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Co-Chairs Gadkar-Wilcox and Dathan, Ranking Members Sampson and Carney, Vice-Chairs McCrory and 
Gucker, and esteemed members of the Government Oversight Committee: 
  
The Connecticut Land Conservation Council (CLCC) is the statewide umbrella organization for the land 
conservation community, including its ~120 land trusts. Our mission is to elevate and strengthen land 
conservation in Connecticut.  
 
Thank you for this opportunity to submit testimony regarding Senate Bill Nos. 522 and 524, both of 
which we oppose. 

In all capacities, CLCC’s goal is to safeguard our natural and working lands, prioritize the vital role of 
nature-based solutions (forestlands, trees, wetlands, healthy organic soils, riparian buffers, and other 
natural ecosystems) in mitigating the escalating effects of climate change and biodiversity loss, and ensure 
that everyone everywhere has access to the benefits of nature. These benefits must be considered at every 
level of planning and stewardship of our state’s natural resources, which are held in trust for the public and 
should therefore be protected to the greatest extent possible.   

Through that lens, I offer the following testimony: 

CLCC opposes SB 522, An Act Conveying a Parcel of State Land in the Town of Killingworth, which 
proposes the conveyance of a portion of the Cockaponset State Forest from the Department of Energy and 
Environmental Protection (DEEP) to the town. The area proposed for conveyance is “approximately ten 
acres” with “the precise size and area of the parcel to be conveyed” determined by the Commissioner of 
DEEP.  Our reasons for objection include: 

 
The property is valuable for conservation: The property is part of the second-largest state forest system, 
which protects wildlife, biodiversity, habitat connectivity, and climate resilience. DEEP also manages the 
Cockaponset State Forest for recreational activities such as hiking and hunting, and for the physical and 
mental benefits these uses provide for the general public. The parcel itself is 95% forested, located entirely 
within a public water-supply watershed, and contains watercourses and/or wetlands, although the precise 
delineation is unclear on the provided map.  A proposal to convey even a small portion of this state forest 
parcel puts connective conservation values and benefits at risk and warrants the utmost scrutiny. 
 
The bill lacks detail and specificity: In addition to questions about the precise size and area of the 
conveyance, it contains no information about the proposed end use of the property. This lack of detail and 
specificity regarding the property's end use limits the ability to evaluate the conveyance's potential impacts 

 



 

on the forest ecosystem and to discern the circumstances that would trigger a right of reversion (also 
missing from the bill) to the state.  

 
CLCC opposes SB 524, An Act Conveying a Parcel of State Land in the Town of Easton, which proposes the 
conveyance of approximately 6.85 acres of Centennial Watershed State Forest (Centennial Forest) in Easton 
to The Congregational Church of Easton, Inc. In 2002, the State of Connecticut, in partnership with The 
Nature Conservancy (TNC), acquired approximately 6,000 acres and secured conservation and public access 
easements on an additional 9,000 acres from Aquarion Water Company. According to TNC’s testimony, the 
financial investments in securing this historic conservation project were substantial: The State invested $80 
million, with an additional $10 million raised by TNC—a significant public-private partnership and 
commitment to stewarding the land in perpetuity.  
 
The property is valuable for conservation: Centennial Forest was established to protect drinking water, 
conserve large, intact forests, and provide public benefit for generations to come. As part of this critical 
landscape, the parcel under consideration is 90% forested and located within an aquifer protection area in 
addition to the public water supply watershed. The watercourses and extensive wetlands on the site 
provide natural filtration that helps safeguard the region's water quality and supply. Protecting lands like 
this is essential not only for drinking water, but also for climate resilience, biodiversity, and the long-term 
health of Connecticut’s forests.  
 
The property is conservation-restricted: Conservation restrictions, governed by C.G.S. §47-42a through 
47-42d, are legally binding, perpetual deed restrictions that limit land use to protect its natural, scenic, or 
open condition.  According to TNC's testimony, the property is deed-restricted, thus requiring scrutiny of 
any activities to ensure they are consistent with the conservation restrictions and do not undermine the 
protective intent of the original acquisition.  
 
The conveyances proposed by SB 522 and 524 are contrary to state land conservation efforts: 
Connecticut has set a goal of conserving 21% of its land area by 2023, with the state responsible for 10% of 
that goal and its partners (land trusts, municipalities, and water companies) responsible for the balance of 
11%.  Connecticut has not met that goal, and according to the CT Council on Environmental Quality, it will 
take decades to do so at the current rate of acquisition. We can ill afford to go in the opposite direction.  
 
In conclusion, conveying portions of the state forest system sets a concerning precedent, undermines the 
intent of the original acquisitions, and weakens public confidence in the permanence of conserved 
lands—something that is foundational to land conservation across Connecticut.  

Thank you for considering my comments and for all you do. I am happy to answer any questions you may 
have. 

 

 


