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TESTIMONY OF THE HONORABLE SCOTT R. LINGENFELTER,

FIRST SELECTMAN, TOWN OF SUFFIELD

My name is Scott R. Lingenfelter.  I am the First Selectman of the Town of Suffield.  I offer this testimony to bring to the attention of the Siting Council the concerns of the Suffield Board of Selectmen, and of many individuals in town who will be affected by the Greater Springfield Reliability Project currently before the Council.

From the Town of Suffield’s perspective, the proposal by NRG Energy appears to be the most beneficial as it would not require the construction of any additional power lines within our Town.  Given the huge impact that such construction would have on some of the residents of Suffield, together with the impact that it would have on the Metacomet Trail, and on wildlife in the area as well, it would be preferable not to require the substantial upgrades proposed by CL&P.  Should, however, the NRG Energy proposal not be acceptable to the Siting Council and the GSRP be the preferred and approved plan, the town of Suffield has reservations with the plan as it is now proposed.

You will note that the easement currently used by CL&P which runs through the Town of Suffield has significant impact on individuals whose homes are adjacent to the easement or for people through whose property the easement runs.  Some of the homeowners in Suffield are affected by power lines which are literally outside their front or back doors and the CL&P proposal, which is to add the 345 kV lines on a new set of towers adjacent to the current 115 kV lines would only magnify the problem for these property owners, especially in light of the fact that CL&P proposes to connect the 115 kV lines to another use unrelated to reliability once the 345 kV lines are in place.  

Additionally, the proposal to construct the 345 kV line adjacent to the 115 kV line would have a significant impact on the scenic vistas that can be enjoyed from the Metacomet Trail, now designated as a National Scenic Trail. The Trail, common to other places in Suffield, is at a higher elevation than the power lines.  The need to cross wetlands and water courses and do additional cutting of mature trees, shrubs, and the like on what is, in many areas a very steep grade, will cause additional erosion of the land and flooding of the homes down grade from the easement.  The Town is also concerned about the effect that the construction of the new power lines will have on various animals which inhabit the area, deer, bear, coyote, bobcat, and smaller creatures as well.  CL&P’s testimony has indicated that there are several species of interest or concern along the easement area and they will no doubt be affected by the construction.  All of these concerns, of course, are eliminated by the acceptance of the NRG Energy proposal by the Siting Council as the means of achieving greater reliability for power within Connecticut.

Given the fact that the new 345 kV line would require new taller, larger towers adjacent to the old towers for the 115 kV line, the new towers would be more noticeable, especially in light of the removal of trees and undergrowth that, to some extent has shielded the lines from view over the years.  The town wishes to have the lines buried to the extent feasible, to minimize the effect on the value of the adjoining homeowners’ property and the negative aesthetic and environmental effects of installation of the above-ground lines.  The applicant’s response to interrogatories propounded by the Town of Suffield sets forth the marginal cost of installing the GSRP below-ground at $2.17 per month per average residential customer over the useful lives of the various components of the project.  This additional, minimal cost seems reasonable in light of the other costs of construction of an above-ground project.  If, however, the placing of the lines underground for their entire distance within Suffield is not feasible, then the Town would be willing to work with CL&P regarding certain specified locations for the placing of the power lines underground.  It would be preferable if the new 345 kV line follow the right of way variation rather than be buried under Phelps and Newgate Roads.  Testimony of CL&P at the hearings of July 28, 2009 shows that the required lateral spacing between the existing 115 KV towers and the buried 345 KV lines in the right of way is only 15 feet, so few, if any additional old growth trees would require removal.  CL&P could install the new lines underground and the 115 KV lines and towers could be removed.  If burying of the power lines along their entire length through the Town of Suffield is not feasible for engineering reasons, and the power lines must be left above-ground, the Town wishes that the Siting Council require that CL&P provide the maximum amount of screening and also that CL&P remove the 115 kV lattice towers and equipment upon the installation of the new 345 kV lines.

The Town views the installation of the 345 kV power lines underground as complying with the statutory requirements imposed on the granting of a certificate of environmental compatibility and public need by Connecticut General Statutes §16-50p(i).  This is so because almost all of the Suffield portion of the GSRP passes through residential areas.  Further, the Town does not see in CL&P’s application, pre-filed testimony or testimony that the proposed underground variations within Suffield would be technologically infeasible. (See e.g. CL&P’s Application Section H.4.2; testimony of Carbury/Newland pp 20-28).  In fact, the Council has permitted the burying of about eleven miles of 345 kV cable in Docket No. 217 and about 24 miles in Docket No. 272.  Clearly, the technology exists to bury and successfully operate 345 kV lines. Here, the underground variations are from 3.6 to 8 miles in length, inclusive of the lines in both Suffield and East Granby. There is no evidence that underground installation would be infeasible through the Town of Suffield.

In sum then, the Town of Suffield wishes the NRG Project to be given first consideration.  If that project does not address adequately the perceived reliability concerns, then the Town wishes a GSRP installation that has a minimal effect on the Town’s residents, its wildlife and aesthetic value.
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