who obviously has been much



24        more involved in solar siting in this state than I



25        have.
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 1             So he is representing the advisory group on



 2        that, on that effort -- and I believe Alecia as



 3        well.  I don't think she was at the June 16th



 4        meeting.



 5             Graham, I think that's your area.  So I won't



 6        get into what happened with that work plan as



 7        well.



 8             In new business Denise Savageau, I don't



 9        believe she's on online here.  She brought up the



10        subject of hydrilla.  We had a long discussion on



11        that and the efforts to create a task force, and a



12        letter that's requesting Senator Blumenthal's



13        support for the Army Corps of Engineers to get



14        involved with the hydrilla.



15             And specifically I guess it has become an



16        issue in the last few years along the Connecticut



17        River.  So we did have a long discussion on that,



18        and Denise did send out quite a bit of reference



19        material on that and asking people to get



20        involved.



21             And I believe that's the only other we had.



22        Again, we had a long update from the



23        implementation workgroup as well, which everyone



24        already saw the e-mail on.  That's all I've got.



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Josh.
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 1             Any questions for Josh?



 2   LORI MATHIEU:  I just have a quick, quick one.  I know



 3        that I've asked a couple Department of Public



 4        Health staff to participate on this source water



 5        protection white paper.  I'm wondering if the most



 6        recent draft has an actual mission statement or an



 7        intent written on it?



 8   JOSH CANSLER:  Well, that's something they're working



 9        on.  I have not seen the most recent draft.



10        Alecia is working on it.



11   LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.



12   JOSH CANSLER:  So I would have to reach out to her to



13        get you a final answer on that.



14   LORI MATHIEU:  Yeah, because I'm still confused as to



15        what the mission is.



16   JOSH CANSLER:  My understanding is that the goal is to



17        look at the roles of the Water Planning Council



18        and all the agencies in source water protection,



19        and how it is being addressed in the State.



20             But again, I'd have to get at Alecia because



21        this has been kind of her bailiwick, exactly what



22        the mission statement is.



23   LORI MATHIEU:  My suggestion would be that before more



24        work happens, that an actual mission statement is



25        produced so that we -- I know which staff to add
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 1        to the team so that we can get the most input from



 2        the right people at the Department of Public



 3        Health.



 4   JOSH CANSLER:  All right.  Well, I'll talk to her about



 5        that and we'll discuss it at the next advisory



 6        meeting.



 7   LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.



 8   THE CHAIRMAN:  Any further questions for Josh?



 9



10                          (No response.)



11



12   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Josh.



13             Karen, anything additional on the watershed?



14   KAREN BURNASKA:  No, I think we're all set.  The



15        watershed lands workgroup has not met since your



16        last meeting.  This is kind of a tough time to



17        get, you know, people together.



18             So I believe, you know, Josh handled it well.



19        He looked over several of us -- John made a very



20        good -- John Hudak, a very good presentation to



21        the DEEP, a scoping webinar and, you know, we're



22        going to keep tabs on that.  And hopefully we'll



23        have some more information for you at your office



24        meeting.



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.
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 1             Lori, any -- oh, Margaret Miner has a



 2        question.



 3   MARGARET MINER:  Yes, hi.  I had a question relating to



 4        the work we're doing on source water protection



 5        and watershed lands looking at a couple of



 6        projects where the impact is to -- within a



 7        drinking water watershed or a AA watershed, the



 8        impact is to the headwater streams, and the



 9        headwaters and the streams.



10             And it may be in some cases a little remote



11        from the reservoir, the public reservoir or a well



12        field.  And so I think the water companies are



13        reluctant to provide negative comment if there's



14        not a kind of -- you can see the sediment coming



15        straight from the hilltop into the reservoir.



16             But I'm thinking, shouldn't we be paying



17        attention to the possibility, and in some cases,



18        probability that we're going to lose that



19        headwaters as a source in the course of



20        development that won't directly impact the



21        reservoir?  But if it actually imperils the



22        headwaters or impairs them, in first water



23        streams, shouldn't we be looking a little beyond



24        where we usually look?



25             And I think that probably is something that
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 1        will taken up in the white paper on source water



 2        protection, but I think our watershed lands are,



 3        you know, we've been looking fairly close to the



 4        source.  And I'm looking -- I'm wondering maybe



 5        your reservoir won't be impaired, but can it do



 6        without this, this upland headwaters if they



 7        disappear altogether?



 8             And then the second question I've been



 9        running across is, when you're looking at a



10        fragile site, is a hundred-year storm design



11        adequate?  It seems to be not and that we should



12        somehow revisit that.



13             So those were the two, sort of, watershed



14        lands questions that I've been running into on the



15        ground or in the field in the last few weeks.



16             That's all.



17   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.



18             Lori, would you like to talk any WUCC update?



19   LORI MATHIEU:  There isn't a lot to update.  I know



20        that in the central WUCC area there is an ongoing



21        concern I believe in the Town of Berlin.  And



22        there's sort of a dispute about a certain service



23        area that I know Eric McPhee, who' is the lead



24        from DPH, is working with the WUCC leadership



25        there to address.
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 1             But you know, there's nothing else beyond



 2        that.  I know they continue to work on their



 3        sub-teams and implementation, and I know all of



 4        you are -- some of you have been participating,



 5        and all of you are more than welcome and invited



 6        to attend the WUCC meetings.



 7             And if there's anyone here that doesn't get



 8        those notifications, please let me know.  I'll



 9        make sure that you are on the list.



10             And Jack, that's all that I have.



11   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much, and I think you



12        already gave the private well update.



13   LORI MATHIEU:  Okay.  All right.



14   THE CHAIRMAN:  I mean, unless you have more to add?



15   LORI MATHIEU:  No.  I think what Graham said is very



16        true.  I think upfront, proactive and stakeholder



17        involvement is critical.  You know this is



18        important to a lot of people, and there are a



19        lot -- you know there can be a lot of challenges



20        in moving something like this forward.



21             It affects a lot and people.  It affects many



22        things like property value concerns, but for us in



23        the Health Department it comes down to public



24        health.  And one item that I really like about



25        what Dr. Dietz added with the team is adding in
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 1        requirements on property transfer of testing for



 2        arsenic and uranium.



 3             And next month we're having USGS along with a



 4        couple members of my staff from the Department of



 5        Public Health to present on the most recent



 6        information and study on arsenic and uranium in



 7        the State of Connecticut, which captured a lot of



 8        attention when we worked on our press release.



 9             So that's an exciting piece of this, and I



10        think we don't want to lose sight of the fact that



11        this is a public health initiative as well.  It is



12        an important aspect when people buy a new home so



13        that they can understand fully what they are



14        purchasing and then what they would be consuming



15        every day.



16             So you know, I do think it's an important



17        initiative.  It's very important to get all



18        stakeholders to the table.



19             So, Jack, thank you.



20   THE CHAIRMAN:  You're welcome.  And again, Lori, you



21        talked a little bit about the water conservation



22        fixtures and how we would like to proceed.  I



23        don't know if there's anything further you want



24        like to add to that?



25   LORI MATHIEU:  Well, I see Mary Ann there.  And Mary
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 1        Ann and I had a wonderful conversation.  She's



 2        always great.  I believe she is retired, like a



 3        lot of you -- but you keep coming back, which is



 4        wonderful.



 5             So Mary Ann, we had a wonderful conversation



 6        on Friday just about what other states are doing,



 7        the fact that Connecticut is behind.



 8             But Jack and Graham, I know that I'll look to



 9        both of you.  I know that you both have worked on



10        this working with our sister agency.  So I don't



11        know if you have anything else you want to add



12        about -- we do have to get Consumer Protection,



13        the Department of Consumer Protection involved and



14        the Department of Administrative Services involved



15        because it does affect other, those two other



16        agencies with building codes and fixtures.



17             And when we put something in place we also



18        want to make sure it's enforced and well



19        understood, so --



20   THE CHAIRMAN:  Lori, you just raised a good point.  I



21        think we should probably invite -- if they can,



22        come to our next meeting.  I mean, if we get



23        representatives there we're going to have



24        stakeholders come in and talk about the proposed



25        legislation.  So they should hear directly from
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 1        these individuals, so we can --



 2   LORI MATHIEU:  That would be good.



 3   THE CHAIRMAN:  Graham, did you have anything to add?



 4   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Yeah.  I mean, I just -- from my



 5        perspective and I don't want to speak for the



 6        Department of Consumer Protection, but I imagine



 7        they are pretty flat out right now dealing with --



 8   THE CHAIRMAN:  Is something going on over there?



 9   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Yeah, apparently.  They have a



10        stand-up and online betting and, you know, a



11        recreational cannabis program in the next couple



12        weeks.  So they're just a little bit busy,



13        understandably, to launch two new comprehensive



14        programs in a short period of time -- but



15        certainly we can ask.



16             Hopefully they can provide somebody to attend



17        that meeting.  I'm happy to coordinate with you,



18        Jack, on that.



19   THE CHAIRMAN:  We'll do that.



20   MARY ANN DICKINSON:  But I did -- I did offer, Jack, to



21        Lori, that if a presentation on why Connecticut



22        should do this and what other states have done --



23        if that would be helpful, I would be happy to do



24        that.



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  I think that we would love that.  Thank
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 1        you very much.  Maybe when we have this meeting --



 2        and I think what we're going to try to do is



 3        condense the rest of the agenda and have a good



 4        portion of this meeting to deal just with this



 5        subject, and I'll talk to my colleagues on the



 6        Water Planning Council before that.



 7   LORI MATHIEU:  And Jack, it does say Rebecca here.  And



 8        it does dovetail nicely into climate change,



 9        because it is conserving our water supplies in a



10        more proactive manner instead of, you know, the



11        droughts that Mary Ann and I talked about.  What's



12        going on in California is horrible, and we don't



13        want to be in that position.



14             It's positioning ourselves to be in the right



15        place, and it does very well with what Rebecca has



16        been leading the charge with the GC-3, and I



17        believe it is mentioned.



18   MARY ANN DICKINSON:  And it saves energy, too, and we



19        have done some calculations on how much energy



20        would be saved by these standards.  So that could



21        be part of what we pass on.



22             And if you want to have a separate sidebar



23        before the August meeting, I'm happy to attend



24        that just for what you need.  Thank you.



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you so much.  Okay.  Why don't we
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 1        just do Martin's update, and then we'll go to



 2        Rebecca.



 3   MARTIN HEFT:  Sure.  Good afternoon, all.  It will be a



 4        very quick update because we did not meet last



 5        month.  And since we do not have the sub working



 6        group draft report I don't really have anything to



 7        report on, and this week's meeting that's



 8        scheduled for Thursday will be canceled.



 9   THE CHAIRMAN:  Well, we certainly got plenty of rain.



10        That's for sure.



11   MARTIN HEFT:  Yes.



12   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much.  Rebecca, you've



13        had a busy day.  We appreciate you being with us



14        today, and you can introduce yourself and tell us



15        what you're going to talk about.



16             Thank you for being here.



17   REBECCA FRENCH:  Hi.  Good afternoon, everyone.  Thanks



18        so much for having me.  Apologies for the switch



19        in the schedule.  The Governor decided to sign the



20        bill that I'm actually going to talk to you about



21        this morning.



22   THE CHAIRMAN:  Great.  Our timing is great then.  It's



23        literally hot off the press.  That's great.



24   REBECCA FRENCH:  So I have a brief presentation where I



25        can go over the Governor's Council on Climate
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 1        Change -- I'm sorry.  I should introduce myself.



 2        I'm Dr. Rebecca French.  I'm the Director of the



 3        Office of Climate Planning for the Connecticut



 4        Department of Energy and Environmental Protection.



 5             And one of the main objectives for my office,



 6        starting off at least, was to assist Commissioner



 7        Dykes who is the Chair of the Governor's Council



 8        with administering the Governor's Council on



 9        Climate Change.



10             And so I'm going to give a brief overview of



11        what that organization is and a high-level of what



12        all the recommendations are, because there were



13        many.  And then close out -- one of the bills -- a



14        little bit of the explanation of the bill the



15        Governor signed this morning, although there were



16        many other pieces of legislation that were



17        influenced by or directly -- also directly



18        implemented, but this is one of the bills that the



19        Governor led.  So -- and I'm happy to take any



20        questions.



21             So I can share my screen, I'm assuming.  It



22        looks like I have permission to do so.  That



23        works.



24             How does that look?



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  Very good.
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 1   REBECCA FRENCH:  All right.  Okay.  So the Governor's



 2        Council on Climate Change, this council is formed



 3        by executive order.  Governor Lamont signed this



 4        executive order on September 3, 2019, Executive



 5        Order 3.



 6             There was a Governor's Council on Climate



 7        Change under the previous Governor Malloy.  And so



 8        Governor Lamont was reconstituting it, but



 9        expanded the objectives of the council beyond just



10        mitigation -- and today I'm using the word



11        "mitigation" in terms of greenhouse gas emissions



12        reductions.



13             And so the council was charged with



14        monitoring and reporting on the State's



15        implementation of greenhouse gas emissions



16        reduction strategies, many of which were developed



17        under the previous council.



18             But then also this was -- the main expansion



19        is to develop and implement adaptation strategies



20        to assess and prepare for the impacts of climate



21        change.  And again, I said having to find



22        mitigation adaptation means the adjustment in



23        natural or human systems in anticipation of or in



24        response to a changing environment, in this case,



25        climate change.  And resilience means the ability
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 1        to anticipate, prepare for and adapt to changing



 2        conditions; and withstand, respond to and recover



 3        rapidly from destructions, again in the context of



 4        climate change.



 5             The GC-3 is -- what we call it for short, was



 6        divided into the two subcommittees based on those



 7        two objectives, one charged with mitigation, and



 8        the other with adaptation resiliency.  But the



 9        bulk of the work was done in working groups, and



10        these working groups started meeting around



11        January/February of 2020; continued to meet even



12        when everything went online, in recognition of the



13        other Governor's executive order of stay safe,



14        stay home, and were remarkably successful under



15        those conditions and doing a huge amount of work.



16             And in no small part to the chairs of all



17        these working groups here have made progress on



18        mitigation strategies, equity, environmental



19        justice, working and natural lands, science and



20        technology, financing, adaptation and resilience,



21        infrastructure and land use adaptation, public



22        health and safety; and then assessing



23        vulnerabilities in state assets and operations



24        actually just started meeting this year.



25             But I would particularly thank Lori Mathieu
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 1        and her Deputy Commissioner Heather Aaron from the



 2        Department of Public Health for cochairing the



 3        public health and safety working group which was



 4        extremely successful.



 5             So all of these working groups put out their



 6        own reports with recommendations that then were



 7        filtered up to these subcommittees and resulted in



 8        61 recommendations for the Governor's Council on



 9        Climate Change, and that those came out in a



10        report that we put out by January 15, 2021.



11             And then we're in this sort of phase two of



12        the GC-3.  The executive order does have some



13        remaining objectives and those will be reported on



14        by December 31, 2021, the close of this year.



15             This is a quick sort of overview of the



16        different aspects of the process.



17             There are 23 members of the council.  They



18        were half state agencies and the other half were



19        representatives from the business community,



20        non-environmental, nonprofits, a foundation,



21        council of government, and a municipal



22        representative.



23             But again, those working groups, when we



24        bring everyone who's involved in the working



25        groups together, we're talking about 231 people
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 1        involved as working group members representing



 2        over a hundred organizations.  And they held 186



 3        public meetings in 2020.  So again, a massive



 4        effort.



 5             And they were working in on these objectives



 6        of the Governor's zero-carbon target for the



 7        electricity sector by 2040, which was also in



 8        Executive Order 3, and working on those mitigation



 9        strategies so that we meet our statutory goal of a



10        45 percent reduction in carbon emissions levels by



11        2030, and produced the statewide adaptation and



12        resilience plan.



13             And again, this is that report I keep



14        referring to where each of the working groups,



15        their recommendations were then filtered into 61



16        recommendations in this report, taking action on



17        climate change and building a more resilient



18        Connecticut for all, which you can find on our



19        website and I can put a link in the chat when I'm



20        done presenting.



21             So that report included those



22        recommendations.  It also provided through the



23        science and technology working group an overview



24        of the impacts of climate change, which we're



25        already seeing in Connecticut.  And I know this
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 1        will be familiar to this workgroup and to the



 2        Water Planning Council, because of course you're



 3        the authors of the state water plan -- which also



 4        acknowledged many of the impacts of climate



 5        change.



 6             We've seen, you know, we've seen huge impacts



 7        from storms.  This is looking back at Irene in



 8        2011, which I think really started a much larger



 9        conversation on climate adaptation and resilience



10        in the State.  You're looking at a substation in



11        Bridgeport where we came within just a few inches



12        of a massive disaster of, you know, having major



13        damage to a substation.



14             Which, you know, if a substation is



15        significantly damaged, parts for these things are



16        not around.  So it can literally take months to



17        rebuild a substation.  So we have some significant



18        vulnerabilities to our grid in low lying areas all



19        along the coast.



20             We've also seen damage from storms like



21        Hurricane Sandy, where we saw, you know, houses



22        taken off their foundations from flooding and wave



23        action, downed trees; road flooding both from



24        coastal storm surge, but also from precipitation



25        and flooding of roads, rain events.
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 1             And this, it's coastal, but you would also



 2        see situations upland as well where, you know, we



 3        have road flooding.  You know, here we're -- this



 4        is Route 146, a state road that's a main



 5        conducting road for the coastal communities --



 6        actually where I just was this morning.  Guilford



 7        and Branford use this road and it connects many of



 8        their businesses and residential areas.



 9             And on, you know, not a named storm, not a



10        major event -- they'll have flooding in these,



11        these parts of the roads that are just low lying



12        or where they go under a railroad pass.  Just by



13        necessity the road dips down so that you have the



14        clearance that that if it happens to be in an area



15        that's also a floodplain, it becomes a place where



16        you get flooding sometimes just at high tide.



17             So in many of these places the, you know,



18        people who live down there would say, oh, yeah.



19        Yeah, that pretty much floods every day now.  And



20        so this is a regular occurrence that we're already



21        seeing and will be further impacted as sea levels



22        rise.



23             We've also in the last couple weeks been



24        introduced to the increasing frequency of heat



25        waves in Connecticut where we're having more and
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 1        more days over 90 degrees.  I always tell you that



 2        there's, you know, public health impacts of this



 3        that are significant, especially for vulnerable



 4        populations.



 5             And then again, this is also very important



 6        to the state water plan.  We've experienced some



 7        drought in 2020, and I'm going to talk a little



 8        bit about what the predictions are for the science



 9        and technology group about the frequency of that.



10             So this, it's very important when we talk



11        about climate adaptation.  And in fact, at the



12        bill signing this morning we got a question from a



13        reporter that was sort of getting at this issue



14        of, well, you know, can you just adapt to things



15        if we don't mitigate, you know?  And that's --



16        that's not the case.



17             These are parallel efforts and it's because



18        the impacts of climate change that we will see



19        between now and the year 2050 are from emissions,



20        greenhouse gas emissions that are already in the



21        atmosphere.  So we've already baked these impacts



22        into our climate, and the climate is responding



23        and we will see these impacts go through 2050.



24             The science says, however, that impacts after



25        2050 are sensitive to how much carbon we put into





                                 33

�









 1        the atmosphere now and going forward.  So that's



 2        why we can make a real difference on our climate



 3        and prevent the worst impacts of climate change,



 4        which is by far the best option for public safety,



 5        the environment, costs, everything.



 6             It is much, much more effective to prevent



 7        impacts than to try to adapt to them afterwards --



 8        but like I said, we've also already changed



 9        things, so we have to adapt to that.  So it's



10        really critical that we do both.  It's not an



11        either/or.  It's both.



12             And so again, here's a very short version.



13        I'll definitely refer you to the report for a



14        little bit more detail on the impacts of climate



15        change the science and technology working group



16        put forward.



17             We expect to see stronger storms and more



18        frequent and longer droughts, up to 20 inches of



19        sea level rise along the Connecticut coast by



20        2050.  With that sea level rise, that equates to



21        an increased frequency of coastal flooding with



22        levels of those seen in Sandy, every -- on a



23        frequency level of every five to ten years.



24             And again, increased frequency of days over



25        90 degrees Fahrenheit.  We were an average of only
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 1        five per year before the year 2000, and by mid



 2        century we'll be at an average of 25 per year.



 3             And I put these slides in after the heat wave



 4        we had in June just to show you that as we have



 5        this increased frequency of days over 90 degrees,



 6        we're getting them, you know, we're getting these



 7        high heat waves in June now when our schools are



 8        still in session.



 9             So we're seeing these cascading impacts



10        where, okay.  Now we're getting heat waves.



11        Schools are still in session.  Schools now need to



12        adapt to these conditions.  Whereas, you know, me,



13        growing up, there were very few days if ever that



14        we had these kind of conditions where it was too



15        hot at my school.  My school didn't have air



16        conditioning.



17             So these are things that -- we had 62 school



18        districts closed in that first heat we had in June



19        when they were open, and that was for a variety of



20        factors, but you know many of our schools, again,



21        they don't have air conditioning.  So this is a



22        real adaptation need for them.



23             And when it gets hot that also impacts the



24        air quality.  So we had our first air quality



25        alert day that same time that we had the heatwave,
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 1        and those were directly connected.  When it gets



 2        hot the conditions are right to generate ozone and



 3        result in a poorer air quality.



 4             So then the cost of inaction.  So like I



 5        said, the good news/bad news is that after 2050



 6        we, if we make drastic emission reductions now we



 7        can stave off some of the worst impacts.



 8             So we could, if without immediate action, we



 9        could have sea levels up to 80 inches by the end



10        of the century.  And if not, if we do not mitigate



11        emissions we'll have increased and accelerating



12        warming -- but science also says it will stabilize



13        if we get those emissions down.



14             And again, these are Connecticut statutory



15        targets.  There's a bit of a data lag -- so I



16        can't exactly tell you where we are in 2020,



17        because we don't have 2020 data from EPA yet, but



18        we're tracking our 2020 target of a 10 percent



19        emissions reductions below 1990 levels.  And then



20        our 2030 target is 45 percent below 2001 emissions



21        levels, and 2050 is an 80 percent emissions



22        reduction target by 2050.



23             In addition to the impacts of climate change



24        the report also looked at all of our



25        recommendations through an equity lens -- and for
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 1        time's sake, I'm not going to go through this, but



 2        this is from the Intergovernmental Panel on



 3        Climate Change at the IPCC, which is the



 4        international body of scientists who have been



 5        reporting to us on what the impacts of climate



 6        change are.



 7             And they recognize that the impacts of



 8        climate change are not shared equally.  People who



 9        are socially, economically, culturally,



10        politically, institutionally or otherwise



11        marginalized are especially vulnerable to climate



12        change, and also to some adaptation and mitigation



13        responses.



14             And so we had this equity environmental



15        justice working group that helped review all of



16        the recommendations, advised us on individuals



17        they thought would be helpful in each working



18        group to advise on those issues, and then put out



19        some of their own recommendations as well



20        specifically to address equity and environmental



21        justice in climate planning as the standalone



22        issue.



23             And they give us some guidance on what



24        equitable planning means; in any -- really in any



25        context, but applying it to climate planning that
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 1        you include core concepts of distributive and



 2        procedural justice, you consider existing



 3        disparities and provide communities with



 4        meaningful opportunities to participate in the



 5        policy process in order to further climate justice



 6        and mitigate environmental racism, and it requires



 7        that community perspectives and viewpoints be



 8        considered in adaptation and mitigation decision



 9        making and planning.



10             And these are the definitions of those



11        different types of equity that we applied to our



12        recommendations.  Distributive equity being --



13        placing the most vulnerable communities at the



14        forefront of any potential benefits a policy might



15        create and ensure that there's equitable



16        distribution of those benefits.



17             Procedural equity, that you do planning and



18        partnership with BIPOC -- or bi-pock [phonetic] is



19        how it's pronounced -- communities.



20             Contextual equity, assessing the



21        vulnerabilities of communities across Connecticut



22        to climate change through the legacy of racial and



23        income inequality and other factors; and



24        corrective equity, providing communities with



25        clear processes to hold the State accountable to
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 1        its commitments to pursue equity.



 2             And this was also embedded in Executive Order



 3        3, signed by the Governor, that we should



 4        prioritize integrated advanced equitable



 5        distribution of costs and benefits for our



 6        mitigation, meaning of greenhouse gas emissions



 7        reductions, strategies, and that we prioritize the



 8        protection of our most vulnerable communities.



 9             So this is an overview of the 61



10        recommendations, again in that report.  From the



11        equity in environmental justice area they



12        recommended -- or the council recommended we



13        prioritize mitigation adaptation strategies in



14        vulnerable communities that will feel the impacts



15        of climate change first and worst through



16        launching a statewide environmental justice



17        mapping tool, and focus planning and resources in



18        those communities, including developing and



19        implementing a no less than 40 percent equity



20        funding or benefit commitment.



21             Under progress of mitigation strategies, we



22        should protect and harness energy efficiency funds



23        to improve building heating and cooling, and move



24        to decarbonize our building sector.  Achieve a



25        zero-carbon electric supply by 2040 through
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 1        increased use of solar, wind, battery storage, and



 2        a smarter and more responsive grid while creating



 3        green jobs.



 4             Reduce emissions for methane and



 5        hydrofluorocarbons.  Otherwise, it's not just the



 6        CO2, that these are other sources of greenhouse



 7        gas, greenhouse gases.



 8             Promote mitigation strategies in planning and



 9        materials management.



10             Move toward a decarbonized transportation



11        sector through implementing the transportation and



12        climate initiative program, and putting electric



13        vehicles and EV infrastructure on the road, and



14        advanced initiatives to reduce vehicle miles



15        traveled.



16             The working natural lands working group



17        really worked across both mitigation strategies



18        and adaptation and resilience.  They recommend we



19        harness the power of nature-based solutions to



20        adapt and make Connecticut's vulnerable cases more



21        resilient to the impacts of sea level rise such as



22        coastal and riverine flooding, drought; while



23        creating/enhancing ecosystem services, and move



24        the State to net-zero emissions through carbon



25        sequestration and storage in forests, wetlands and
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 1        agricultural landscapes.



 2             This is sometimes referred to as negative



 3        emissions.  We're talking about taking CO2 out of



 4        the atmosphere and having it stored longterm in



 5        our environmental resources.



 6             Infrastructure and land use adaptation had



 7        recommendations around building back better with



 8        resilient and sustainable infrastructure and land



 9        use that are informed by the best available



10        science and engineering standards.



11             Public health and safety adaptation.  Again,



12        these are summary level.



13             So Lori, just this is a representative of a



14        multipage report.  It's a very quick overview.



15        Lori can tell you more details about what's in



16        here, but recognize that climate change is also a



17        public health crisis -- and prepare Connecticut



18        for heat stress, air quality impacts, vector-borne



19        diseases while ensuring safe drinking water and a



20        climate informed emergency management system.



21             And finally, the financing and funding,



22        adaptation and resilience working group was



23        charged with, how do we pay for this.  And they



24        made recommendations around leveraging federal,



25        state and municipal funding sources to implement
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 1        adaptation resilience projects while building new



 2        financing mechanisms, including the creation of



 3        resilience authorities, stormwater utilities, and



 4        an environmental infrastructure bank.



 5             And again, the science and technology also



 6        provided some recommendations in addition to



 7        providing those science impacts on impacts of



 8        climate change between now and 2050, an overview



 9        of ensuring Connecticut's decisions continue to be



10        informed by the best available climate science and



11        support climate science education.



12             And there's a few remaining objectives in



13        Executive Order 3 that we're working on now, this,



14        establish a framework in consultation with the



15        State's chief data officer in coordination with



16        CIRCA.  That's Connecticut Institute for



17        Resilience in Climate Adaptation, UConn.  Their



18        ongoing vulnerability assessment for state



19        agencies to compile and maintain an inventory of



20        vulnerable assets and operations; that working



21        group is currently meeting and working toward



22        establishing that framework.



23             And then we're also beginning to work with



24        our State agencies to take all of these



25        recommendations that were put forward and work
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 1        through how we can align them with our regular --



 2        the planning that we do everywhere including the



 3        state water plan is listed here, and was listed in



 4        the executive order.



 5             So how do we take all these recommendations



 6        and make sure they're part of these other planning



 7        processes?



 8             And so finally, I'm going to talk about the



 9        bill, An Act Concerning Climate Change Adaptation.



10        This is the bill that kept me from joining you at



11        my first scheduled time.  This was a governor's



12        bill, so Governor Lamont introduced actually three



13        bills at the beginning of the legislative session



14        that were his recommendations on how to implement



15        the recommendations on the Governor's Council on



16        Climate Change.



17             This is a bill that made it all the way



18        through the process.  The other bills were passed



19        out of committee but did not get a vote by the



20        full legislature, including the transportation and



21        climate initiative and putting the 2040 electric



22        supply goal into statute.



23             But I am happy to say that climate change



24        adaptation did go all the way through.  This act



25        which is Public Act of 21-115 -- now that it's
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 1        signed into law, it authorizes municipalities the



 2        option to create stormwater authorities to address



 3        more frequent flooding and pollution.  It adds



 4        flood prevention and climate resilience to the



 5        purview of municipal flooding aversion control



 6        boards and clarifies they can use their existing



 7        special assessment authorization to cover



 8        operations and maintenance costs of resilient



 9        infrastructure.  And it expands the Connecticut



10        Green Bank to include an environmental



11        infrastructure fund to finance adaptation and



12        resilience projects.



13             There's a lot within each of these three



14        things.  There's almost, like, three bills into



15        one that passed.  I think it's important to note



16        that the stormwater authority, is actually --



17        people, most people think of it more as a water



18        quality program, but it turns out the stormwater



19        is also very much a flooding and resilience issue.



20             When we talk to municipalities about what



21        some of their regular challenges are they say,



22        well, we have heavy rain storm events.  We get



23        stormwater flooding in our streets.  And that's



24        related to, you know, the fact that we're getting



25        more and more frequent heavy rainfall events, but
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 1        it's also about an aging storm water, storm sewer



 2        system that's not built to handle those kinds of



 3        events, and certainly not built to handle them on



 4        a more regular basis.



 5             So this provides municipalities with the



 6        option, if they choose to enact it, of setting



 7        fees that are really based on the concept of the



 8        user pay fees for use of that storm sewer system.



 9        And they can use that now as a regular source of



10        revenue to make sure that we get those critical



11        infrastructure upgrades.  That also can include



12        nature-based solutions like what you see here in



13        this image from New Haven where they've built bio



14        swales where stormwater is coming off the street.



15             And instead of going into a pipe and being



16        conveyed to a pipe, or if it's been combined,



17        being conveyed to a wastewater treatment plant --



18        which we don't want, that it's actually now



19        being -- in this situation it's being directly



20        filtered back into the soil system.  And so we're



21        using nature to manage and clean up that, that



22        stormwater runoff.



23             And I think another exciting one -- well,



24        they're all exciting to watch, but this is a



25        massive expansion of the Green Bank.  I know I
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 1        kind of rattled it off, like, yeah.  They're just



 2        now going to do environmental infrastructure --



 3        but they've never done that before.  So it's an



 4        huge, huge expansion of what they can do.



 5             And so look for -- I think they have to go



 6        through a year-long planning process now to set up



 7        what their environmental infrastructure fund will



 8        be.  And so hopefully, you know, into 2022 we'll



 9        start seeing the Green Bank leveraging funds to



10        finance projects as well.



11             And so with that, I'm really happy to take



12        any questions.  There was a lot in there, so



13        anything you want to know more about -- that was a



14        quick high-level overview.



15   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much, Rebecca.  That was



16        really terrific.  So much work that the group has



17        done since it's inception, and a lot of



18        information there.



19             So do we have any questions from the Council



20        for Rebecca?



21             Unfortunately, Lori Mathieu was just called



22        out -- oh, there she goes.  She was just called



23        out to another meeting at DPH.  She didn't plan on



24        that, so --



25   LORI MATHIEU:  Yeah.  I just wanted to -- before I
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 1        leave I just wanted to say thank you to Rebecca,



 2        Dr. French, for an amazing amount of work.



 3             And the effort that was undertaken was



 4        enormous during the time of the pandemic.  It was



 5        so well attended, so much good input, but just one



 6        thing -- and this is not a "but."  This is an



 7        "and."



 8             You know there's so much synergy between what



 9        you did and what the state water plan has.  So it



10        just seems to me that we need to work together to



11        fully understand all of the 61 recommendations,



12        because there's so much there.



13             It's so thick with information.  There's some



14        overlap between the state water plan and the GC-3



15        items, no doubt because there's some people that



16        were on committees -- the same people.  Right?



17             So there's stuff on drought, stuff on source



18        protection.  There's stuff on water quality and



19        quantity.  There's a lot there, and what you just



20        talked about, Rebecca, is really an excellent,



21        excellent idea on the stormwater utilities,



22        because the time has come to focus on these areas



23        and deal with flood prevention.



24             So congratulations to the you and the passing



25        of that, of that House Bill 6441, a
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 1        significant effort.  So I just wanted to say that



 2        while I have to leave.



 3             So I look forward to working with you,



 4        Rebecca.  Take care.



 5   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thanks very much, Lori.  Appreciate it.



 6   LORI MATHIEU:  Thank you.  Sorry.



 7   THE CHAIRMAN:  Any other questions from the Council,



 8        Martin or Graham, for Dr. French?



 9   MARTIN HEFT:  No questions.



10             I just want to thank you.  It's a great



11        presentation.  I know I've had staff that have



12        worked on a lot of the subcommittees and



13        everything through this.  It's great to see this



14        whole presentation kind of encapsuling everything



15        together as kind of an overview.  So thank you for



16        all your hard work and for the presentation.



17   REBECCA FRENCH:  Thank you.



18   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Yeah.  And I would just say it's



19        really nice to see hard work to come to a



20        conclusion with the successful passage and the



21        signing of the bill today.  Really pleased with



22        that.



23             And one thing I'd just like to comment on is



24        it's interesting how even in the midst of the



25        pandemic you were able to really leverage these
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 1        online resources to increase participation and



 2        access for all to a massive undertaking that is so



 3        important for the future of Connecticut, and our



 4        future citizens of Connecticut.



 5             So something to think about.  As terrible as



 6        the pandemic is and continues to be, it's good to



 7        try to take some of the lessons learned through



 8        that pandemic and apply that to our future lives.



 9        So thank you.



10   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Graham.



11             I'm going to open it up to any stakeholders



12        that would like to ask any questions of



13        Dr. French.



14             Anybody out there?



15



16                          (No response.)



17



18   THE CHAIRMAN:  I don't see any questions.



19   GRAHAM STEVENS:  I think the presentation has just



20        wowed people into --



21   THE CHAIRMAN:  Yeah, there you go.



22   REBECCA FRENCH:  Into silence.



23   GRAHAM STEVENS:  -- introspective silence.



24   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you so much.  We appreciate you --



25        talk about great timing, I mean, with the Governor
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 1        signing it into law today, it's wonderful.  We



 2        really appreciate you being with us today.



 3   REBECCA FRENCH:  Thank you.



 4   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you.  Take care.



 5             Okay.  I want to move quickly back to new



 6        business.  I wanted to discuss the e-mail that was



 7        sent to us by Margaret Miner.



 8             And it was relative to the Council looking at



 9        diversion permits, what our role could be.



10             And I don't know.  Margaret, are you still on



11        the line?



12             There's Margaret.  I think Margaret is still



13        here.



14   MARGARET MINER:  Yes. I sent an e-mail basically



15        putting in writing comments that I made about the



16        WPCAG, and in the Water Planning Council.  So I



17        have put it into writing.



18             I don't know if there's a need to go over it



19        so much, but I'm concerned with the amount of time



20        and resources including money that have gone into



21        our planning efforts and continue to go into them



22        relative to really focusing on one or more steps,



23        one of more steps sort of in the field, in the



24        real world there that will make a difference -- I



25        think.
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 1             And I think I managed it with drought



 2        planning.  It's still very difficult to get



 3        coordinated action statewide.  It's a problem that



 4        we've -- since I've done Rivers Alliance they were



 5        talking about it, taking about adaptation and



 6        resiliency, what's an immediate -- and the upland



 7        concerns came up particularly in Dr. French's



 8        presentation on the legislation.



 9             But the stormwater -- and one step that I



10        mentioned, which I think is badly needed in the



11        upland area is we're not concerned with sea rise.



12        We're concerned with the water coming down.  The



13        hundred-year standard for construction just seems



14        to be inadequate, and I have to look in the light



15        of climate predictions, what we have today and



16        what we're going to have.



17             So I'm just thinking a relatively simple



18        thing would be to upgrade that standard so at



19        least new construction is not contributing unduly



20        to runoff and erosion and the stream contamination



21        and in stream flooding.



22             So that's kind of my focus, is to look at



23        steps we can take that are indicated in our



24        planning, and that maybe we can do right now if we



25        focused on it.
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 1             Those might not be the two best steps.  Maybe



 2        there are others, but I'm sort of saying, no more



 3        plans.  Let's pull out some things and do them.



 4        So I guess that's my plea for the end of summer.



 5             Thank you for listening.



 6   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much Margaret.



 7             Martin and Graham, do you have any comments?



 8   GRAHAM STEVENS:  No.  I appreciate your feedback,



 9        Margaret, and I especially liked your comments



10        from the last meeting -- as from an exhaustive, an



11        exhausted planner.  Right?  So I know we've worked



12        together on many state plans.



13             I hope you're not too exhausted, because we



14        definitely appreciate your continued involvement



15        and feedback.



16             And I think that, although I am new to the



17        Council, I do feel like I have begun to see, you



18        know, the outcome of the efforts that have been



19        underway from before my involvement, but I



20        definitely do feel that outcomes are vitally



21        important and I know that we have discussed in the



22        past looking at engaging in - I know, Margaret,



23        close your ears on this one, but a planning effort



24        to come up with an implementation strategy.



25             Because I think it needs to be coordinated.
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 1        I know that you have your perspective on a few



 2        different items that you would like to see quick



 3        wins on, and think that we need to think about how



 4        that all fits into the bigger pieces of the puzzle



 5        and what's an easy win, and what's achievable, and



 6        what some of the sequencing needs are behind those



 7        easy wins and how they relate to some of the more



 8        challenging items that we've laid out in front of



 9        us for implementation.



10             So I am definitely open to continuing to have



11        this, this dialogue and I'm open to -- if there's



12        an easy win that makes sense, certainly engaging



13        the right folks would be what I would do to try to



14        achieve that.  I really do appreciate the



15        enthusiasm, as always, Margaret.



16   MARGARET MINER:  So I wanted to mention that upgrading



17        the stormwater standards, I first heard Jim



18        MacBroom talking about it about 2020 up at the



19        UConn -- the Institute of -- is it the Institute



20        of Water Resources?



21             And he was talking about the need back then



22        of upgrading the standard and saying that it's



23        very difficult for engineers to tell clients, you



24        should build to a higher standard, a more extreme



25        storm standard -- if the State doesn't support
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 1        that.



 2             So it's been a long-standing, I think,



 3        recognition that the State could be more



 4        forward-looking in the design standards that it



 5        supports, and it doesn't seem to me, like, too



 6        complicated, but I luckily, Graham, am not in your



 7        position, so I don't have to fit everything in.



 8             Thank you.  Thank you for responding.  I



 9        appreciate it.



10   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Margaret.



11             And Martin, do you have anything to add?



12   MARTIN HEFT:  No.  I think Graham covered it in his



13        response, so.



14   THE CHAIRMAN:  Margaret, we thank you.



15             One of the things -- and even when you look



16        at the, when we talk about really with water



17        conservation and fixtures legislation is that we



18        represent four major agencies in the State of



19        Connecticut, and it's very difficult for us



20        legally -- like for example, with this diversion



21        permit, that would be ex parte for us to get



22        involved in this particular point.



23             So I think at some point we need to have our



24        appropriate -- or our legal counsel for our



25        respective agencies --
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 1   MARGARET MINER:  Yes.  I don't understand.  I don't



 2        understand, yeah.



 3   THE CHAIRMAN:  I'm sorry, Margaret?



 4   MARGARET MINER:  Yes, I do understand that once it's



 5        underway it gets difficult.



 6             I was thinking that conflict resolution as a



 7        mission for the Water Planning Council was



 8        discussed, you know, many times -- so to get in



 9        ahead of it before it gets into a formal



10        litigation process.



11   THE CHAIRMAN:  Exactly.  Got it.  Okay.  I hear you.



12   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Can I just respond to that, Jack, and



13        not to the specifics of the diversion permit



14        that's underway.



15             But, you know I think they're doing a lot of



16        different things that will help inform some of



17        these diversion requests that lead to some



18        concerns within various sectors.  And that goes to



19        work with respect to getting the reporting in for



20        registered diversions, that the Water Planning



21        Council is instrumental in making that story



22        change.



23             We're receiving that information now.  Then



24        we're thinking about next steps.  We're thinking



25        about modeling on a basin-wide level and
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 1        continuing the work that started through the state



 2        water plan and looking at distressed basins and



 3        impacted basins, and again looking forward to the



 4        next tool that we can utilize to actually put a



 5        regulatory lever in place whereby we could try to



 6        further throttle back existing and future



 7        diversions.



 8             But you know I think it needs to be done in a



 9        stepwise -- and to my earlier comments of this



10        meeting, a very transparent manner.



11             You know we don't always have every tool we



12        need in the toolbox, and I think when these



13        agencies come together under the auspices of the



14        Water Planning Council, and we have concurrence,



15        we're a lot stronger than one agency seeking a



16        change to its individual statutes.



17             So again, I do feel like changes are



18        happening, but certainly understand the need for



19        urgency as well.



20   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you, Graham.



21             Is there any other new business?



22



23                          (No response.)



24



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  Is there any public comment today?  Any
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 1        public comment?



 2   GANNON LONG:  Hi, Mr. Betkoski.  This is Gannon Long



 3        from Operation Fuel.  How are you?



 4   THE CHAIRMAN:  Good.  How are you.



 5   GANNON LONG:  I'm good.



 6             I just wanted to -- I read an article last



 7        week in the CT Examiner about Lebanon's water



 8        system.  It has a lot of great information about



 9        the water -- just water regulation in Connecticut



10        in general.  I put the link in chat.



11             This kind of just goes to some of the



12        concerns that we would have about the water, you



13        know, regulation in Connecticut; a very



14        complicated landscape.



15             But you're dealing with, you know, an



16        opportunity to buy a water company for $20,000 to



17        be run by volunteers.  It's just a very fragile



18        system.



19             The article I think does a really good job of



20        outlining some of the overall issues, but I'd just



21        encourage members of the Council to take a look.



22        And hopefully I know these are -- some of these



23        are issues that the Council already addresses and



24        considers, but just to really read into that and



25        see if there's a bit more of a coordinated
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 1        approach.



 2             The number that they cite is 497 different



 3        water management systems, including up to 12 in



 4        one municipality -- which isn't the case in a few



 5        different municipalities.  It's just really a lot



 6        to wrap your arms around, and I don't know that



 7        the current system is the most cost-effective way



 8        to manage it.



 9             So I just wanted to raise that to the



10        Council's attention, and hopefully, you know,



11        we'll see further discussion about these issues in



12        the coming months.



13   THE CHAIRMAN:  Thank you very much for that.  And



14        believe me, I wish Lori was still on the call,



15        because this is something we constantly grapple



16        with between our agency, PURA, and DPH in terms of



17        these small systems that basically the owners come



18        to us and they turn over the keys and say, figure



19        something out.



20             And it's very easy to say, okay.  Let ABC



21        Water Corporation take it over, but it's going to



22        be an astronomical amount of money for the



23        ratepayers.



24             So it's something we're constantly working on



25        in trying to make better.  So I'm going to





                                 58

�









 1        definitely take a look at that article.



 2   GANNON LONG:  The Take Back Our Grid Act which



 3        empowered PURA to look at performance-based



 4        regulation, they're focusing on it for electricity



 5        companies now, but you also have the power to



 6        change to a performance-based model for water and



 7        for gas companies.



 8             So that's something else that's a good



 9        change.  Perhaps there's more traction on the



10        issue in the future.



11   THE CHAIRMAN:  Exactly.  Thank you so much.



12             Any other public comment?  Any other public



13        comment?  Going once?



14



15                         (No response.)



16



17   THE CHAIRMAN:  If not, I thank you all for your



18        participation.  Our next meeting will be



19        August 3rd.



20             And I'll entertain a motion to adjourn?



21   MARTIN HEFT:  So moved.



22   GRAHAM STEVENS:  Second.



23   THE CHAIRMAN:  All those in favor of adjournment?



24   THE COUNCIL:  Aye.



25   THE CHAIRMAN:  We are adjourned.  Thanks very much.
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 1             Have a great July, and look forward to seeing



 2        you all soon.



 3



 4                         (End:  2:46 p.m.)



 5



 6



 7



 8



 9



10



11



12



13



14



15



16



17



18



19



20



21



22



23



24



25





                                 60

�









 1                            CERTIFICATE



 2



 3        I hereby certify that the foregoing 60 pages are a



 4   complete and accurate computer-aided transcription of



 5   my original verbatim notes taken of the Regular Meeting



 6   of the WATER PLANNING COUNCIL, which was held before



 7   JOHN W. BETKOSKI, III, CHAIRMAN, and PURA



 8   VICE-CHAIRMAN, via teleconference, on July 6, 2021.



 9



10



11



12



13                            ___________________________



14                            Robert G. Dixon, CVR-M 857



15                            Notary Public



16                            BCT Reporting, LLC



17                            55 Whiting Street, Suite 1A



18                            Plainville, CT 06062



19



20



21



22



23



24



25





                                 61

�









 1                               INDEX



 2

                              VOTES TAKEN

 3                       (Unanimous Approval)



 4   Description                                       Page



 5   6/1/'21 Transcript Approval                         3



 6   Adjournment                                        60



 7



 8



 9



10                       TOPICS OF DISCUSSION



11   DESCRIPTION                                     PAGE(s)



12    L. Mathieu:  Well water quality                   5-7



13    J. Cansler:  WPC advisory group update          13-17



14    M.A. Dickinson:  Offer of states presentation      23



15    R. French:  GC-3 (Council on Climate Change)    25-43

          Climate Change Adaptation Act (PA 21-115)   43-46

16



17    Discussion: M. Miner e-mail, diversion permits  50-56



18    Public comment:  G. Long, small system takeover 57-59



19



20



21



22



23



24



25





                                 62

�

		connscript.dixon@gmail.com
	2021-07-26T10:05:11-0700
	Hartford, CT
	Robert Dixon
	I am the author of this document and attest to the integrity of this document.




