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STATEMENT OF THE METROPOLITAN DISTRICT
IN OPPOSITION TO SENATE BILL 422

The Metropolitan District (“MDC”) is a specially chartered municipal non-profit corporation es-
tablished by the State of Connecticut General Assembly by Special Act in 1929 (SP.ACT.511) and
provides water and sanitary sewer services to nearly 400,000 residential and business customers within
its eight member towns—Bloomfield, East Hartford, Hartford, Newington, Rocky Hill, West Hartford,
Wethersfield, and Windsor—as well as within portions of other towns within the region. We provide
and maintain the infrastructure necessary to support our customers with water for drinking, public safety
and economic development. The District is governed by unpaid volunteers, appointed by the governor,
the member towns and the General Assembly. It is important to note that the MDC makes no profit
from the sale of water, and supplies available water to all residents and businesses within its service ar-
ea, regardless of its intended use. All of our customers receive their water at cost, which at its current
cost of $2.66 for one hundred cubic feet of water (ccf, or 748 gallons), is one of the lowest rates in the
State of Connecticut.

To fulfill its mission, the MDC owns and manages vast tracts of watershed land, operates multi-
ple water treatment facilities, and maintains, repairs and replaces miles of both water and sewer pipes.
The founders of the MDC engineered a regional water supply system that has endured a century of
growth and yet remains a viable system into its second century of service. Over the past century, the
MDC has increased its water supply capacity in order to support considerable growth in the region, sup-
plying, on average, over 66 million gallons per day (mgd) to customers in its system at its peak year in
1986. Currently, the MDC is supplying less than 50 mgd to its customers. This dramatic reduction in
water use is the result of a combination of several factors, including conservation efforts, more efficient
manufacturing processes, and a significant reduction in industrial water consumption from 18 million
gallons per day in the eighties to just over two million gallons per day presently. As use decreases, base
water rates increase because our operation, maintenance and capital costs do not decrease proportionally
to the decrease in water consumption.

In 2006, the MDC entered into a consent decree with the US Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) and a consent order with the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP, now DEEP) to dra-
matically reduce the amount of combined sewer overflow discharges in the Hartford area during
significant rain events. This project, which has been twice approved by the voters in member towns, will
cost water users within the MDC over 2.4 billion dollars. The surcharge on water bills needed to finance
the mandated clean water improvements has doubled the cost of water to our customers in District
towns. The surcharge will continue to increase, in an amount equivalent to the increases already im
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posed. At its peak, the surcharge will increase the average customer’s water bills by almost 200%.
As the surcharge increases, customers understandably use less water.

As to Senate Bill 422, we offer the following:
Section 1

This section of the proposed bill mandates that the Department of Public Health order water
companies to provide water to residential customers at the expense of commercial entities upon its dec-
laration of a public drinking water supply emergency pursuant to Section 25-32b of the general statutes.
The MDC submits that this section is unnecessary. All public water supply companies/utilities currently
prepare water supply plans which are reviewed and approved by the DEEP, Public Utility Regulatory
Agency (PURA), Office of Policy and Management (OPM), and DPH. Drought contingency planning
is a major component of this plan and all utilities have plans for how to implement restrictions in times
of emergency. As to residential use, the MDC’s drought contingency plan does not even mention re-
strictions on the use of water for drinking and sanitary disposal service. Water for these purposes would
continue to be provided under any circumstances. Fortunately, the MDC has never issued a mandatory
restriction on water use, due to the large size of MDC’s water supply reservoirs.

Further, DPH already has the discretion to prioritize water customers in the event of an emergen-
cy under existing law. Who better to decide how to manage and distribute public water resources than
the agency charged with oversight of those resources in the first place? A mandatory restriction on pub-
lic water for commercial entities so residential customers can wash their cars and water their lawns
would effectively halt all commercial activity in the state, closing restaurants, manufacturing facilities
such as Pratt & Whitney and Coca-Cola Bottling, hospitals and alike. The effect on employees and the
resultant loss of tax revenue would be catastrophic.

The MDC recommends striking this section in its entirety.
Section 2

As we understand the current draft, this section proposes the elimination of any volume dis-
counts for bottling facilities. This section is targeted to the water bottling plant in Bloomfield proposed
by Niagara Bottling. Like every other major water company in the state, the MDC has a modestly re-
duced water rate for high volume customers. The MDC'’s rate reduction on purchased water is far less
generous than those offered by other water companies in the state.

The Board of Commissioners of the MDC considers water rates each year, attempting to adjust
these rates so that the MDC can sell its supply of water to both industrial and residential users. This past
year the MDC board adopted a large volume user rate, and also passed an ordinance to decrease the spe-



cial sewer service surcharge on water consumed in excess of 500,000 gallons per day. These rate reduc-
tions do not apply to the first five hundred thousand gallons of water purchased each day.

The MDC serves all residents, both rich and poor. In Hartford almost 15% of users live under the
poverty line. If this legislature bans the discounts adopted by the MDC in its effort to sell more water to
provide some rate stabilization and relief, these hard pressed households will suffer an additional water
cost burden.

It should be noted that there is no additional infrastructure capital costs to the MDC required to
provide water to the Bloomfield facility, contrary to reports from others. The MDC has a plan to im-
prove its water service main downstream of the plant in order to accommodate development in other
areas of Bloomfield and Windsor, and particularly for the Great Ponds development in Windsor.

The MDC recommends striking this section in its entirety.

Section 3

Again, this section targets the proposed Niagara facility in Bloomfield. During its 2015 budget
cycle, the MDC passed an ordinance to decrease the special sewer service surcharge on water consumed
in excess of 500,000 gallons per day. This rate reduction does not apply to the first five hundred thou-
sand gallons of water purchased each day.

Since the MDC is the only organization which is currently undertaking such a massive sewer
rehabilitation project, the reduction in special sewer service surcharge is unique, and quite frankly, pre-
sents a financial burden on our customers for sound environmental stewardship in cleaning the
Connecticut River and reducing pollutants into Long Island Sound. Both rate reductions were adopted at
publicly noticed hearings, and in the case of the sewer surcharge, an ordinance revision subsequent to a
public hearing.

The MDC recommends striking this section in its entirety.

For the most part, proponents of Senate Bill 422 claim that the purposes of the bill are to pre-
serve the MDC'’s water supply and protect the environment. It has been clearly demonstrated that the
MDC has more than adequate available water to serve the Bloomfield plant. Equally significant, the
MDC and its ratepayers have a long history of environmental stewardship that has been lost in this de-
bate. The MDC contributes over $1M a year to Riverfront Recapture. We spend over $1M a year to
preserve the recreational benefits at Lake McDonough and the West Hartford and Bloomfield Reser-
voirs. We sponsor events and programs throughout the MDC geared towards protecting our
environment. We preserve the economic, environmental and recreational benefits of the West Branch of
the Farmington River by discharging anywhere from 32M to 100M gallons of water per day into this
ecosystem. And lest we forget, the MDC and its ratepayers are spending over $2.4B to clean up the
Connecticut River, its tributaries and Long Island Sound with our Clean Water Project, arguably the



largest and most significant “green” project ever seen in the state. All this comes at a cost, and this bill
limits our ability to meet those costs.

The MDC is actively engaged in the process of creating a state wide water plan that when adopt-
ed will address and balance the competing interests of economic development and environmental
sensitivity. Bills such as Senate Bill 422 accomplish very little on the environmental front, and seek to
stymie economic development within a particular industry and potentially, depending on how one group
or another feel about how water is being used, on a variety of industries throughout Connecticut. Per-
haps the next focus should be the tobacco growing industry in Connecticut. The MDC supplies water to
tobacco farmers located within one or more of its member towns, yet everyone can agree on the adverse
health consequences to tobacco use. Why should this continue? Development and land use policies
should not be driven by decisions on who should be provided essential utilities.

We urge you to reject Senate Bill 422, and are available for any comments or questions. You
may contact Christopher R. Stone at Chadwick & Stone Governmental Relations, LLC, 111 Founders
Plaza, Suite 1702, East Hartford, Connecticut 06108, or by phone at (860) 610-4500 (0) or (860) 214-
0503 (c). Thank you for your consideration.
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MDC WATER SUPPLY - THE FACTS

The Metropolitan District (MDC) is a non-profit, specially-chartered municipal corporation
dedicated to providing its customers with safe and pure drinking water. Over the last thirty
years, drinking water consumption in the MDC's service area has decreased by over twenty
seven percent, and as a result the recurring costs associated with the providing drinking water
are distributed over a decreasing amount of water sold. In large part, this decrease in water
consumption is the result of both public and private sector emphasis on water conservation,
efforts which the MDC supports. Over the same period of time, increased government
regulation together with an aging water infrastructure, require continued operational and
capital investment towards regulatory compliance and maintenance and replacement of water
supply and distribution assets. With an aging infrastructure, capital investment is critical to
offset and mitigate the burden of rising maintenance and repair costs.

The MDC is aware of the increasing cost of water to its customers. MDC has an obligation to its
member and non-member towns to continuously evaluate best management practices to
mitigate costs to customers while maintaining the highest standards for water quality and
protecting our water resources for the next 50 years to address population growth and future
development needs. Simply put, one way to meet this goal is to sell more of our available
water, while ensuring that in doing so we maintain our commitment to our existing customer
base.

WATER SUPPLY

The MDC and its member towns and customers are blessed with a pure and abundant water
supply today because of sound financial investment, engineering and conservative long range
planning decisions made more than a century ago. The MDC'’s drinking water supply comes
from two large reservoirs located within the Farmington River Watershed— Barkhamsted
Reservoir (commissioned in 1940) and Nepaug Reservoir (commissioned in 1917). Barkhamsted
Reservoir is the largest drinking water reservoir in Connecticut, with a capacity of 30.3 billion
gallons. Nepaug Reservoir, also one of the largest reservoirs in the state, has a capacity of 9.5
billion gallons.

When full, these two reservoirs store almost 40 billion gallons of water, a volume equivalent to
more than two years of typical water use by all of MDC’s customers. Because of the depth and
large size of these reservoirs relative to the amount of water typically used, the MDC is better
able to sustain operations during extended drought conditions than most other water utilities
in Connecticut.



MDC Reservoir Watershed & The Farminaton River Watershed
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Unfortunately, misconceptions about where MDC’s water comes from and whether the MDC
diverts water from the Farmington River abound. Let’s be clear:

e Fact: The MDC’s Barkhamsted and Nepaug Reservoirs were impounded several decades
ago for the sole purpose of providing drinking water necessary for growth, public health
and economic development to the City of Hartford and its subsequent MDC member
towns.

e Fact: The Farmington River Watershed lands consist of approximately 609 square miles
of drainage area. The watershed of MDC'’s drinking water reservoir system consists of a
very small percentage, approximately 86 square miles. This is only a fraction (14%) of
the Farmington River’s drainage area. The water collected within this area never was
intended to and does not reach the Farmington River; its intended purpose was to be
impounded for drinking water and economic development. Therefore, when MDC
draws water from the reservoirs, it does not come from the Farmington River. Said
differently, 86% of the Farmington River Watershed’s drainage area is totally unrelated
to MDC drinking water reservoirs.

e Fact: The MDC makes no drinking water withdrawals directly from the Farmington River.
There is no existing physical infrastructure in place that would allow diversion of the
West Branch or Farmington River mainstem for drinking water use.

SAFE YIELD

MDC'’s Connecticut Department of Public Health (DPH) approved “safe yield” of its existing
reservoir system, including the Barkhamsted and Nepaug reservoirs, is 77.1 mgd (million gallons
per day). “Safe yield” means the maximum dependable quantity of water per unit of time
which may be continuously withdrawn from a source of supply during a critical dry period,
specifically a critical dry period with a 1% chance of occurrence.

To develop its safe yield, MDC actually uses a more conservative method than DPH
requires. MDC’s safe yield analysis uses data from the actual 1960’s drought (correlates to a
115 year drought) which was more severe than the DPH recommended 1 in 100 year
drought. If MDC applied the DPH method, MDC’s safe yield would increase to 83.9 mgd, an
additional 6.8 mgd. This is because the 100 year frequency streamflows would actually be
higher than those streamflows experienced from 1964 to 1968. As a result, there is a
substantial “cushion” built into the MDC’s safe yield value that would not exist under DPH safe
yield criteria.



Although the safe yield analysis was approved by DPH in 1996, the 1960s data is actual
historic data and does not change with time. MDC currently partners with the United States
Geological Survey (USGS) to operate stream gauges installed prior to 1939, which measure
the stream flow within the tributaries to the MDC reservoir system. These gauges continue to
this day to demonstrate that the 1960s drought condition is still the critical drought period of
record for the MDC’s watershed, and therefore validate utilizing the 77.1 mgd 1996 Safe Yield
calculation as a very relevant yet conservative approach for the protection of our water
supply into the next 50 years of population growth and economic development.

DROUGHT ADVISORY CONDITIONS & TRIGGERS

As part of all water utilities” water supply plan, reviewed and approved by DPH, and the
Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (DEEP) and its subdivision,
the Public Utility Regulatory Agency (PURA, a specific drought contingency plan is included.
Certain triggers have been established as part of the MDC’s approved Water Supply Plan for
drought planning. During any drought condition, the MDC is required to work closely with DPH
to plan and implement operational procedures and conservation measures, and with the
Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental Protection (DEEP) to manage water
releases from our reservoirs. Much of the response action to drought triggers involves simply
raising public awareness about conservation through the media.

There are specific conservation measures the MDC requests of its customers when a drought
lowers the MDC reservoir from full capacity levels (40 billion gallons) by certain percentages,
which we refer to as “trigger points”.

Examples of restrictions at each of the 5 trigger point levels include the following:

e 75% - Request municipal officials to cut back water use on non-essential operations (street
cleaning, watering, and vehicle washing)

e 53% - Ban lawn sprinkling between 7AM and 8PM

e 40% - Monitor large and unusual user consumption through special meter readings

e 27% - Plan for cutback of industrial operations in conjunction with DPH, Chambers of
Commerce, etc.

e 10% - Cut back of designated industrial operations

Under a severe 40% drought trigger, the MDC would work with DPH and DEEP to prioritize the
flows in the best interest of the public’s health, not only for high users, but for environmental
releases as well.



MDC Drought Year Comparison

YEAR Average Total Annual | Precipitation Reservoir Levels
Daily Precipitation | Deficit Percent Volume in | Days
Production | Nepaug (100 YR AVG | Capacity End Storage Supply at
(MGD) Reservoir 47" per year) | of Year End of Average
(inches) (Barkhamsted | Year Daily
+ Nepaug) Demand
(Billion (Days)
Gallons)
1965 49.11 31.34 -15.66* 42.0 16.7 340
2001 58.94 42.99 -4.01 77.8 30.9 525
2015 49.60 41.31 -5.69** 87.9 35.0 705

*Safe Yield of 77.1 mgd is based on this 1965 drought deficit of -15.66 inches.
**The 2015 deficit of 5.68 inches is well within the 1960s’s Safe Yield analysis correlating to a
115 year drought.

There is no authority of the MDC or DPH to prioritize water usage during the drought triggers
based on the type of business or industry. In 1988, the MDC supplied 17 mgd for industrial, yet
today less than 2 mgd is supplied for industrial use.

In the 1965 drought, the precipitation deficit was 15.66 inches and MDC reservoirs dropped to
42% capacity. Even under this most extreme of drought condition, the MDC's reservoirs still
held almost a full year’s supply in storage. In 2015, the rain deficit of 5.69 inches left MDC
reservoirs at 87% capacity. Since the 1960’s, MDC has not seen our reservoirs drop below 62%
capacity.

It should be noted that the MDC has not issued any mandatory water use restrictions due to
low water supply levels in the past 50 years.

There have been concerns expressed regarding the ability of MDC’s water supply to safely
serve the Niagara bottling plant proposed in Bloomfield without affecting the remaining
customers served by the MDC.

These concerns are unfounded.

Currently, the water levels of the MDC'’s two reservoirs are at 88% of full capacity, which
represents 35 billion gallons of water. As such, the first drought trigger of 75% capacity would
be reached at a total water volume of approximately 30 billion gallons. Assuming no
precipitation whatsoever and an average daily consumption of 50 mgd, the MDC, without
providing water to the proposed Niagara plant, would reach capacity of 75% in 105 days.



If Niagara was a customer today, our average daily flow would increase to 51.8 mgd, and the
75% drought trigger would be reached in 101 days, assuming no precipitation over that time, a
negligible difference experienced under an unlikely set of circumstances.

Therefore, Niagara would not make any significant impact on MDC’s water supply capacity
during a drought condition.

WATER CONSUMPTION TRENDS

Current MDC water withdrawals from Barkhamsted and Nepaug Reservoirs are approximately
49.6 mgd, nearly 30 mgd less than the approved safe yield.

As an outgrowth of initiatives to promote and develop a state-wide water plan, the Governor
convened the Connecticut Strategic Water Resources Planning Conference & Workshop held in
February 2014. Dr. Richard Palmer from the University of Massachusetts demonstrated that
study after study attempting to estimate future water consumption based on population
growth across the country were extremely inaccurate. To the contrary, the actual data
demonstrated that even in areas with significantly growing populations, actual water demand
has continued to decline, due in large part to conservation measures driven by a general
awareness of the need to preserve natural resources such as water. The MDC supports
conservation efforts.
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As support for Dr. Palmer’s conclusion, the MDC’s daily water demand has steadily declined
over the last several decades. In 2007 MDC expected to produce over 57 mgd by 2012 to meet
demand. In 1988, the average day demand was 66 mgd compared to 2015, where the
average day demand was 49.6 mgd.




MDC RATES

MDC water rates have remained stable over the past decade, increasing only 82 cents per CCF
(100 cubic feet of water, or 748 gallons) over the last 10 years. The major increases MDC
customers see on their bills are a result of the state and federally mandated Clean Water
Project (CWP), which requires infrastructure upgrades of the wastewater side of the MDC’s
operations. Customers have seen their water bills more than double as the Special Sewer
Service Charge (SSSC), which began in 2008, that funds the Clean Water Project is calculated
through customer water use and applied to customer water bills.

It is important to note that it is not unique for water utilities such as the MDC to have reduced
rates for high volume or industrial users. Other public and private water utilities located in
Connecticut offer reduced rates for commercial, industrial and public authorities, and many at
greater levels than those afforded to MDC customers.

Simply put, selling more water will serve to stabilize, and likely reduce, the MDC’s base water
rate. Further, keeping water rates down by selling more water will, to a degree, offset the
impact of the SSSC. In fact, if MDC included the anticipated sale of an additional 1.8 mgd of
water to Niagara in its 2016 budget deliberations, the impact on the rates would have been an
approximate $0.10 decrease in the cost per ccf for all customers.

MDC Water Consumption and Water Rate History

80 $3.00
70
"‘—l- $2.50
—_ - $2.00_
™ S
£ L
~ W
p= v
(=] Q
g $1.50%
[-'4
£ ,_
=5 (]
2 ®
o =
© - $1.00
20
- $0.50
10
0 —,——— $0.00

Consumpti%%ar =i—Water Rate




The MDC’s consumption demand has decreased over the past 25 years. Consistent with the
data from Dr. Palmer, with Connecticut’s population growth decreasing in 2015, population
growth over the next 50 years will not increase water demand.

Therefore, one of the only viable ways to stabilize water rates for all MDC customers is with
increased water consumption by industrial customers.

MDC Member Town - Average Residential Customer

Customer with Water & Sanitary Sewer Service Provided

JQuarterly Water Used
25 CCF Water Used per 3 months
5/8" Customer Meter Size

IMDC Quarterly Water Bill

S 40.44 Customer Service Charge (Based Upon Meter Size)
S  66.50 Water Consumption Charge, 5 2.66 per CCF Water
S 81.25 Special Sewer Service Charge, 5 3.25 per CCF Water

S 188.19 Total Quarterly Water Bill

% 752.76 Total Annual Water Bill

m Customer Service Charge

B Water Consumption
0,

43/6 Charge

Special Sewer Service

3 Charge (Clean Water

Project Charge)

The MDC water rate has increased by only 50.82 per CCF over the last 10 years. The Special
Sewer Service Charge, enacted in 2008, funds the Clean Water Project and has more than
doubled MDC water bills as it is calculated based on water use. As the MDC is a non-profit
water company, any increases to the water rates are to cover the cost of the operations to
produce the water. Selling additional available water helps to mitigate increases.



The MDC’s new high volume industrial user rate does not apply to any customer until they
exceed 668 CCF (approximately 500,000 gallons) per day. The industrial rate is reduced to
$2.16 per CCF or a reduction of 50.50 per CCF, (or 18%) for only the consumption above 668
CCF. There is no rate reduction for the first 668 CCF.

By comparison, large private and municipal water companies in CT have descending rates for
high volume water users follows:

e The Aquarion Water Company charges $4.24 per CCF up to a threshold of 420 CCF
(314,182 gallons) per quarterly billing period, after which the rate drops to $2.08 per
CCF, a reduction of $2.15 per CCF — over 50%.

e The Connecticut Water Company charges $5.91 per CCF for residential customers, which
is dropped to $4.40 for industrial customers, a reduction of $1.41 per CCF —
approximately 25%. There is no threshold at which the lower rate is in effect; rather it
applies to all consumption for industrial users.

Industrial Rate Structure Comparison

Rate - Rate Reduction | Rate Reduction
Water Utility S/CCF after Limit/CCF difference Rate difference %
MDC $2.66 $2.16 S0.50 18%
Aquarion - Eastern
Division $4.23 $2.08 $2.15 50%
CT Water Company* $5.91 $4.40 $1.51 25%

*$5.91 is Residential Rate $4.40 is the Industrial Rate

The Niagara Bottling company would be just one of the MDC’s many types of diverse
processing customers, including companies like United Technologies, Coca-Cola Bottling
Company, Kohler Mix Specialties of CT and the Hooker Brewery.



WATERSHED MANAGEMENT AND CONSERVATION

The MDC owns over 31,000 acres of watershed land in Connecticut and Massachusetts, the
majority of which is watershed forest land. A watershed forest is the first line of defense for
protecting water from degradation and maintaining high quality drinking water. This land acts
as a natural filter and buffer to pollutants and protects the integrity of the District's drinking
water supply reservoirs.

Maintaining the health of the watershed lands for water supply is the principal mission of the
District's Watershed Management Unit. This is accomplished through its source protection and
forest management programs. The drinking water infrastructure extending from the watershed
lands and reservoirs to our treatment and delivery system was paid for by the customers of the
MDC, as it is the cost of operating and maintaining this infrastructure.

The MDC moves water from Barkhamsted and Nepaug Reservoirs to its water treatment
facilities in West Hartford and Bloomfield via gravity pipelines and tunnels. One of the benefits
of this transmission system is that there is no pumping involved and therefore no energy costs
to deliver the water, both to the plants and the customer.

THE WEST BRANCH OF THE FARMINGTON RIVER

The MDC is just one of many stakeholders in the Farmington River. Although MDC'’s role on the
Farmington is significant, and covers more than a century of the river’s history, MDC's role is
often misunderstood.

As stated previously, only a small fraction (14%) of the Farmington River’s drainage area of 609
square miles is controlled by the MDC for drinking water purposes. The MDC also plays a role in
the management of approximately 120 square miles of the West Branch of the Farmington
River. The regulation of river flow release primarily takes place at the MDC’s Goodwin Dam and
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineer’s Colebrook River Dam.

Colebrook River Dam, which impounds Colebrook River Lake, is owned by the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers and is a multipurpose water resource impoundment built for flood control, water
supply, riverflow augmentation and fisheries enhancement. This dam is operated through an
interagency agreement between the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, CT Department of Energy &
Environmental Protection and the MDC.

The MDC owns and operates Goodwin Dam and makes releases to the West Branch of the
Farmington River in accordance with the Connecticut General Statutes, a riparian agreement,
and an agreement with the Allied Connecticut Towns.



Pursuant to these obligations, required releases from Goodwin Dam occur as follows:

e Minimum release of 50 cubic feet per second (cfs) (or 32 mgd) at all times;

e Additional release of all natural flows up to 150 cfs;

e Additional release of any flows released from Otis Reservoir;

e Additional riparian releases upon request by the Farmington River Power Company, up
to 21.7 billion gallons per year; and

e Pass through of fisheries releases from Connecticut DEEP controlled pools in Colebrook
River Lake.

Without this water release protocol, the flows within the river would frequently be below 25 cfs
during the summer months. Today MDC releases a minimum of 50 cfs daily under this protocol.

e CONNECTICUT DEEP’S ROLE IN MANAGING WEST BRANCH FLOWS

Connecticut DEEP controls 3.3 billion gallons of water stored in Colebrook River Lake for the
purpose of maintaining sufficient flows in the river for fisheries. A total of 1.63 billion gallons of
storage is set aside within Colebrook River Lake for Connecticut DEEP to enhance anadromous
brown trout runs and 1.63 billion gallons is set aside for Connecticut DEEP to enhance American
shad runs. Connecticut DEEP is responsible for the control of these fishery management pools
and the releases are coordinated through the MDC.

e U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

USACOE manages storage capacity in Colebrook River Lake to provide flood protection to
downstream communities during periods of heavy inflow. The Corps oversees all flood control
on the Farmington River.

e UPPER FARMINGTON RIVER MANAGEMENT PLAN

The Upper Farmington River Management Plan was prepared under the Farmington Wild and
Scenic River Study authorized by Congress in 1986. The plan outlines management of a 14 mile
section of the West Branch and the Farmington River mainstem in Connecticut extending from
immediately below the Goodwin Dam to the downstream end at the New Hartford/Canton
town line.

The Study was led by the Farmington River Study Committee which included representatives
from the State of Connecticut, the MDC, the Farmington River Watershed Association, the U.S.
Department of the Interior and local towns along the Farmington River. The National Park
Service serves as the key federal representative in the implementation of the management
plan.



One of the key Goals of the Management Plan is to “Balance the legitimate demands on the
river for water supply, waste assimilation, energy production, and commercial and industrial
uses, while maintaining stream flow and water quality necessary to sustain fisheries, recreation
and scenic qualities at levels sufficient for wild and scenic river designation.”

The plan established the Farmington River Coordinating Committee (FRCC) to promote the
long-term protection of the upper Farmington River by bringing the key stakeholders together
on a regular and ongoing basis. The Metropolitan District is an active participant on the FRCC.
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