CITIZENS UNITED

RE: Cl&P's Interstate Reliability Project

January 23, 2011

Gov. says yes to power lines bill, Brian Mccready , Journal Register News Service 05/07/2004



Middletown Norwalk Date: May 14, 2007 Docket No.272
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Party South Central Connecticut Water Authority Andrew W. Lord, Esq.

Party Town of Orange Vincent M. Marino, Esq. Cohen and Wolf, P.C.
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Party Town of Cheshire Richard J. Buturla, Esq. Town Attorney

Party Town of Hamden Susan D. Gruen Town Attorney

Party Giﬁy of Middletown Timothy P. Lynch Deputy City Attorney

Party Town of Bethany Honorable Derrylyn Gorski
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Intervenor Honorable William A. Aniskovich State Senate — 12th District
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Connecticut Siting Council Application December 2011 Potential Transmission Line Route Variations

Table 15-14: Magnetic Field Levels at Statutory Facilities Near the Mount Hope Underground
Variation Route

. ) Magnetic Fields for Annual Average Load Case (mG)
Distance to
- Post-NEEWS
Facility Nearest Edge
Pre-Interstate Overhead H-Frame Underground
of ROW (ft) . . NN
Line Configuration Variation
Mount
Moot Heps 137 1.7 12 0.8
Montessori School
Green Dragon
(= 94
Dapiiote 196 2.7 0.9 2.9
Come Play with
Me 76 8.2 4.0 7.8
Day Care

As Table 15-14 shows, when using the proposed overhead, H-frame line design, post-Project (2020)
projected magnetic fields are lower than pre-Interstate (2015) levels at all three Statutory Facilities near
the Mount Hope Underground Variation. In two of the three cases, the underground variation would
result in magnetic fields similar to the pre-Project levels and higher than those that would occur with the

use of the proposed overhead, H-frame line configuration.

Underground transmission cable systems do not produce electric fields above ground. Therefore, the
electric field profile across the ROW with the Mount Hope Underground Variation would be the same as
the existing electric field profile. Thus, in Table 15-15, there is no difference between the ROW edge
{evels before and after the construction of the Mount Hope Underground Variation. Table 15-15

compares the electric fields at ROW edges with this variation to those with the overhead H-frame line

design.
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Patricia A. Suprenant
441 Gurleyville Road
Storrs, CT 06268

January 23,2012

Town of Mansfield

Town Council

4 South Eagleville Road
Storrs/Mansfield, CT 06268

To Whom It May Concern:

I applagd the Mansfield Town Council and the Town Manager’s attempt to begin the discussion
of the University of Connecticut’s status as an unregulated water “entity” as defined by state
statute, and to define the University’s obligations and relationship to the Town of Mansfield as
such.

In the spirit of putting Mansfield first, I ask that you do the following:

1. Include the Department of Public Utility Regulation Authority (as a full partcipant) in
any public forum you offer in order to address fully the question of rate regulation and
pricing.

2. Fully answer in this public forum the questions, which I posed before the Town Council
in my letter of January 9, 2012.

3. Reconcile the attached questions and response from Patricia Bisacky of the Department
of Public Health (e.g. E-mail correspondence dated January 23, 2012) with respect to the
relocation of Well Field A in the Fenton River wellfield.

Note: Ms. Bisacky states that the Univesity “does not meet the statutory definition of a
water company as clarified in the Attorney General’s Opinion dated November 29, 2000.
However the source abandonment statute (CGS Section 25-33k) applies to water
companies and other entities, which includes state entities that provide drinking water to
the public such as UCONN. UCONN is regulated by the department as a public water
system, because it meets the definition of public water system found in the Regulations of
Connecticut State Agencies Section 19-13-B102(a)(65).”

Therefore, has the Town of Mansfield received an official notification of the University’s
intent to abandon this wellfield? And if the Town of Mansfield is in possession of such
legal notice, is it in possession of the application that the University of Connecticut
would have sent to the Department of Public Health 30 days following this notification of
abandonment to the Town of Mansfield?

Attachments (e -mail correspondence dated 1/23/2012)



From: Patricia Suprenant <patsuprenant@earthlink.net>
Subject: Relocation of Fenton River Well-A
Date: January 23, 2012 10:56:49 AM EST
To: patricia.bisacky@ct.gov

Good Morning:

A public scoping meeting will be hold tomorrow in Mansfield to discuss the relocation of Fenton River Well-A. Several questions
remain unanswered. Could you please answer the following:

1.) Since the University of Connecticut is not a water company by statute, can the DPH well field abandonment regs actually be
enforced with regard to the University or is their compliance with the DPH regs voluntary?

2.) If the DPH regs apply, can you please cite the specific statutes governing the University of Connecticut as a bonafide water
company? And can you cite the document which indicates the University is a water company?

3.) Can you explain the consequences of a well field abandonment with regard to the status of the watershed lands that surround
it?

Thank you for the time and consideration that you give to this matter.
Sincerely,
Patricia Suprenant

441 Gurleyville Road
Mansfield, CT 06268



From: "Bisacky, Patricia" <Patricia.Bisacky @ct.gov>

Subject: RE: Relocation of Fenton River Well-A

Date: January 23, 2012 12:02:01 PM EST

To: "patsuprenant@earthlink.net" <patsuprenant@earthlink.net>
Cc: "Mcphee, Eric" <Eric.Mcphee @ct.gov>

Dear Ms. Suprenant:

1&2. UCONN does not meet the statutory definition of a water company as
clarified in the Attorney General’s Opinion dated November 29,

2000. However the source abandonment statute (CGS Section 25-33k)
applies to water companies and other entities which includes state entities
that provide drinking water to the public such as UCONN. UCONN is
regulated by the department as a public water system because it meets
the definition of public water system found in the Regulations of
Connecticut State Agencies Section 19-13-B102(a)(65).

3. The department has not received an application for source
abandonment. The review of a source abandonment request is complex
and depends on the information submitted in support of a specific
application. It would be inappropriate to speculate on the outcome of a
hypothetical application.

Sincerely,
Pat Bisacky

Environmental Analyst 2

Source Water Protection Unit
Drinking Water Section
Department of Public Health

410 Capitol Avenue MS #51WAT
PO Box 340308

Hartford, CT 06134

(860)509-7333

http://www.ct.gov/dph/cwp/view.asp?a=3139&q=387338




Potential Mitigation Measures _

The following mitigation measures could be recommended by the Council to
reduce impacts to residents in the areas most significantly impacted by the
proposed transmission lines:

Recommend that the Siting Council require the use of the Mansfield
underground variation and a modified Mount Hope underground
variation

CL&P’s municipal consultation filing included two underground variations for
Mansfield, one which extended from a point southwest of the Woodmont
Drive cul-de-sac to a point west of Conantville Brook (the ‘Mansfield’
variation) and another which extended from a point north of the Sawmill Brook
Lane cul-de-sac to a point northwest of the Hawthorne Lane cul-de-sac (the
‘Mount Hope’ variation. Combined, these two variations would include
approximately 1.75 miles of underground transmission facilities, plus four,
four-acre transition stations where power would transition from overhead lines
to the underground facilities.

Based on comments received from the community, the Town could
recommend that the western terminus of the Mount Hope variation be moved
to a point west of Sawmill Brook Lane to minimize the impacts of the

_transmission line on that residential neighborhood. Additionally, comments

have been received from a member of the Town’s Agricultural Committee
since the last Council meeting addressing the impacts of underground
facilities on agricultural lands. It is also staff's understanding that CL&P is -
working with the Mount Hope Montessori School and Green Dragon Daycare
to address their concerns with the proposed lines. Given this feedback, the
eastern terminus of the underground transmission line could be relocated
west of Route 195. To minimize the electrical magnetic field impacts of new
overhead lines on the schools and residents of the Bassetts Bridge area, the
Town could also recommend that EMF Best Management Practices
monopoles be used from Route 195 to Mansfield Hollow, where EMF
monopoles are already in use.

The benefits offered by placing the proposed transmission line underground
and using EMF best management practices poles as described above
include:

= Reduction of electrical magnetic field concerns for surrounding
residential areas, the Mount Hope Montessori School and the Green
Dragon Day Care Center

= Significant reduction in the amount of vegetation that must be cleared

« Elimination of the visual impacts of the second overhead transmission
line in areas where underground facilities are installed

-21-



Use of these underground variations and EMF best management practices
would be consistent with Section 16-50(p)(i) of the Connecticut General
Statutes, which addresses undergrounding of new 345 kilovolt facilities:

For a facility described in subdivision (1) of subsection (a) of section 16-50i,
with a capacity of three hundred forty-five kilovolts or greater, there shall be a
presumption that a proposal to place the overhead portions, if any, of such
facility adjacent to residential areas, private or public schools, licensed child
day care facilities, licensed youth camps or public playgrounds is inconsistent
with the purposes of this chapter. An applicant may rebut this presumption by
demonstrating to the council that it will be technologically infeasible to bury
the facility. In determining such infeasibility, the council shall consider the
effect of burying the facility on the reliability of the electric fransmission
system of the state and whether the cost of any contemplated fechnology or
design configuration may resulf in an unreasonable economic burden on the
ratepayers of the state.

Recommend the Hawthorne Lane Alternative

As described at the January 9, 2012 meeting and in the agenda item
summary for the proposed amendment to the Hawthorne Park Subdivision
Conservation Easement, the Hawthorne Lane alternative would result in the
relocation of both the existing and proposed transmission lines away from the
homes on Hawthorne Lane.

Recommend Mansfield Hollow Design Option 2

* Due to the limited right-of-way through Mansfield Hollow (150 feet as
compared to 300 feet elsewhere), CL&P has proposed two design options to
reduce right-of-way acquisition and clearing through the Hollow.
Recommending that the Siting Council require Option 2 would eliminate the
need for any additional right-of-way and restrict clearing required for the new
transmission line to the existing right-of-way. This option would require
relocation and replacement of the existing lines through the park.

Recommend protection of active farmland

As shown on the attached aerial photograph, the transmission route runs
through active farmland. To minimize impacts on working farms, the Town
could recommend that the Siting Council require strict adherence to various
mitigation measures by CL&P to minimize impacts on working farms. Such
measures could include: limiting construction to non-crop/harvest seasons;
ensuring that any soils disturbed or compacted through the process are
restored to pre-construction conditions; ensuring that erosion and
sedimentation controls are installed and monitored during construction; and
financially compensating farmers for impacts to crop production caused by
project construction.
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