STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCILE
Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT 06451
Phone: (860) 827-2935 TFax: (860) 827-2950
E-Mail: siting.council@cet.gov
wWwWwW.cl.gov/Csc

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL
June 13, 2013

Andrew W. Lord, Esq.

Murtha Cullina LLP

CityPlace I, 185 Asylum Street
Hartford, CT 06103-3469

RE: DOCKET NG. 199B — Meriden Gas Turbines, LLC Certificate of Environmental
Compatibility and Public Need for a 530 MW combined cycle generating plant in
Meriden, Connecticut. Reopening of this docket pursuant to Connecticut General
Statutes § 4-181a(D) limited to Council consideration of changed conditions and
Decommissioning Plan.

Dear Attorney Lord:

The Connecticut Siting Council (Council)} requests vour responses to the enclosed questions no
later than July 9, 2013. To help expedite the Council’s review, please file individual responses
as soon as they are available.

Please forward an original and 15 copies to this office, as well as send a copy via electronic mail.
In accordance with the State Solid Waste Management Plan and in accordance with Section 16-
50j-12 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies the Council is requesting that all filings
be submitted on recyclable paper, primarily regular weight white office paper. Please avoid
using heavy stock paper, colored paper, and metal or plastic binders and separators. Fewer
copies of bulk material may be provided as appropriate.

Copies of your responses shall be provided to all parties and intervenors listed on the service list
which can be found on the Council’s pending proceedings website.

=

Yours very truly,

/7 g

Melanie Bachman
Acting Executive Director

MB/CMW
Enclosures

¢: Parties and Intervenors
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Docket 190B: Meriden Gas Turbines
Meriden, Connecticut
Pre-Hearing Interrogatories

Set Two

17. What is the status of the following permits:

a. Army Corps of Engineers Permit for Water and Electric #199802612 dated
4/25/2000

b. CT DEP 401 Water Quality Certification, Permit No. WQC-199901215

c. DEP General Permit for Discharge of Stormwater and Dewatering Wastewaters
from Construction Activities dated 10/5/2000 and reissued 10/1/2008

. DEP Wastewater Discharge Permit No. SP0002358
e. DEP Permit for Water Diversion from the Connecticut River issued 4/13/2000

18. In its supplemental response to Council Interrogatory #3 for Docket 370B dated June 5,
2009, (a copy of which is attached for convenience), MGT indicated that
“wetland/watercourse restoration following construction activities was not completed
and upland area restoration following construction activities was not completed.”
Pursuant to the Council D&M plan approval dated December 13, 2001 (a copy of which
is also attached for convenience), MGT was ordered by the Council to restore disturbed
wetlands and intermittent watercourses. What is the current status of the restoration for
wetland/watercourses and upland areas?

19. In its supplemental response to Siting Council Interrogatory #3 for Docket 370B dated
June 5, 2009, (a copy of which is attached for convenience), MGT indicated that
“landscaping and stormwater controls not adversely affected by unbuilt portions of the
facility were completed.” What is the current status of landscaping and stormwater
controls adversely affected by unbuilt portions of the facility?

20. In response to Siting Council Interrogatory #13 for Docket 370B dated May 29, 2009, (a
copy of which is attached for convenience), MGT indicated “no wetlands were created
following the approval of the project. MGT, however, has been moniforing existing
wetlands on a monthly basis.” Pursuant to FOF #76 of the Council’s April 27, 1999 final
decision for Docket 190 and the D&M plan submitted by MGT on August 2, 2001, MGT
was to establish a .9-acre wetland to mitigate the .098-acres of wetlands to be removed
and plants were to be established in various ecological zones around the created wetland.
Has the .098-acres of wetlands been removed? What is the current status of the created
B-acre wetland?
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21. In its response to Siting Council Interrogatory #1 for Docket 370B dated May 29, 2009
(a copy of which is attached for convenience), MGT indicated, “Environmental
regulations have evolved over the ten years since the original application was approved.
These changes have necessitated different mitigation measures and additional permit
filings.” Please explain the different mitigation measures and additional permit filings.
Have there been any additional changes since 20097

22. Pursuant to FOF #77 of the Council’s Aprit 27, 1999 final decision for Docket 190, has
the Certificate Holder maintained an undisturbed vegetative buffer equal to the average
height of the dominant trees, or 50 feet, whichever is greater, around the vernal pools?
Please provide details of the vegetative buffer, as well as any other measures taken to
protect the vernal pools on site.

23. Pursuant to the Council’s D&M plan approval dated August 29, 2001 and the staff report
appended thereto, the statement is made that “details on final stormwater management
features would be provided in a future D&M Plan.” Have stormwater management
features been finalized? If so, please provide the details of the final stormwater
management features,

24. Please submit an as-built survey for the site property stamped by a Professional Engineer
duly licensed in the State of Connecticut,

25. Pursuant to Condition #10 of the Council’s final decision for Docket 190A (a copy of
which is attached for convenience) dated March 3, 2011, does the Certificate Holder
have an Emergency Response/Safety Plan for the site property? Please describe details of
this plan.

S:wdockets\L S0V Q0B S0B-MGTinlogs set2.doc



STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Ten Franklin Square
New Britain, Connecticut 06051
Phone: (860) 827-2935
Fax: (860) 827-2950

Pecember 13, 2001

Andrew Lord

Murtha Cullina, LLP

City Place 1, 185 Asylam Street
Hartford, CT 06103-3469

RE:  DOCKET NO. 190 - PDC - El Paso Meriden LLC Certificate of Environmental Compatibility
and Public Need for a proposed Meriden Power Project located in the City of Meriden and the
Town of Berlin, Connecticut,

Dear Attorney Lord:

At a public meeting of the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) held on December 11, 2001, the Council
considered and approved both portions of the Development and Management (D&M) Plan submitted by
Meriden Gas Turbines (MGT) for Site Preparation and Construction within the Joint Utility Corridor, and
Facility Design, as submitted on November 16, 2001. The Council did not approve the Fuel Qil Storage
Unloading and Pumping System portion of the Facility Design, which should be redesigned to
accommodate five truck deliveries per hour, in accordance with the Council's Decision and Order.

The following conditions for the Joint Utility Corridor were approved:

e Installation of silt fence and haybales for erosion and sedimentation control prior to any clearing
or grubbing;

o Inspection of silt fence and haybales by Council staff and the Town Engineer of Berlin prior to
clearing and grubbing; ,

e Submission of weekly progress reports to the Town of Berlin and City of Meriden Inland
Weilands and Watercourses Comiissions and to the Council;
Restoration of disturbed wetlands and intermittent watercourses;
Submission of plans-to the Council, City of Meriden, and Town of Betlin indicating the 50-foot
regulated wetlands area with the name of the person responsible for erosion and sediment controls
on the plans; -

e Inspection of the joint utility corridor during the growing season for a period of three years in
accordance with the Army Corps of Engineers Permit; and

e Removal of silt fence and haybales following stabilization of the corridor.

This approval applies only to those components of the D&M Plan submitted on November 16, 2001. Any
changes to the D&M Plan require advance Council notification and approval. Any deviation from this
format may result in the Council implementing enforcement proceedings pursuant to General Statutes §
16-50u including, without limitation, injunction and imposition of expenses resulting from such failure
and of civil penalties in an amount not less than one thousand dotlars per day for each day of construction
or operation in material violation.



Docket No. 190
D&M Plan Decision of December 11, 2001
Page 2 .

In a letter from Alfred E. Smith, Jr. to the Council's Executive Director, dated November 21, 2001, MGT
- sought clarification of condition 1(d) of the Council's Decision and Order in this docket. MGT requested
clarification that it may conduct capacity testing on oil, and this request is hereby granted.

Thank you for your attention and cooperation.

Very truly yours,

'_4- R
Moﬁimer A. Gelston
Chairman

MAG/RKE/laf
Enclosure: Staff Report dated December 11, 2001

¢: William J. Moran, NRG Energy
Al Smith, Murtha Cullina L.1.C
John Detore, PDC - El Paso
Tom Atkins, PDC - El Paso
Roger L. Kemp, City Manager, City of Meriden
Rick Terrill, Chairman, Meriden Conservation Commission
Dominic Caruso, City Planner, City of Meriden
Brian J. Miller, Town Planner, Town of Berlin
Michael A. DeLorenzo, Chairman, Berlin Conservation Commission
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Ten Franklin Square
New Britain, Connecticut 06051
Phone: (860) 827-2935
Fax: (860) 827-2950

Docket No. 190
Meriden Gas Turbines LLC
Development and Management Plan
Staff Report
December 11, 2001

On November 16, 2001, Meriden Gas Turbines LLC (MGT) submitted to the Connecticut Siting Council
(Council) two Development and Management (D&M) Plans for the Meriden Combined Cycle Project in
Meriden, Connecticut now under construction: Site Preparation and Construction within the Joint Utility
Corridor; and Facility Design. On December 4, 2001, Robert Erling of the Council staff met Nicolle
Burnham of Milone and MacBroom and Michael White of NRG for a field review of these two segments
of the Development and Management Plan.

Site Preparation within the Joint Utility Cori‘idor

To construct the required water, gas and electric infrastructure for this project, utilities would be placed
‘within a joint utility corridor 161 feet in width which would enter the facility site from the north.

The natural gas supply would be brought into the site via a 6500 linear foot gas main entering the MGT
property at the Connecticut Light and Power (CL&P) transmission line corridor and following a new 345
kV overhead electric transmission line to the facility. The 5950 linear foot efectric line would require 11
electric poles (10 monopoles and one double pole) to interconnect the facility to the CL&P grid.
Approximately 5600 linear fect of water main would be constructed from a water main entering the
facility from a cul-de-sac on Summitwood Road in Berlin within a 50-foot wide easement dedicated to the
water main, and then entering the joint utility corridor with the gas main and electric transmission line.
MGT has obtained pernits for the required work from the Berlin Inland Wetlands and Watercourses
Commission, the Meriden Inland Wetlands and Watercourse Commission, the Army Corps of Engineers,
and the Department of Environmental Protection (DEP).

The joint utility corridor would be located adjacent to an existing gravel access road on the MGT
property. During construction of the corridor, the following activities would occur:

Installation of silt fence barriers;

Inspection of siit fence by Town Engineer of Berlin and the Council;

Clearing of vegetation within the corridor (except during the period of May 1 through

August 15); '

Installation of electric poles, water main and gas main;

Segregation of wetland soils;

Restoration of wetlands under supervision of a qualified wetland scientist;

Inspection of the corridor for three years during the growing season following completion

of construction; and

e Removal of siltation fence barmriers following stabilization of the corridor and wetland
areas.

.9 @

e @ & @



Docket No. 190
" Staft Report
Page 2

The Army Corps of Engineers Permit allows temporary impacts to 40,679 square feet of wetlands during
the construction of the corridor. '

The Town of Berlin Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Commission's conditions are:

1. That all erosion and sedimentation control devices be installed to the satisfaction of the
Town Engineer prior to the commencement of construction.
2. 'That all other construction related activities be installed in accordance with the plan
entitled "Meriden Power Project Joint Utility Corridor - PDC - El Paso Meriden LLC,
-Berlin, Connecticut, August 26, 1999 - Milone & MacBroom, Inc., scale: 1"=1000' -
sheet 1 of 1 through sheet 1 of 8."
3. That the applicant retains an environmental construction manager who shall continually
monitor the progress of the project and submit weekly progress reports to the Tnland
Wetlands Agent.

The City of Meriden Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Commission conditions are:

1. Any intermiitent watercourse or wetlands that are disturbed during construction must be
restored to original conditions.

2. Show the 50 foot wetlands regulated area line on the plans.

The name of person responsible for maintenance of sediment and erosion controls must

be listed on the plan.

4. A note on the plan stating that the medium intensity soil inspection was only done on the
upland soils.

5. Additional erosion and sedimentation controls must be added along the edges of the
proposed 161-foot wide R.O.W. until the area is stabilized.

(W8]

Facility Design
Pursuant to the Council's Decision and Order, MGT has submitted a D&M Plan describing the updated -

site plan; project schedule; fuel oil storage unloading and pumping facilities; landscaping design;
architectural treatment of buildings; and a spill prevention and countermeasure plan.

Updated Site Plan

Since the Council approved the site arrangement plan in September 2001, MGT has revised the location
of the fuel oil tank and unloading facilities, and the gas metering station. The fuel oil tank would be
relocated from. the eastern portion of the site to the northwest comer of the site, to a position behind the
turbine building, reducing its visual impact. The gas metering station would be relocated from its former
position in the northwest corner of the site, to a location adjacent to the electrical switchyard and closer to
the gas main. ' :

The turbine building has been revised from a two-tier building with the steam turbine at a height of 90
feet and the gas turbine at a height of 75 feet. MGT now proposes a turbine building with a multi-height
roof 82 feet high, the area over the gas turbine generators 33 feet high, and the area over the steam turbine
generator 62 feet high. : : :

L:shing\docket\ ] 90Wd& ro\sr 121101 doc



', Docket No. 190
Staff Report
Page 3

Fuel Oil Storage, Unleoading and Pumping System

The facility is being designed as a dual fuel plant, with low sulfur (.05 percent) distillate fuel oil, limited
to a total of 720 hours per year. Distillate fue] oil would also be needed for the fire pump, and the
emergency gencrator. Fuel oil, stored in a 1,200,000-gallon storage tank, would allow full load firing on
fuel oil. A steel containment dike would contain oil leaks or a ruptured tank.

Under MGT's current plan, distillate fuel oil would be delivered by tanker trucks, with capacities of 8000
to 10,000 gallons. Two truck unloading stations will be constructed, with tanker trucks lining up in the
approach to the tank truck unloading stations. To maintain full load operations on fuel oil, 72 truck
deliveries per day would be required. The unloading rate is approximately 30,000 gallons per hour (3
trucks per hour at the two stations, each holding 10,000 galions). However, the Council's Decision and
Order specified construction to allow for five trucks per hour, and MGT will change its plans to reflect
this.

Landscaping Design

Slopes open to public view would be dressed with topsoil and seeded with Crownvetch or similar
groundcover. Level areas around the administration building and parking lot would be established with
turf. Those slopes not readily visible to the public would be stabilized with crushed rock. Ornamental
trees, including crabapple or dogwood, would be planted at the entrance to the facility, and along the
border of the parking lot. Mulched plant beds with ornamental shrubs would be established adjacent to
the administration building and parking lot. Two retaining walls would be constructed to support the
southeast corner of the administration building. Evergreens, including white pine, would be planted in
clusters on the slopes along the access drive. Evergreens would also be planted at the base of the cut
slope behind the facility, providing partial screening of the 40-foot nearly vertical rock face.

The stormwater management pond to be established at the southeast corner of the site would be
established with common cattail in the pond itself, and iris and grass mixes within the shallow marsh
community. The pond would be bordered by low shrubs, tall grasses and wildflowers. An island in the
center of the pond would be planted with pin oak and red maple.

Architectural Treatment of Buildings

Facility buildings would be treated with an earth-tone panel system, described as a sandstone color. The
interior of the turbine building would have a sound barrier membrane with acoustical attenuation.

Spill Prevention and Countermeasure Plan

The fuel oil truck unloading areas would be contained by curbing to capture any accidental releases of
fuel oil which would drain to a sump located in the fuel oil tank/truck delivery area. Fuel oil unloading
pumps would also be curbed and drained to the same sump. The fuel oil storage tank dike area, located
between the tank and the dike, would be contained to drain to the sump. Stormwater accumulating in the
dike area would drain to the sump after inspection, and the sump would also be routinely inspected.
Contents of the sump would discharge through the facility's oily water separator system. Floor and
equipment drains would be collected and pumped to a central plant sump, then discharged through the
plant oily water separation system to the Meriden sewer system. Spill containment would be provided for
the oil-filled transformers, and also at the ammonia truck delivery and storage tank. '

Lasitingidocket 190\d& misr121 101.doc



" Docket No. 190
" Staff Report
Page 4

Project Schedule

Project construction began in October 2001 and is expected to be substantially complete by August 2003.
Recommendations

Council staff recommends approval of the Facility Design portion of the D&M Plan, with the exception |
of the Fuel Oil Storage Unloading and Pumping System, which should be redesigned to accommodate
five truck deliveries per hour. Staff recommends approval of the joint utility corridor element, with
following conditions:

= Installation of silt fence and haybales for erosion and sedimentation control prior to any
clearing or grubbing; .

e Inspection of silt fence and haybales by Council staff and the Town Engineer of Berlin
prior to clearing and grubbing; ‘ '

e  Submission of weekly progress reports to the Town of Berlin and City of Meriden Inland
Wetlands and Watercourses Commissions and to the Council;

@ Restoration of disturbed wetlands and intermittent watercourses;

e Submission of plans to the Council, City of Meriden, and Town of Berlin indicating the
30-foot regulated wetlands area with the name of the person responsible for erosion and
sediment controls on the plans;

o Inspection of the joint utility corridor during the growing season for a period of three
years in accordance with the Army Corps of Engineers Permit; and

e Removal of silt fence and haybales following stabilization of the corridor.

Robert K. Erling
Senior Siting Analyst
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ANDREW W, |LORD

850.240.6180 DIRECT TELEPHONE
860.240.5723 DIRECT FACSIMILE
ALORD@MURTHALAW.CCM .

June 5, 2009

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Mr. S. Derek Phelps
Executive Director
Connecticut Siting Council
10 Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

Re: NRG Energy, Inc. Supplemental Responses to Connecticut
Siting Council Interrogatories; Docket No, 370B

Dear Mr. Phelps:

Enclosed on behalf of NRG Energy, Inc. (‘NRG") is the supplemental response to
Interrogatory 3 of the first set of interrogatories and data requests addressed to NRG by
the Connecticut Siting Council. The attached supplemental response is a chart, which
indicates the status of approved elements of the D&M Plans.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

7

{4
An

Enclosure

cc:  Jonathan J. Milley, NRG
Julie L. Friedberg, Esq., NRG
Service List

Murtha Cullina LLP | Attorneys at Law

CityPlace | | 185 Asylum Street | Hartford, CT 06103 | Phone 860.240.6000 | Fax 860.240.6150 | www.murthalaw.com
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Date:

June 3, 2009

Docket No, 370
Page |

LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS

SERVICE LIST

Status Granted

Document
Service

Status Holder
‘(name, address & phone number)

Representative
(name, address & phone number}

Applicant

B U.8. Mail

F-mail

] U.S. Mail

X 0.8, Mail

The Connecticut Light & Power
Co.

P.O. Box 2770

Hartford, CT 06141-0270

Robert E. Carberry, Manager

NEEWS Prgjeets Siting and Permitting
Northeast Utilities Service Company
P.O.Box 270

Hartford, CT 06141-0270

(860) 665-6774

carbere(@nu.com

Duncan MacKay, Esq.

Legal Department

Northeast Utilities Service Company
P.O. Box 270

Hartford, CT 06141-0270

(860) 665-3495

mackadr@nu.com

Jeffrey Towle, Project Manager
Transmission, NEEWS

Northeast Utilities Service Company
7.0, Box 270

Hartford, CT 06141-0270

{860} 665-3962

towleim@nu.com

Anthony M, Fitzgerald, Fsy.
Brian T. Henebry, Esq.
Carmody & Torrance LLP
P.O. Box 1950

New Haven, CT 06509

(203) 777-5501
afitzgeraldimecarmodylaw.com
bhenebry(@earmodylaw.com

Intervenor
(granted on
Febraary 19,
2009)

- Competing
Applicant as of
03/19/2009

> U.S, Mail

¥ U.S. Mail

GADDCKETSATMSenios List & Nollos of Sorviesh T 70ALBSL.DOC

NRG Energy, fue.

NRG Energy, Inc,

c/o Julie L, Friedberg, Senior Counsel — NE
211 Carnegie Center

Princeton, NJ (8540

Aundrew W. Lord, Esg.

Murtha Cullina LLP

CityPlace I, 185 Asylum Street
Hartford, CT 06103-3465
(860) 240-6180

(860) 240-5723 ~ fax
alordi@murthalaw.com




Date:  June 3, 2009
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Docket No. 370

Paga 2
LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST
: .Document Status Holder Representative
Status Granted (name, address & phone number) | (rame, address & phone munber)

Service

U.S. Mail

] E-Mail

NRG Energy, Inc. continued...

Jonathan Milley

Vice President, NE Region
NRG Energy, Inc.

211 Princeton, NJ 08540

(60%) 524-4680

(609) 524-5160 fax

Jonathan milley@nrpeneriy com

Diana M. Kleefeld, Esq.
Murtha Cullina LL -

CityPlace I, 185 Asylum Street
Hartford, CT 06103-3469
(860} 240-6035

(860) 240-5974
dkleefeldimmurthalaw.com

U.S8. Mail

Party < Eemail Richard Blumenthal Michael C. Wertheimer
(granted Attorney General Aggsistant Attorney General
November 20, Attorney General’s Office
. 2008) 10 Franklin Square
New Britain, CT 06051
(860) 827-2620
(860) 827-2893
Michael wertheimer{@ipo.state.ct.us
Party % E-mail Town of East Granby Donald R. Holtman, Esq.
{(granted Katz & Seligman, LLC
November 20, 130 Washington Street
2008) Hartford, CT 06106

{860} 547-1857
(860) 241-9127
dholtman@katzandselimman.com

' The Honoreble James Hayden

First Selectman

Town of East Granby
P.O.Box 1858

East Granby, CT 06026

GADDCKETSYS TodService Lisl & Nolice of Serviesl I FOALBEL.DOC



Date:  June 3, 2009

Docket No, 370

Page 3
LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST
" Document " Statos Holder . Repxcscntatwc
Status Granted Service {name, address & phone number) (name, address & phone number)

Party
(granted
Novemher 20,
2008)

U8, Mail

X U.S. Mail

Town of Suffield

Edward G, McAnaney, Esq.
McAnaney & McAnaney
Suffield Village

68 Bridpe Street

Sufficld, CT 06078

{860) 668-2000

(860) 668-2666 — fax
Mcananey-meananey(@att.net

The Honorable Scott R, Lingenfelter
First Selectman

Suffield Town Hall

83 Mountain Road

Suffield, CT 06078

Intervenor
(granted
December 4,
2608)

E-mail

U.S. Mail

ISO New England Inc.

Anthony M. Macleod

Whitman Breed Abbott & Morgan LLC
500 West Putnam Avenue, P.O, Box 2250
Greenwich, CT 06830-2250

(203) 862-2458

amacleod{@wbamet.com

Kevin Flynn, Esq.
Regulatory Counsel
ISO New England
One Sullivan Road
Holyoke, MA 01040
(413) 535-4177
kflynn@iso-ne.com

Party
{granted on

January 8,
2009

& 0.8, Mail

Xl EB-Mail

Office of Consumer Counsel

Mary I, Healey
Consumer Conasel

Ten Franklin Square
New Britain, CT 06051

Mary.healey(@et.gov

Bruce C, Johnson

Principal Attorney

Office of Consumer Counsel
Ten Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051
Brucc.iohnson@ct.ga_v

GADDCKETSATAService List & Notice of fory leatl MIALRSLDOC
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Docket No. 370

Page 4
LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST
Document Status Holder Rempresentative i T
Status Granted Service {name, address & phone namber) {name, address & phone number)
P E-mail Office of Consumer Counsel Vibtoria Hackett
' Continued. .. Staff Aftorney
Office of Consumer Counsel
10 Franklin Square
' New Britain, CT $6051
860-827-2022
860-827-2929 - fax
P B-mail victoria hackett@ct.gov

Paul Chernick, President
Resource Insight, Inc. -

5 Water Street

Arlington, MA 02476

(781) 646-1505 ext, 207

(781) 646-15006 - fax
pehernicki@resourceinsight.com

Intervenor E-mail Ice Energy, Inc. Stephen J. Humes, Esq.
(granted on MocCarter & English LLP
Janunary 22, 185 Asylum Street, CifyPlace |
2009) Hartford, CT 06103
' (860) 275-6761-
(860) 560-5955 - fax
Shumes{@moecarter.com
Party X E-Mait Town of Enfield Kevin M. Deneen, Town Attorney

{granted on
February 19,
2009)

Office of the Town Attornay
820 Enfield Street

Enfield, CT 06082-2997
(860} 253-6405

{860) 253-6362 — fax
townattorney@enfield.org

GADOCKBTSA TS ervice List & Nolice of Service\370ARBSL.DOC
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Docket No. 370
Page 5

LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS

' Status Granted

Document

Service

“Status Holder
(name, address & phone number)

7 Representative
(name, address & phoue number)

Party
{granted on
April 7, 2009

> U.8. Mail

1.5, Mail

City of Meriden

Deborah L. Moore, City Attorney
Meriden City Hall

Depariment of Law

142 East Main St.

Meriden, CT 06450

(203) 630-4045

(203) 630-7607 — fax
dmoorefeimeriden.ct.us

Lawrence J. Kendzior, City Manager
Meriden City Hall

142 East Main St.

Meriden, CT 06450

Tkendzior@ei.meriden,ct,us

Party
(granted on
April 7, 2009)

< 1.S. Mail

U.,S. Muil

E-Mail

The United Illuminating Company
(UD

John 1. Prete

The United Rluminating Company
157 Church Street

New Haven, CT 06506-1904
(203) 499-3701

(203) 499-3728
uiregulatoryi@uinet.com

Linda §.. Randell

Senior Vice President, General Cournsel
and Corporate Secretary

UIL Holdings Corporation

157 Church St., P.O, Box 1564

New Haven, CT 06506-0901

(203} 499-2575

(203) 499-3664
Linda.randell{@uinet.com

Bruce L. McDermott

Wiggin and Dana LLP

Oue Century Tower

New Haven, CT 06508-1832
(203} 498-4340

{203) 782-2889
binedemott@wiggin.com

GADDCRETS TServics LIs & Notice of Ssrvice3 UARBSL DOC
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June 3, 2009

~SERVICE LIST

Status Granted

Document
Service

Docket No, 370
Page 6

LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS

Status Holder

{name, address & phope number) |

Representative
(name, address & phone number)

Intervenor
(if granted on
June 4, 2009)

<] E-Mail

U.S. Mail

The Conuecticut Energy Advisory
Board (CEAB)

E

Michele S, Riverso

Assistant Attorney General

10 Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

(860) 827-2683
Michele.riverso{ipo.state.ct.us

CEABR

¢fo Gretchen Deans
CERC

805 Brook Street, Bidg. 4
Rocky Hill, CT 06067
(860) 571-7147
pdeans(@eere com

Party
(if granted on
June 4, 2009)

< E-Mail

V.S, Mail

Connecticut Department of
Transportation

Eileen Meskill

Asgistant Attorney General
Office of the Attorney General
55 Elm Sireet

P.O. Box 120

Hartford, CT 06141-0120
Bileenmeskillzdpo state.ctus

Thomas A, Harley, P.E.

Chief Engineer

Connecticut Dept. of Transportation
2800 Berlin Turmpike

Newingion, CT 06131

Intervenor
(if granted on
June 4, 2409}

€ U.S. Mail

Farmington River Watershed
Association

Eileen Fielding
Farmington River Watershed Association
749 Hopmeadow Street
Simsbury, CT 06070
(860) 658-4442

(860) 651-7519 fax
efielding@fiwa.org

Party
(if granted on
June 4, 2009)

Citizens Against Overhead Power
Line Construction

Citizens Against Overhead Power Line
Construction /o Richard Legere

1204 Newgate Road

West Suffield, CT 06093

(860) 668- 0848

(860) 668-0848

riegere(cox.net

GADOCKETS I TNSorvice List & Nofiew of SerigcAs T0ALBSL.DOC




ANDREW W, LORD

860.240.6180 DIRECT TELEPHONE
860.240.5723 DIRECT FACSIMILE
ALORD@MURTHALAW.COM

June 1, 2009

VIA HAND DELIVERY

Mr. S. Derek Phelps
Executive Director
Connecticut Siting Council
10 Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

Re: NRG Energy, Inc. Responses to Connecticut Siting
Council Interrogatories: Docket No. 370B

Dear Mr. Phelps:

Enclosed on behalf of NRG Energy, Inc. (‘NRG”) are responses to the first set of
interrogatories and data requests addressed to NRG by the Connecticut Siting Council.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

2L/

Andrew W. Lord

Enclosures

cc:  Jonathan J. Milley, NRG
Julie L. Friedberg. ksq., NRG
Service List

Murtha Cullina LLP | Atterneys ot Law

CityPlace | | 185 Asylum Street | Hartterd, CT 06103 | Phone 860.240.6000 | Fax 840.240.6150 | www.murthalaw.com



NRG Energy, Inc.

Data Request CSC-NRG-1

- CSC Docket No. 37003 Dated: May 29, 2009

Witnesses:

Request from:

QUESTION

RESPONSE:

Q-CSC-1

Page 1 of 2

NRG Panel

CSC

Has anything propesed in the original application changed since
the application was approved wy 19997

Yes.

In the onginal application, PDC-E] Paso Meriden, LLC, the
original sponsor of the Meriden Project (the “Original Sponsor™),
proposed 10 use ABB GT24 trbines for the Project Ina
Development and Management Plan. dated August 2001 and
submitted to the Council in September 2001 1 Docket No 190
(the “D&M Facility Upgrade Plan™), Meriden Gas Turbines, LLC
(*MGT") sought approval to use GE 7FA turbines i place of the
ABB turbines and described the minor differences in site
configuration that would be required by this substitution. In the
D&M Facility Upgrade Plan, MGT also provided, among other
things, an updated facility noise evaluation assuming installation of
the GE (urbines. Finally, and also based on the change in turbines,
the orientation of the power house has been rotated 90 degrees and
rather than house the two turbines in two buildings, these turbines
are better suited 1o installation in a single building. From an
aesthetic perspective, a single butlding will present a more
consistent and less obtrusive view. The D&M Facility Upgrade
Plan was approved by the Council on September 12, 2001 by an
order dated September 14, 2001, NRG still plans to use the GE
7FA turbines for the Meriden Project, as noted in its March 19,
2009 Application filed in this consolidated proceeding.

Smce the onginal application was approved, NRG has refined its
plans for the cooling system of the Meriden Project as described in
Section 6.6 of NRG's March 19, 2009 Application

Environmental regulations have evolved over the (en years since
the originai application was approved. These changes have
necessitated different mitigation measures and additional permit
filings. Current information regarding applicable environmental
regulations, air emissions and mitigation measures, pollution
control systems and related topics are described in Sections 9 and
6.5 of NRG’s March 19, 2009 Application. See also NRG’s

response to Q-CSC-15 filed herewith for additional information




MNRG Energy, Inc.

Data Regquest CSC-NRG-1

CSC Doclet No. 37083 Dated: May 29, 2009

Wilnesses:

Reguest from:

Q-CSC-1
Page 2 of 2

NRG Panel

CSG

regarding changes in environmental regulations applicable to the
Meniden Project

The status of the required permits for the Meriden Project also has
evolved over the last ten years  The listing of permits required for
the Meriden Project, and the present status of each, is detailed in
Section 10 of NRG’s March 19, 2009 Application.

With regard to need. the original application stated that the
Menden Project was needed to help create a competitive market
for electricity in the newly restructured market and to fill an
anticipated shortfall in capacity. In the March 19, 2009
Application, NRG sponsors the Meriden Project as the most
appropriate alternative to satisfy the import need that would be
filled by the GSRP/MMP  consistent with the Council’s
iterpretation of C G.S. § 16-50/(a)(3} and § 16-50p(a)(3)(F).

Finally, any cost data regarding the Menden Project that was
included in the original application 1s outdated  See Section 6.8 of
NRG s March 19, 2009 Apphcation for discussion of Project costs,




NRG Energy, Ine. ' Data Request CSC-NRG-1
CSC Docket No. 3708 Dated: May 29, 2009
Q-CSC-2
Page 1 of 1
Witnesses. NRG Panel

Request [rom: CSC

QUESTION Has anything 1n the area surrcunding the Meriden site changed
since the approval of the application im 1999 (incl distance (©
nearest residences, number of fire departments in Meriden, change
of land use cte))

RESPONSE Since the approval of the 1999 Application, the following changes
to the surrounding area have occurred:

. 432.2 acres of land oniginally owned by NR(G has been
aiven to Berhin and 356 acres has been given to Meriden.

. This donated land provides a significant buffer to previous
abutters

e ‘The Summitwood subdivision has been completed (as
envisioned in the onginal application).

. Meriden has put its donated land at the lower area of the

entrance to the plant to use as a recreational park (as
envistoned 1n the onginal application).




NRG Energy, Inc. Data Request CSC-NRG-1

CSC Docket No. 370B Dated. May 29, 2009
Q-CSC-3

Page | of'l
Wilnesses: " NRG Panel

Reguest from: CSC

QUESTION Were all Council-approved elements of the Development and
Management plans completed? If not, please explain.

RESPONSE The following D&M Plans have been submitled to, and approved
by, the Council: Sedimentation and Erosion Control, Site
Preparation and Road Construction, Upgrade of Facility
Components, Joint Utility Route Modification, Oil Unloading, and
two Extensions of Construction Deadline. The following ‘
compenents also require D&M Plans and do not appear to be
covered in existing D&M Plans: Provision for architectural
treatment of buildings and exhaust stacks; and a Final Site Plan
which includes developing conservation easements for open space
areas and conservaton arcas.

In the course of recommencing project design engineering, project
engineers will review the D&M Plans that have been approved by
the Council to determine that they are still consistent with NRG’s
plans for the plant. To the extent that any facility components are
to be changed from the specifications initially approved by the
Council, additional D&M Plan submittals will be submitted as
direcled by the Council.

NRG 15 presently assembling a chart of the specitic elements of the
D&M Plans that have been approved by the Council to date and
the status of each of those elements. NRG will file that chart as a
supplement to this response no later than June 3, 2009.




NRG Energy, Inc

Data Request CSC-NRG-1

USC Docket No. 3708 Dated: May 29, 2009

Q-CsC-4
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses. NRG Panel

Request from.  CSC

QUESTION:

RESPONSE:

What is the condition of the structures/equipment that have already
been constructed or placed at the proposed site? Would
maintenance have to be performed prior to operation of the
facility? To what extent?

The majority of the work completed at the site includes
foundations, underground utilities and the turbine building and
admin/control building. The foundations show no evidence of
deterioration and are considered complete and ready for use. The
underground utilities including piping systems and clectrical duct
banks would be mspected and cleaned upon commencement of
construction. Any issues would be corrected at that time. The
buildings are in excellent condition with only some minor
siding/flashing repair required for service.




NRG Energy, [nc
CSC Docket No 370B

Wilnesses: NRG

Request from  CSC

QUESTION

RESPONSE

Data Request CSC-NRG-]
Dated: May 29, 2009
(3-CSC.5
Page 1 of 1

Panel

What regions does NRG intend to serve with the generation of
power, through the 3754 transmission hine {that would connect
with the NRG plant)?

[SO New England (“ISO-NE™) operates the New England power
grid as an integrated system, and will dispatch the Meriden Project
according to the economics and security constraints on the overall
New England power system. As a result, the Meriden Project will
contribute to serving all regions of New England




NRG Energy, Inc
CSC Docket No. 37013

\.’\’imcsses: NRG Panel

Request from  CSC

Data Request CSC-NRG-1
Dated: May 29, 2005
Q-CSC-6

Page 1 of |

QUESTION " Would the operation of the Meriden Facility result in greater
transmission capacity m north-central Connecticut?

RESPONSH The Meriden Project. like any generation facility. will not directly

mercase lransmission capacity. However, to the extent that the
exisling (ransmission system in north-central Connectieut is
carrymg flows from out of state to serve load in southwest
Connecticut, the Meriden Project may be able to reduce those
flows by serving the southwest Connecticut load directly




NRG Energy, Inc. Data Request CSC-NRG-1

CSC Docket Ne. 370B Dated: May 29, 2009
Q-CS8C-7
Page [ of 1
Witnesses NRG Panel

Request from

QUESTION:

RESPONSE.

CsC

Provide an updated aerial photograph showing what has been
constructed on the site '

See the attached aerial photograph.
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NRG Erergy, Inc Data Request CSC-NRG-1
CSC Dacket No. 3708 Dated: May 29, 2009
Q-CSC-8
Page 1 of ]
Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from  CSC

QUESTION Provide a drawing of the proposed route for the natural gas
pipelime to the Meriden plant

RESPONSL See the attached drawmg




Kenmere
Hesgrpalr
jgo;

| Existing Yankee Gas .
Interconnect ; : :
S— Intercarmsct on
: Yankes

.-_f’

. Proposed |
7 1 Walterline

Gas & Electric
Interconnect
Corridor

Alternative Gas
Intercornect on
Algonequin

!
Access Drive } ;
i

sy




NRG Energy, Inc.

Data Request CSC-NRG-1

CSC Docket No. 370B Dated: May 29, 2009

Q-CSC-9
Page 1 of |

Witnesses NRG Panel

Request from  CSC

QUESTION:

RESPONSE:

Does NRG still assert that a dry-cooled system at the Meriden
Facility wouid be economically infeasible? What 1s the difference
in cost between a dry-cooled system and a wet-cooled system?
[Docket {90 FOF #28]

NRG still asserts that dry-cooling is economically infeasibie. The
impact to pertormance for an air-cooled condenser ("ACC”) as
compared 1o a cooling tower 15 a reduction in plant output of

approximately 35 MW and an increase in heat rate of

512 BTU/AWhh-HHY. The ACC also results in an increase in
project capital cost of approximatety $30-335 MM, Additionally,
the current Merniden Project fayout 1s designed around a wet-cocled
system and, due to limited space, 1t is not clear that an ACC would
fit on the site without significant demolition to the existing
structures and loundations.




NRG Energy Inc

Data Request CSC-NRG-1

CSC Docket No 57013 Dated: May 29, 2009

(Q-CSC-10
Page 1 of |

Wilnesses NRG Panel

Request from  CSC

QUESTION

RESPONSE.

Has NRG recerved all necessary pernuts for the completion cf the
proposed water pipeline and gas pipehine {incl. permussion from
Amtrak and the Conneclicut DOT for directional boring under the
railroad and under state and intersiate roads)?

NRG has recerved all the major permits needed for completion of
(he Meriden Project. such as the water diversion permit from the
DIEP and moest of the fesser fead tume permits, such as all the
Cromwell wetland crossing permits. The necessary permissions
from Amtrak are stil} in place. With regard to the Connecticut
Department of Transportation ("DOT™), roadway encroachment
permits will be 1ssued to the construction contractor performing the
work and thus will not be obtained until such time as construction
actually commences. NRG has, however, maintained an ongoing
dialogue with the DOT and does not believe the Meriden Project
will encounter any difficulties i obtaining the necessary permits.




NRG Energy, Inc Dala Request CSC-NRG-1
CSC Docker No. 3708 Dated: May 29, 2009

' Q-CSC-11

: Page 1 of ]

Wilnesses: NRG Panel

Request from  C5C

QUESTION Has NRG received permission from Algonquin to install the water
pipeline on the gas transmission right-of-way?

RESPONSE: Commensurate with a standard project development and
construction cycle, the final detailed design engineering of the
water line has not been completed. If, in the course of completing
such detailed design work, use of Algonquin’s right-of-way
becomes a desirable alternative, NRG would seek Algonquin’s
permission for such use at that time.




NRG Lnergy, Inc ‘ Data Request CSC-NRG-1

CSC Daocker No. 3708 Dated: May 29, 2009
Q-CSC-12
Page | of i
Wilnesses: NRG Panel

Request from  CSC

QUESTIONN What 15 the status of nepotiations with Algonquin and Tennessee
gas companies to provide a natural gas supply to the Meriden
Facility” ‘

RESPONSE Given the uncertainty ol oblaining an off-take apreement and, thus,
an operations date, NRG has not yet re-engaged n negotiations
with Algonquin or Tennessee for gas transport.




NRG Encergy, [ne. Data Request CSC NRG-]
CSC Docket o, 37083 Dated: May 29, 2009
Q-CSC-13
Page 1 of 1
Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from CSC

QUESTION Were wetland areas created following approval of the Meriden
Project? Have these wetlands been monitored to maintain quality?
[Docket 190 FOF # 76] [f so, provide documentation.

RESPONSE: No wetlands were created following the approval of the project
NRG, however has been monitoring existing wetlands on a
monthly basis '




NRG Enerpy, Inc. : [Data Request CSC-NRG-1
CSC Docket No. 370B Dated: May 29, 2009
(Q-CSC-14
Page 1 of |
Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from  CSC

QUESTION Since construction was not completed, were soil and erosion
controls lefi in place to prevent sedimentation in vernal pool areas”
How was this maintamed?

RESPONSE: In the area of the vernal pool, erosion controls were put in place
and maintained during construction. The area has since reforested
naturallv and additional erosion controi measures are not required.
This area 15 mspected monthly as part of NRG’s sile inspection

- plan and there have been no 1ssues




NRG Energy. Inc.

CSC Dockel No. 3708 Dated. May 29,2009

Witnesses NRG Panel

Request from  (SC

QUESTION:

RESPONSE

Data Request CSC-NRG-1

(Q-CSC-135
Page 1 of 1

Flave air-ennssions standards changed since the approval of the
Menden faciity?

Yes, the DEP now requires the use of uftra Jow sulfur distillate {or
kerosene) (“ULSD™) which contains no more than 15 parts per
milion (“ppm™) sulfur rather than the use of 500 ppm sulfur -
disullate that is allowed m the current air permits NRG has
applied for a revision to the air permits to mcorporate the use of
ULSD. Additionally, DEP now requires ambient air modeling for
fine particulates (“PM2.5”) to show compliance with the ambient
PM2.5 standards  This modeling has been performed for the
Meriden Project and the results have been forwarded to the DEP.
The results show compliance with the ambient standards. Finally,
DEP now requires a lower atlowable ammonia slip than the
ammonia slip fevels n the current atr permits. NRG has proposed
lowering the current permitted levels of 10 ppm for natural gas or
liquid fuel to 2 ppm for natural gas firing and 5 ppm for liquid fuel
firing.




NRG Energy, Inc.

Data Request CSC-NRG-1

CSC Docket No, 3708 Dated: May 29, 2009

Q-CSC-16
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from:  CSC

QUESTION

RESPONSE-

Would NO, offsets still be required for the facility? [Docket 190
FOF #83]

The NOy offsets that were purchased in order to obtain the initial
air pernnis by the Original Sponsor were (ransferred to NRG ag
part ol its acquisition of the Project. These offsets are stll valid
for the Project and, therefore, no additional offsets are needed




NRG Energy, Inc.

Data Request CSC-NRG-1

CSC Docket No. 3708 Dated. May 29, 2009

Q-CS8C-17
Page 1 of i

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CSC

QUESTION

RESPONSE

Why was notification of thus docket {Docket 370B). only provided
1o the City of Meriden as an abutting property owner? How has
NRG notified all abutting landowners listed in the original
application?

As desciibed n the Council’s Findings of Fact, dated April 27,
1999, in Docket No. 190, the 36-acre site of the Meriden Project
was originally lecated within an 821-acre parcel of land cwned and
controlled by the Original Sponsor. The Council’s Findings of
Fact further noted that the Original Sponsor had agreed to transfer
approxunately 700 acres of the 821-acre parcel to the City of
Menden and the Town of Berlin by way of deed. As the
subsequent owner of the Meriden Project, NRG fulfilled its
obligation w transfer such acreage to the City of Menden and the
Town of Berlin in 2006 As a resuli of these transfers, the Site 1s
now surrounded exclusively by land owned by the City of
Meriden. NRG's outside counsel confirmed that the City of
Meriden is the sole abutiing property owner of the Site by
examining the land records maintained by the City of Meriden
Clerk's Office.




NRG Energy, Inc.

Data Request CSC-NRG-1

CSC Docket No. 37013 Dated May 29, 2009

Q-CSC-18
Page 1 of 1

Wilnesses NRG Panel

Request from.  CSC

QUESTION:

RESPONSE

According to Tab D of the Docket 370B applicalion, public notice
was only published in the Hartford Courani. Why was notice not
published in the Meriden (Record-Journal) or Berln (The New
Britain Heradd and Berlin Citizen) newspapers?

Section 16-304-1 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies,
requires notice of an application to be published “in a newspaper
or newspapers having general circulation in each municipality
wherein any portion of any proposed facility or alternate thereto is
to be located.” The Hariford Courant is a newspaper having a
general circulation in both the City of Meriden and the Town of
Berlin. Thus, NRG's publication of the NRG Application solely in
the Mariford Courant satisfied the Council’s regulations,
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Co.
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Robert E. Carberry, Manager
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P.O. Box 270 ‘
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Northeast Utilities Service Company
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Lawrence J, Kendzior, City Manager
Meriden City Hall
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Party
(granted on
April 7, 2009)

U8, Mail
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The United Oluminating Company
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The United Hluminating Company
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Bruce L. McDermott
Wiggin and Dana LLP
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C:DOCKETSII0GavIee Lin & Mofiewn! Sivis I TIARRSLDOC




g e o e i N TR Pap—

Date:  May 20, 2004 Docket No, 370
Page 6
LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST
Docuinent Status Holder Representative

Status Granted

Service

(name, address & phene number)

{name, address & phone number)

Intervenor

(if granted on -

June 4, 2009

E-Mail

[€] U.S Mail

The Connecticut Encrgy Advisory
Board {CEARB)

Michele S. Riverso

Assistant Attorney General

1¢ Frapklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

(8607 827-2683
Michele.riverso@po.state.ctus

CEAB

¢/o Gretchen Deans
CERC

805 Brook Street, Bldg. 4
Rocky Hill, CT 06067
(R60) 571-7147
odeans@eerc.com

Party
(if granted on
June 4, 2009)

[ B-Mail

B U.S. Mail
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT 06051

Phone: {(360) 827-2935 Fax: (860) 827-2950
E-Mail: siting.council@ct.gov
Internet: ct.gov/cse

Daniel F. Caruso

Chairman
March 4, 2011
TO: - Parties and Intervenors
FROM: - Linda Roberts, Executive Ditector ,f{ ;{/’ S
o -
RE: BDOCKET NO. 190A — Meriden Gas Turbines, LILC Certificate of

Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the construction, maintenance,
and operation of a 530 MW combined cycle generating plant in Meriden,
Connecticut. Reopening of this docket pursnant to Connecticut General Statutes
§ 4-181a(b) limited to Council consideration of changed conditions and of the
attachment of conditiony to the cestificate consistent with the findings and
recommendations in the Final Repoit issued by the Kleen Energy Plant
Investigation Review Panel (Nevas Commissicn) and the findings and
recommendations in the Executive Report issued by the Thomas Commission.

By its Decision and Order dated March 3, 2011, the Connecticut Siting Council (Council)
approved modifications to the April 27, 1999 Decigion and Order for Docket No. 190 to include
the attachment of conditions to the Certificate consistent with the findings and recommendations
of the Kleen Energy Plant Investigation Review Panel (Nevas Commission) Final Report of June
3, 2010 and the Thomas Commission Executive Report of September 21, 2010.

Enclosed are the Council’s Findings of Fact, Opinion, and Decision and Order.

LR/CMW/laf

Enclosures (3)

¢: State Documents Libratian
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT )
s8. New Britain, Connecticut
COUNTY OF HARTFORD )

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the Findings of Fact, Opinion,

and Decision and Order issued by the Connecticut Siting Council, State of Connecticut.

ATTEST:

\ .
LUl ﬁ&\gx ite s
Linda Roberts
Executive Director

Connecticut Siting Council

I certify that a copy of the Findings of Fact, Opinion, and Decision and Order in Docket Na.
190A has been forwarded by Certified First Class Return Receipt Requested mzil, on March 4,
2011, to all parties and intervenors of record as listed on the attached service list, dated March 2,
2011. ' '

ATTEST:

# Lisa Fontaine
Fiscal Administrative Officer
Connecticut Siting Council
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DOCKET NO. 198A — Meriden Gas Turbines, LLC Certificate of  } Connecticut
Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the construction, .
maintenaince, and operation of a 530 MW combined cycle } Siting
generating plant in Meriden, Connecticut. Reopening of this docket
pursuaint to Connecticut General Statutes § 4-181a(b) limited to 3
Council consideration of changed conditions and of the attachment March 3, 2011
of conditions to the certificate consistent with the findings and

recommendations in the Final Report issued by the Kleen Energy

Plant Investigation Review Panel (Nevas Commission) and the

findings and recommendations in the Executive Report issued by the

Thomas Commission,

Council

Findings of Fact

Idroduction

On April 27, 1999, the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) granted a Certificate of Environmental -
Compatibility and Public Need (Certificate) to PDC-El Paso Meriden LLC for the construction, operation and
maintenance of a 530-megawatt (MW) combined-cycle electric generating facility in Meriden, Connecticut.
In 2001, NRG Energy, Inc. (NRG) through Meriden Gas Turbines (MGT) becatne the owner of the Meriden
Facility. (NRG 1, p. 1; record)

Condition (7} of the Council’s Decision and Crder (D&O) in this docket stated that the D&O would be void if
the project construoction were not completed within four vears of the date of the D&O or within four years of
the resclution of all associated appeals. The original deadline for construction of the project was Aprii 27,
2003. The Council has since granted NRG two extensions of the construction deadline with a current
construction deadline of April 27, 2011. (NRG 1,p. 1)

On July 7, 2010, the Council received a request from NRG seeking a five-year extension of the construction
deadline to April 27, 2016 to allow NRG to obtain funding for the project and complete construction. (NRG

Lpp 1,2)

On July 15, 2010, the Council voted to reopen the proceeding on changed conditions under Connecticut
General Statutes (C.G.S.) § 4-181a(b) specifically limited to consideration of changed conditions and to the
attachment of conditions to MGT’s Certificate consistent with the findings and recommendations contained in
the Final Report issued by the Kleen Energy Plant Investigation Review Panel. (record)

Pursuant to C.G.S. § 16-30m, the Council, after giving due notice thereof, held a public hearing on August 24,
2010, beginning at 2:05 p.m. at the Council’s office, 10 Franklin Square, New Britain, Connecticut.
{Council's Hearing Notice dated July 23, 2010; Transcript I, 08/24/10, 2:05 p.m. [Tr. 1], p. 3)

On September 21, 2010, the Thomas Commission issued an Executive Report that included recommendations
for regulatory changes that could be accomplished by executive order, state legislation and/or the adoption of
regulations. (Council Administrative Notice Item 40)

On September 22, 2010, Governor Rell issued Executive Order No. 45, banning the use of flammable gas for
“oag blows” in Connecticut. {Council Administrative Notice [tem 48)

On October 7, 2010, the Council reopened the evidentiary portion of this hearing to include the
recommendations contained in the Executive Report issued by the Thomas Commission. (Council E/T
meeting minutes, October 7, 2010).
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16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21,

22,

NRG would agree to comply with DPH recommendations, with the exception of recommendation (d)
regarding NFPA 54 and recommendation (e) regarding OSHA standards because these standards are not
written for power generation and adopting them into construction procedures could be problematic. (DPH
comments dated August 12, 2010, p. 2; Tr. 1, p. 18)

The following state agencies did not file wriften comment on the reopened proceeding: DOT, DEP, CEQ,
DPUC, OPM, DECD, DOAg, DEMHS, DPS, DOL, DCP, DPW. (Record)

Kleer Enersy Plant Investigation Review Panel (Nevas Commission)

On February 7, 2010, there was an explosion at the Kleen Energy Systems, LLC facility (Kleen facility) in
Middletown, Connecticut. The explosion was due to the release and ignition of natural gas from a process

“used to clean the natural gas pipeline using high quantities of natural gas, a procedure known as a “gas blow.”

(Council Admin. Notice 38, pp. 1, 2)

After the explosion, Governor M. Jodi Rell established a comumzission, the Kleen Energy Plant Investigation
Review Panel, chaired by Judge Alan Nevas (the “Nevas Commission”), that included representatives of the
DEP, DOL, Connecticut State Police (including the State Fire Marshal and the Office of the State Building
Inspector), DCP, and the DPUC, to identify the cause and origin of the explosion. (Council Administrative
Notice [tem 38) '

The findings of the Nevas Commission were to be applied by a second, separate commission established by
the Governor, the Thomas Commission, whose charge was to recommend any necessary specific legislative
or regulatory changes to prevent such an event from oceurring again, (Council Administrative Notice Item
37; Council Administrative Notice Item 44)

On June 3, 2010, the Nevas Commission issued a Final Report titled “Governor’s Commission Re: Kleen
Energy Explosion — Final Report.” The Final Report included findings and recommendations regarding pipe
cleaning procedures used at the Kleen facility and recommended that the Council review all gas-fired
baseload power plants within its jurisdiction, including those that have already been permitted. In addition,
the report included an analysis of existing regulations concerning such activities and recommended changes to
regulatory criteria to prevent such an event in the future. {Council Admin. Notice 38)

The United States Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board (USCSB), an independent federal agency,
also investigated the cause of the explosion and developed its own set of recommendations to prevent similar
accidents. The USCSB issued its final report on Jume 28, 2010, One of the recommendations of the USCSB
is 1o ban the use of flammable gas that is released into the atmosphere as a pipe ¢leaning procedure at power

~ plants. (Council Admin. Notice 39)
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Nevas Commission Findings

23. The Nevas Commission {indings are:

a.

c.

“The Commission finds that the February 7, 2010 explosion was the product of a process used to
clean a natural gas pipeline using large quantities of natural gas that came inte contact with an
ignition source known as a gas blow”;

“The Commission finds that, although the Kleen Energy construction project was heavily regulated
by a variety of agencies, no agency regulated the process used — or any process that might be used
such as gas purging —to clean the natural gas pipeline that was the source of the explosion™; and
“The Commission finds, and recommends to the Thomas Panel, that there are significant regulatory
steps that should be taken to ensure that the events of February 7, 2010 are not repeated.”

(Council Administrative Notice Ttem 38)

24. The Nevas Commission Final Report suggested that the Thomas Commission should examine the following
areas pertaining to natural gas blows:

a.

b.

“Determine whether any other state or federal agency has developed regulatory structure applicable to
natural gas pipeline cleaning”;

“Consult with industry experts to determine which methods of gas blowing are used and/or
recommended, and identify the advantages and disadvantages of each method”;

“Identify the agency, or agencies, best snited to regulate the gas blow process”;

“Recommend the level of training and expertise necessary for that agency to effectively establish and
enforce necessary cleaning regulations™;

“(Consider recommending that the Connecticut Siting Council impose safety conditions upon any
entity constructing a power plant that will employ the gas blow cleaning process”;

“Consider recommending that the Connecticut Department of Consumer Protection and/or the
Connecticut Department of Labor identify, if appropriate, special licensing, credentials, and/or
training for those assigned to effect power plant gas blows in Connecticut. Further, consider
recommending that the latter agencies address whether work schedule limitations are appropriate for
those assigned to perform power plant gas blows in Connecticut”™; and

consider the establishment of regulations concerning natural gas blow procedures.

(Councll Administrative Notice ltem 38)

25. The Nevas Commission Final Report contained a statement by Judge Nevas to the Council urging that the
Council attach conditions to Kleen’s Certificate that a) address the findings of the Nevas Commission; and b)
incorporate any more specific recommendations made by the Thomas Panel. (Council Administrative Notice
Ttem 38)

26. Addltlonally, Judge Nevas suggested the following:

a.

..a coordination council consisting of pertinent state agenaes be assembled to share information
durmg the course of construction of a large power facility. The Siting Council might serve as the
coordinating entity using its ‘changed conditions’ authority if concerns arise that there is a pattern of
violations during construction™;

“The Siting Council should review this report and ultimately the Thomas Commission report to
determine whether its ‘changed conditions’ authority would enable it to review all power plants
within its jurisdiction to determine whether such plants warrant further attention”; and

«_..the Thomas Commission solicit comments and input from the Siting Couneil as to how the Siting
Council might address concerns relative to gas-fired baseload power plant facilities that have been
permitted in the past and the records which are now closed.”

(Council Administrative Notice ftem 38)
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Thomas Commission Findings

27. The Thomas Commission was chaired by Commissioner James M. Thomas of the DPS and included ihe

28.

29,

30,

31.

following members: Edward Badamo, Fire Chief of the Middietown Scuth Fire District; Karl Baker, designee
for Chairman Kevin M. DelGobbo of the DFUC and Supervisor of the Gas Pipeline Safety Unit; Dr. Vishm
Khade, design engineer of the DPW, John Olsen, President of the AFL/CIO; John Parker, Chief Building
Inspector of Middletown; Robert Ross, Director of the Division of Fire, Emergency and Building Services;
and Bruce J. Spiewak of the American Institute of Architects. (Council Administrative Notice Ttem 40)

At the meeting of the Thomas Commission keld on August 10, 2010, Kevin M. DelGobbo, Chairman of the
DPUC stated that the Nevas Comumission made the following three determinations:
a. “The February 7, 2010 explosion was the product of a process used to clean a natural gas pipeline
_using large quantities of natural gas that came into contact with an ignition source known in the
industry as a ‘gas blow™;

b. “Although the Kleen construction project was heavily regulated by a variety of agencies, no agency
regulated the process used — or any process that might be used such as gas purging — to clean the
natural gas pipeline that was the source of the explosion™;

¢. Recommendations to the Thomas Panel “that there are significant regulatory steps that should be
taken to ensure that the events of February 7, 2010 are not repeated.”

(Council Administrative Notice Item 40)

At the meeting of the Thomas Commission held on August 24, 2010, Manuel R. Gomez, Director of
Recommendations from the USCSB, testified that there are no standards and limited guidance regarding
safely cleaning fuel gas piping. (Council Administrative Notice Item 40)

At the meeting of the Thomas Commission held on September 14, 2010, James J. Murphy, member of the
Council, testified that the Council has the authority, on its own motion, to medify the Certificates of power
plant facilities at any time on a finding of changed conditions pursuant to C.G.S. §4-181a(b). Mr. Murphy
also recommended statutory changes to include the DEMHS, DPS, DOL, DCP, and DPW as additional
agencies with which the Council must consult and sclicit comments from when an application for an electric
generating facility is received by the Council. {Council Administrative Notice Ttem 40)

Also at the Thomas Commission meeting of September 14, 2010, the DPS Division of Fire, Emergency and
Building Services testified to specific recommendations for adoption of the 2010 Edition of the National Fire
Protection Association (NFPA) 37, adoption of the 2009 Edition of NFPA 54 including Temporary Interim
Amendment (TTA) 09-3, adoption of American Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME) B31, including a
requirement that the Council require the owner to hire a special inspector for the inspection of piping installed
in accordance with ASME B31, amendments to the Fire Prevention Code, C.G.S. §29-291a and adoption of
the 2010 edition of NFPA 850. (Council Administrative Notice ltem 40)
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32. The Executive Report issued by the Thomas Commission contains the following Final Recommendations:

a. “The use of flammable gases to conduct ‘gas blows’ should be banned in Connecticut,
at least until such time as there are accepted national standards published and in place™;
b. “...requirement of special inspectors, development of safety plans and payment of cost by
power plant applicant™;
c. Assembly of a “Coordinating Council” for future power plant applications;
d. Attachment of conditions to certificates issued by the Siting Council that include a ban
on flammable gas blows and compliance with certain code recommendations;
e. Review of existing power plants by the Siting Council to modify final decisions of
power plants within its jurisdiction to determine whether such plants warrant reopening for
consideration of the Nevas and Thomas Commission recommendations;
f. Adoptlon of the following codes and regulations by the DPS:

i, Amend the Flammable & Combustible Liquids Code, C.G.S. §29-320 to adopt the 2010 Edition.
of NFPA 37, “Standard for the Installation and Use of Stationary Combustion Engines and Gas
Twrbines”;,

ii. ‘Amend the Gas Equipment and Piping Code, C.G.S. §29-329 to adopt the 2009 Edition of NFPA
54, “National Fuel Gas Code,” including Temporary Interim Amendment 09-3 and, by
Connecticut amendment, remove the exception regarding fuel gas piping at eleciric utility power
plants; and adopt ASME Standard B3 1, “Code for Pressure Piping,” including mandatory
compliance with Appendices 1V and V of ASME B31.1 for newly constructed electric utility
power plants;

iti. Amend the Connecticut Fire Prevention Code adopted pursuant to C.G.S. §29-291a to add new
sections in the Hazardous Materials Chapter regarding “Gas Piping Cleaning Operations™;

tv. Amend the Fire Prevention Code adopted pursuant to C.G.S. §29-291a to delete and revisc
sections 29-291a-2(a) and (b) regarding “Relationship to State Fire Safety and Building Codes™
and adopt the requirements of the 2010 Edition of NFPA 850 “Fire Protection for Electric
Generating Plants and Fligh Voltage Current Converter Stations™; and

g. Adopt legislation to provide for payment into a code training fund by any power
plant applicant who is required to obtain Siting Council approval.
{Council Adminristrative Notice Item 40)

Meriden Plant - Gas Pipeline System

33. NRG would use an external compressed air system to clean the natural gas pipeline at its Meriden facility.

34,

35,

The “air blow” process involves using equipment to blow out the pipeline multiple times until a target placed
at the outlet indicates minimal debris is left in the line, within the specifications of the gas turbine
manufacturer. Equipment will be temporarily brought to the site, including an air-compresser, air receiver
tank, and a quick-opening valve at the end of the line, (NRG 2, R. 1) :

The air blow process would be performed by an air blow contractor, who would be under the supervision of
the NRG/MGT Commissioning Manager and other members of the project team. (NRG 2, R.2)

NRG wonld typically insert a cleaning device in the line as a first step to remove large debris from the pipe.
Air blow of the line would still be required to clean the pipe up fo standards. (Tr, 1, p. 29)
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36.

Safety measures established during pipe cleaning would follow a Job Hazard Analysis plan. All on-site
personnel would be notified of the activity. The area around the pipe exit would be framed in plywood and
personnel would be cleared from the area to avoid injury and equipment damage from the cleaning process.

- Also, all personnel would have to use hearing protection due to expected high noise levels during the air blow

37

38.
39,
40,

41,

43.
44.

45.

process, (NRG 2, R. 3)

The cost of the air blow method versus the cost of the gas blow methed is a function of the initial cleanliness
of the pipe. Costs associated with the air blow include the rental of the equipment and the time it takes to do
the work, whereas costs associated with a gas blow process include the cost of the natural gas to be used for
cleaning and the supervision. Therefore, the more cleaning a pipeline requires the more expensive the gas
blow method would be. (Tr. 1, p. 13)

The air blow cleaning process typically requires 150 to 250 pounds per square inch. (Tr. 1,p. 15)

Once the gas pipeline is cleaned and in place, there would be no need to clean that pipeline again. Additional
pipeline cleaning would only be needed in any new or replaced section of the pipeline. (Tr. 1, p. 15)

NRG would be required to clean the entire one-mile length of gas pipeline between the tie-in with the
interstate gas pipeline and the isolation point of the Meriden Plant. (Tr. 1, p. 17)

During construction of previous power generation projects, NRG met with the fire marshal of the
municipality and explained the process for cleaning the pipelines using air. The fire marshal notified all
nearby landowners of the upcoming pipe cleaning event with an autemated telephone message. (Ir. 1, pp. 41,
42)

. The Meriden NRG Facility is completely fenced-in, with security patrolling the property. A log is kept of

people entering and exiting the facility. Once the Facility is operational, it will be a fully manned plant. (Tr.
2, pp. 13, 14, 25)

NRG would hire a safety manager to be present cn-site. The safety maneger would have the authority to shut
down construction zt the site if there were an unsafe condition. (1r. 1, p. 58)

NRG currently does not have an emergency response or safety plan for the Meriden Plant. NRG would
submit such a plan to the Council if so ordered. (Tr. 2, pp. 12, 13)

NRG would be willing to set up a reverse 911 type system to alert people in the surrounding area of activities
at the Facility. (Tr. p. 14) ,



DOCKET NO. 190A — Meriden Gas Twrbines, LI.C Certificate of } Connecticut
Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the construction,

maintenance, and operation of a 530 MW combined cycle generating } ' Siting
plant in Meriden, Connecticut. Reopening of this docket porsuant to

Connecticut General Statutes § 4-18lalb) limited to Council } Couneil
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conditions to the certificate consistent with the findings and March 3, 2011

recommendations in the Final Report issued by the Kleen Energy
Plant Investigation Review Panel (Nevas Commission) and the
findings and recommendations in the Executive Report issued by the
Thomas Commissicn.

Opinpion

On April 29, 1999, the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) granted a Certificate of Environmental
Compatibility and Public Need (Certificate) to PDC-El Paso Meriden LLC for the construction, operation and
maintenance of a 330-megawatt (MW) combined-cycle electric generating facility in Meriden, Cannecticut,
n 2001, NRG Energy, Inc. (NRG) through Meriden Gas Tutbines (MGT) became the owner of the facility.

On July 15, 2010, the Council voted to reopen the proceeding on changed conditions under Connecticut
General Statutes (C.G.S.) § 4-181a(b) specifically limited to consideration of changed conditions and the
attachment of conditions to MGT’s Certificate consistent with the findings and recommendations contained in
the Final Report issued by the Kleen Energy Plant Investigation Review Panel Final Report issued on June 3,
2010. On September 21, 2010, the Thomas Commission issued an Executive Report, which was included in
the reopening of this proceeding.

Kleen Energy Plant [nvestigation Review Panel (Nevas Commission) and the Thomas Commission

On February 7, 2010, there was an explosion at the Kleen Energy Systems, LLC poWer plant facility in
Middletown, Connecticut caused by the release and combustion of natural gas that was being used to clean
natural gas piping at the facility, a procedure known as a “gas blow.”

After the explosion, Governor M. Jodi Rell established a commission, the Kleen Energy Plant Investigation
Revisw Panel, chaired by Judge Alan Nevas (the “Nevas Commission™), to identity the cause and origin of
the explosion and to provide information necessary for a sccond panel, the Thomas Commission, to provide
recommendations for legislative and regulatory changes. On June 3, 2010, the Nevas Commission issued its
Final Report, which included an analysis of existing regulations concerning the “cleaning” or “blowing” of
natural gas pipelines and recommended changes to regulatory criteria for consideration by the Thomas
Commission to prevent the recurrence of such an explosion.

The specific findings of the Nevas Commission are as follows:

a.  “The Commission finds that the February 7, 2010 explosion was the product of a process used to
clean a natural gas pipeline using large quantities of natural gas that came into contact with an
ignition source known as a gas blow”;

b,  “The Commission finds that, although the Kleen Energy construction project was heavily regulated
by a variety of agencies, no agency regulated the process used — or any process that might be used
such as gas purging - to clean the natural gas pipeline that was the source of the explosion”; and

¢.  “The Commission finds, and recommends to the Thomas Panel, that there are significant regulatory
steps that should be taken to ensure that the events of February 7, 2010 are not repeated.”
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On September 21, 2010, the Thomas Commission issued an Executive Report that included recommendations
for regulatory changes that can be accomplished by executive order, state legislation or adoption of
regulations.

The Executive Report issued by the Thomas Commission contains the following Final Recommendations:

a. “The vse of flammable gases to conduct ‘gas blows’ should be banned in Connecticut, at least until such
time as there are accepted national standards published and in place™;

b. “...requirement of special inspectors, development of safety plans and payment of cost by
power plant applicant”;

¢. Assembly of a “Coordinating Council™ for firture power plant applications;

é. Attachment of conditions to certificates issued by the Siting Council that include a ban on flammable
gas blows and compliance with certain code recommendations;

e. Review of existing power plants by the Siting Council to modify final decisions of power plants within
its jurisdiction to determine whether such plants warrant reopening for consideration of the Nevas and
Thomas Commission recominendations; '

f. Adoptlon of the fotlowing codes and regulations by the Connecticut Department of Public Safety:

i.  Amend the Flammable & Combustible Liquids Code, C.(G.8. §29-320 to adopt the 2010
Edition of NFPA 37, “Standard for the Installation and Use of Staticnary Combustion
Engines and Gas Turbines™; '

fi. Amend the Gas Equipment and Piping Code, C.G.S. §29-329 to adopt the 2009 Edition of
NFPA 54, *“National Fuel Gas Code,” including Temporary Tnterim Amendment 09-3 and, by
Connecticut amendment, remove the exception regarding fuel gas piping at electric utility
power plants; and adopt ASME Standard B31, “Code for Pressure Piping” including
mandatory compliance with Appendices IV and V of ASME B31.1 for newly-constructed
electric utility power plants; '

iii. Amend the Connecticut Fire Prevention Code adopted pursuant to C.G.S. §29-291ato add
new sections in the Hazardous Materials Chapter regarding “Gas Piping Cleaning
Operations™;

iv. Amend the Fire Prevention Code adopted pursuant to C.G.S. §29-291a to delete and revise
sections 29-291a-2(a) and (b) regarding “Relationship to State Fire Safety and Building
Codes™ and adopt the requirements of the 2010 Edition of NFPA 850 “Fire Protection for
Electric Generating Plants and High Voliage Current Converter Stations™; and

g. Adopt legislation to provide for payment into a code training fund by any power plant applicant who is
required to obtain Siting Council approval.

In its review of the Nevas Commissicn and Thomas Corunission findings and recommendations, the Council
must consider the limits of its jurisdiction. Jurisdiction over electric generating facilities is conferred upon
the Council pursuant to the Public Utility Environmental Standards Act (PUESA). PUESA does not charge
the Council with any authority to impose or enforce cccupational safety and hazard standards and regulations.
The Council recognizes that the tragic accident that occurred at the Kleen facility is an isolated incident with
unique circumstances. In the event of a future incident, the Council will consider the adoption of any specific
findings and recommendations of any Commissions that may be appointed by the Governor in Tesponse fo
such an incident,

Notwithstanding its statutory jurisdictional limitations, the Council has considered changed conditions in this
docket. Upon review of the Nevas Commission findings and recommendations concerning gas blows; the
Thomas Commission recommendations regarding banning gas blows, assembly of a “Coordinating Council”
for future power plant applications, and adoption of certain fire codes; and a recommendation by the United
States Chemical Safety Board to prohibit natural gas blows during power plant construction, the Council finds
changed conditions in industry practices specifically pertaining to the gas pipe cleaning process.
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Based on the changed conditions in this proceeding, the Council will attach conditions to the Docket 190
Decision and Order in accordance with the Nevas Commission and Thomas Commission recommendations.



DOCKET NO. 190A — Meriden Gas Turbines, LLC Certificate of } ' Conneclicut
Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the construction,

majntenance, and operation of a 530 MW combined cycle generating } Siting
plant in Meriden, Connecticut. Reopening of this docket pursuant to
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Final Report issued by the Kleen Energy Plant Investigation Review
Panel (Nevas Commission) and the findings and recommendations in
the Executive Report issued by the Thomas Commission.

Decision and Order

In response to recommendations contained within the Kleen Energy Plant Investigation Review Panel
(Nevas Commission) Final Report of June 3, 2010 and the Thomas Commission Executive Report of
September 21, 2010, the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) hereby modifies its Docket No. 190
Decision and Order of April 27, 1999, to include the following additional conditions:

8. The use of natural gas as a fuel pipeline/system cleaning media for any future facility modification
shall be prohibited.

9. The Certificate Holder shall submit the following information to the Council 15-days prior to any
future fuel pipeline/system cleaning operations related to any future facility modification:

a. Identification of the cleaning media to be used, ' '

b. Tdentification of any known hazards through use of the cleaning media;

¢. Description of how known hazards will be mitigated, including identification of any applicable
state or federal regulations concerning hazard mitigation measures for such mediz;

d. Identification and description of accepted industry practices or relevant regulations concerning
the proper use of such media;

e. Detailed specifications (narratives/drawings) indicating the location and procedures to be nsed
during the pipe cleaning process, including any necessary worker safety exclusion zones;

f. Tdentification of the contractor or personnel performing the work, including a description of past
project experience and the level of training and qualifications necessary for performance of the
worlg,

g. Contact information for a special inspector hired by the Certificate Holder wheo is a Connecticut
Registered Bngineer with specific knowledge and experience regarding electric generating
facilities or a National Board of Boiler and Pressure Vessel Inspector and written approval of
such special inspector by the local fire marshat and building inspector; and

h. Certification of notice regarding pipe cleaning operations to all state agencies listed in General
Statutes § 16-30j(h) and to the Departmeni of Censumer Protection, Department of Labor,
Department of Public Safety, Department of Public Works, and the Department of Emergency
Management and Homeland Security.
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10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The Certificate Holder shalt submit a copy of an Emergency Response/Safety Plan within 90 days of

the date of this decision that identifies any revisions since the initial filing of the Development and

Management Plan, if applicable, and that includes, but is not limited to the following:

a. A description of the results of any simulated emergency response activitics with any state andfor
local emergency response officials;

b. Details of the current construction site access system that accounts for all personnel entering and
leaving facility; and

c. Dstablishment of an emergency responder/local community notification system for on-site
emergencies and planned construction-related activities that could cause community alarm. The
system shall include- notification to the following: local emergency responders, city or town
officials, state legislators, and local residents who wish to participate.

The Cettificate Holder shall comply with the following codes and standards, as adopted and amended
by the Department of Public Safety and/or the Authority Having Jurisdiction, for any future fuel
pipeline/system cleaning operations related to any firture facility modification:

NEPA 37 (2010 edition);

NEPA 54 (2009 edition);

NFPA 54 Temporary Interim Amendment 09-3 (August 25,2010y

NEPA 850 (2010 edition);

NFPA 850 Temporary Interim Amendment 10-2 (November 9, 20103,

ASME B31 (2007); and

ASME B31.1 Appendices IV and V (2007).

e he e op

The Certificate Holder or facility owner/operator shall remit timely payments associated with annnal
assessinents and invoices submitted by the Council for expenses attributable to the facility under
Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50v,

The Certificate may be transferred in accordance with Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50k(b), provided both the
Certificate Holder/transferor and the transferee are current with payments to the Council for their
respective annual assessments and invoices under Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50v. In addition, both the
Certificate Holder/transferor and the transferee shall provide the Council a written agreement as to the
eniity responsible for any quarterly assessment charges under Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50v(b){2) tha.t
may be associated with this facility.

Not less than 30 days in advance, the Certificate Holder or facility owner/operator shall provide the
Council with written notice that the facility plans to cease operation.

If the Certificate Holder is a wholly owned subsidiary of a corporation or other entity and is
sold/transferred to another corporation or other entity, the Council shali be notified of such sale
and/or transfer and of amy change in contact information for the individual or representative
responsible for management and operations of the Certificate Holder within 30 days of the sale and/or

transfer,

We hereby direct that a copy of the Findings of Faet, Opinion, and Decision and Order be served on each
person listed below, and notice of issuance published in The Hartford Courant, New Britain Herald, and
the Record-Journal.

By this Decision and Order, the Council disposes of the legal rights, duties, and privileges of each party
named ot admitted to the proceeding in accordance with Section 16-50j-17 of the Regulations of
Connecticut State Agencies.
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The parties and intervenors to this proceeding are:

. Applicant Its Representatives
Meriden Gas Turbines, LLC Andrew W. Lord, Esq.
Murtha Cullina LLP

CityPlace I, 185 Asylum Street
Hartford, CT 06103-3469

Raymond G. Long

Director, Government Affair
NRG Energy, Inc.
Middletown Station

P.O. Box 1001

1866 River Road
Middletown, CT 06457

Jonathan Milley

Vice President, NE Region
NRG Erergy, Inc.

211 Carnegie Cenfer
Princeton, NJ 08540

NRG Energy. Inc.

cfo Julie L. Friedberg, Senior Counsel — NE
211 Carnegie Center

Princeton, NI 08340

Intervenor Its Representative

The Connecticut Light and Power Company Stephen Gibelli, Esq.
: Assoclate General Counsel
The Connecticut Light & Power Company
P.O. Box 270
Hartford, CT 06141-0270

John R. Morissette, Manager

Manager - Transmission Siting and Permitting
The Connecticut Light & Power Company
P.O. Box 270

Hartford, CT 06141-0270

Christopher R. Bérnard

Manager, Regulatory Policy (Transmission)
The Connecticut Light & Power Company
P.O. Box 270

Hartford, CT 06141-0270
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Intervenor

Rivers Alliance of Connecticut/
Farmington River Watershed Association

Party

Quinnipiac River Watershed Association

Its Representative

Eric Hammerling, President
Rivers Alliance of Connecticut
P.0. Box 1797

Litchfield, CT 06759

Kevin Case

Farmington River Watershed Association
749 Hopmeadow Street

Simsbury, CT 06070

Tts Representative

Mary Mushinsky

Executive Director

Quinnipiac River Watershed Association
P.O. Box 2825

Meriden, CT 06450



CERTIFICATTION

The undersigned members of the Connecticut Siting Council {Council) hereby certify that they
have heard this case, or read the record thereof, in DOCKET NO. 190A — Meriden Gas
Turbines, L1.C Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the construction,
maintenance, and operation of a 530 MW combined cycle generating plant in Meriden,
Connecticut. Reopening of this docket pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes § 4-181a(b)
limited to Council consideration of changed conditions and of the attachiment of conditions to the
certificate consistent with the findings and recommendations in the Final Report issued by the
Kleen Energy Plant Investigation Review Panel (Nevas Commission) and the findings and
recommendations in the Executive Report issued by the Thomas Commission., and voted as
follows to modify its Docket No. 190 Decision and Order of April 27, 1999, to include the
additional conditions in response to the Nevas and Thomas Commission Recommendations:

Conncil Members Vote Cast

O ¥ oo & ' v

Daniel F Camso Chairman

///CO/O-LJ\ Yes

Colin C. Tait, Vice Chairmdn

1y _./'\‘ !},? {r y ’
L ¥ \’7 e Yes

Commissioner Kevin M. DéGobbo
Designee: Larry P, v’e/squef\

/fg’:;’;%{éﬁ, fL{’(:g,ﬁ.ftﬁﬂ/[”i‘l \ | Yes

Acting Commissioner Susan Frechette
‘ Des1gnee Brian Golembwwﬂ(l

C\-—. ...... msramenrine r‘.fm, :.fjﬂ /I ‘ fﬁ‘//ﬁ Yes

Philip T. As

wwdﬁﬂ/M

Damel P. Lynch, Jr.

Jm, / 21/;1 ' Yes

}’aﬁnes] M h

Yes

Yes

Dated at New Britain, Connecticut, March 3, 2011,
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