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On May 11, 1998, the Algonquin Gas Transmission Company (Algonquin) submitted a petition to the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) for a determination that construction of a 1.5-mile natural gas pipeline in Norwich and Montville, Connecticut is an addition to the existing Algonquin system which would not cause a significant change or alteration in the general physical characteristics of the existing facility and would not represent a modification of a facility for which a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need (Certificate) would be required.  In addition, Algonquin maintains that even if the project is a modification of the Algonquin system, it would have no substantial adverse environmental effect and not require a Certificate.  Algonquin’s existing spur line interconnects with its main line in Willimantic, extending to Norwich and Groton, and Algonquin proposes to extend the looped portion of its line from a metering station off Salem Turnpike in Norwich south to a meter station on Fitch Hill Road in Montville.  In extending the loop, Algonquin would install a section of 12-inch diameter pipeline parallel to an existing 6-inch pipeline which was constructed in 1953.  The project would allow Algonquin to provide a new supply of gas to a power plant being constructed in Dighton, Massachusetts while simultaneously providing sufficient gas to customers in southeastern Connecticut.





On May 18, 1998, Pamela B. Katz and William H. Smith of the Council, and Robert K. Erling of the Council staff met Terry Doyle, Edward Harney, Joseph Hanson and Robert Johnson of Algonquin for a field review of this project in Norwich and Montville, Connecticut.





Algonquin would install the pipeline three feet below ground within Algonquin’s existing right-of-way (ROW).  Algonquin would need to acquire an additional 20 feet of temporary ROW for construction and an additional 20-25 feet of permanent ROW to provide a zone of protection on the pipeline’s western side.  Approximately 750 linear feet of the line would cross residential areas, where the line would be installed 10 feet from the existing six-inch line.





To commence construction, the route of the line would be cleared of vegetation, and then rough-graded, excluding wetlands.  Erosion controls, including hay bales and silt fence, would be employed.  The entire length of pipeline trench would then be excavated, except for two stream crossings.  Pipeline sections of 40 feet in length would be strung out along the trench.  The pipeline would then be welded, coated, lowered into the trench and backfilled.  In areas of severe slope, permanent trench breakers, such as sandbags, gravel or cement-filed sacks, would be installed in the ditch and around the pipe.  Construction equipment access to the ROW would be from local roads and access points off these roads.  A contractor yard would be located along the ROW off of Montville Road.  If necessary, all blasting in areas of shallow bedrock would be performed according to guidelines designed to control energy release.  





After a 12 to 16 week period of construction, the disturbed ground would be restored, mulched, limed, fertilized, and hydroseeded.  In a space approximately five feet wide on both sides of the pipeline, Algonquin would mow vegetation on an annual basis; any trees growing in an area 10 feet on both sides of the pipeline would be cut once every three years.  No herbicides would be used.





The pipeline would cross six wetland areas for a total length of approximately 1,828 feet, including two coldwater fisheries streams, Stony Brook and Trading Cove Brook.  Because these streams contain brown trout and brook trout, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) and the Connecticut Department of Environmental Protection (DEP) restrict their crossing during pipeline construction to a period between June 1st and September 30th.  Algonquin proposes to cross the two streams using the dry-stream crossing technique, in which a temporary dam and flume pipe are installed prior to trenching over the two streams.  The stream flow is then diverted over the construction area to allow for dry trenching of the stream crossing.  Sand bags would serve to channel stream flow into a steel or plastic flume pipe placed directly into the stream.  An equipment crossing would be built of six inch diameter crushed stone placed on filter cloth over the stream bed.  These crossings would serve to minimize disturbances to the stream bed and limit downstream siltation.  A continuous flow would be maintained for the streams during construction.  If the flume pipe method is not used, in-stream construction for all of the crossings would be limited to 24 hours unless blasting is required.  All wetland crossings would comply with FERC Plans and Procedures, and other permit conditions required by the Connecticut DEP.





Algonquin proposes to construct the pipeline in late summer when low stream flows are expected.  The average stream flow for Stony Brook is 10 cubic feet per second (cfs) with an expected high of 52 cfs and an expected low of 5 cfs.  The average stream flow for Trading Cove Brook is 15 cfs with an expected high of 405 cfs and an expected low of 10 cfs.





A large scrub/shrub wetland located just sought of Route 82 in Norwich, Wetland A, would be crossed by 465 linear feet of pipeline and would require a workspace with disturbance to approximately 4,000 square feet of wetlands in addition to that required for the construction right-of-way.  Approximately 573 linear feet of wetlands would be crossed in Wetland B, including Trading Cove Brook.  The 70-foot wide construction right-of-way (30 feet existing, 20 feet new permanent and 20 feet construction right-of-way) would affect approximately 0.92 acres of wetland B.  Approximately 208 linear feet of Wetland C would be crossed with about 0.33 acres of wetland affected by the construction right-of-way.  An estimated 44 linear feet of Wetland D would be crossed, and all of this wetland (0.03 acres) would be disturbed by temporary construction activity.  In Wetland E, approximately 620 square feet of forested wetland would be temporarily disturbed during construction.  Wetland F, which includes Stony Brook, would have approximately 0.71 acres of forested wetland disturbed during construction.





Algonquin estimates the pipeline would cross approximately 0.63 miles of forested uplands and 0.57 miles of open upland areas, including the crossing of a residential area along Tra-Mart Drive.  One of the seven property owners in this area has not yet reached agreement with Algonquin to allow construction through his property.  The pipeline would affect approximately 0.54 acres of residential land.





Algonquin has submitted permits to the following agencies but has yet to receive a determination from them:  FERC (Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity); US Army Corps of Engineers (Section 404 Permit); and Connecticut DEP (401 Water Quality Certification).  The following agencies have made negative determinations (no effect) for the proposed project:  US Fish and Wildlife Service (Endangered Species Review); US National Marine Fisheries Service (Endangered Species Review); Connecticut DEP (Endangered Species Review); the Norwich Planning Department; and the Connecticut Historical Commission.  The following agencies have granted approvals:  City of Norwich (Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Permit) and Town of Montville (Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Permit).  Algonquin will submit future permits to the following agencies:  US Environmental Protection Agency (National Pollution Discharge Elimination System Permit and Notice of Intent for Construction Stormwater Discharges); CT DEP (Stormwater and Dewatering Discharge Permit, and Hydrostatic Test Water Discharge Permit).





Algonquin would designate an Environmental Inspector to oversee and monitor construction with emphasis on preservation of wetland hydrology, returning wetland vegetation to pre-construction conditions, and the prevention of sediment accumulation in wetlands.














Robert K. Erling


Siting Analyst II
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