
 
 
 
UIL Holdings Corporation 
157 Church Street 
P.O. Box 1564 
New Haven, CT 06506 

 

 

 

VIA MESSENGER AND ELECTRONIC MAIL  

February 18, 2016 
 
 
 
Mr. Robert Stein 
Chairman 
The Connecticut Siting Council 
Ten Franklin Square 
New Britain, CT  06051 
 
Re:  Docket No. 465 - The United Illuminating Company Application for a Certificate of 

Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the Construction, Maintenance, and 
Operation of a 115/13.8-kilovolt (kV) Replacement Substation Facility Located on an 
Approximately 1.5 acre Portion of Two Adjoining UI-owned Parcels Directly Adjacent to UI’s 
Existing Baird Substation, 1770 Stratford Avenue, Stratford, Connecticut, and Related 
Transmission Structure and Interconnection Improvements. 

Dear Chairman Stein: 

Enclosed herewith please find the original and fifteen (15) copies of The United Illuminating 
Company’s (“UI”) responses to the Siting Council’s First Set of Interrogatories dated January 28, 
2016 in connection with the above-referenced docket. 

Please feel free to contact me with any questions concerning this submittal at (203) 499-2864. 

Very truly yours, 
 
 
 
James R. Morrissey 
Attorney 
UIL Holdings Corporation 
Counsel for The United Illuminating Company 
 
Enclosures 
 

 

 

 



Interrogatory CSC-I-1 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Samantha Marone 
Docket 465 Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-1: Of the letters sent to abutting property owners, how many certified mail receipts 

were received? If any receipts were not returned, which owners did not receive 
their notice? Were any additional attempts made to contact those property 
owners?  

 
 
A-CSC-I-1: Of the 25 certified mailings to abutting property owners, there were four letters 

returned unclaimed. Those four letters were resent to the same addresses via 
regular mail and were not returned.  In addition, one certified mail receipt was 
never returned nor was the corresponding letter.  A second letter was sent to the 
same address via regular mail.  The owners that did not receive notice are 
identified in the attachment referenced below. 

 
See CSC-I-1 Attachment A – Property Owner Map at 1. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-2 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Samantha Marone 
Docket 465 Page 1 of 1   

  
 
Q-CSC-I-2: Do the numbering “squares” 1 through 14 on the abutters aerial view drawing 

correspond with the locations of the first 14 abutters on the list?  If necessary, 
provide a revised drawing with the numbering squares in the correct locations. 

 
 
A-CSC-I-2: Yes, the squares on the abutters aerial view drawing correspond with the 

locations of the original 14 abutters on the list that UI submitted to the Council.   
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-3 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Samantha Marone 
Docket 465 Page 1 of 1   
  
 
Q-CSC-I-3: Which municipalities make up The United Illuminating Company’s (UI) service 

area for electrical distribution service in Connecticut? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-3: The following municipalities make up UI’s service area for electrical distribution 

service in Connecticut:  Ansonia, Bridgeport, Derby, East Haven, Easton, 
Fairfield, Hamden, Milford, New Haven, North Branford, North Haven, Orange, 
Shelton, Stratford, Trumbull, West Haven, and Woodbridge.  

See CSC-I-3 Attachment B - Map of UI Distribution Service Municipalities. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-4 
 
The United Illuminating Company     Witness:   Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465              Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-4: While the replacement Baird Substation would occupy approximately 1.5 acres, 

given the replacement substation’s irregular shape, estimate the area of the 
replacement substation (as bounded by the proposed fencing) in both square 
feet and acres. 

 
 
A-CSC-I-4: The estimated size of the substation is 1.15 acres or 50,094 square feet within 

the proposed fence. 
 



Interrogatory CSC-I-5 

 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-5: How tall is the fence for the existing Baird Substation in comparison to the 

proposed 14-foot fence for the replacement Baird Substation?   
 
 
A-CSC-I-5: The existing fence is 14 feet high with one foot of barbed wire and utilizes two 

inch mesh.  This is the same height and mesh size as the proposed fence; 
however, the proposed fence will utilize opaque winged slats for increased 
physical security with the added benefit of visual screening. 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-6 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-6: Which chain link mesh size does UI plan to utilize for the replacement substation 

fence?  Would the replacement opaque slats be installed on all sides of the 
substation fence or only certain sides?  Would the opaque slats act as both a 
visual barrier and an anti-climbing measure?  If approved, could the final fence 
design be provided in the Development and Management Plan (D&M Plan)? 

 
 
A-CSC-I-6: UI plans to utilize a fence made up of two inch chain link mesh with interwoven 

opaque winged slats.  These opaque winged slats will be placed throughout the 
entire fence line for increased physical security and will provide a visual barrier to 
critical equipment.  Once installed, the winged slats will significantly decrease an 
individual’s ability to climb the fence by effectively blocking the potential for a 
hand or foothold in the mesh.  The resulting slatted fence will act as both a visual 
barrier to equipment and an anti-climb measure.  The final fence design will be 
provided in the Development and Management Plan (D&M Plan). 

 
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-7 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-7: What kind of architectural design and/or color/painting scheme has UI considered 

for its control house to improve aesthetics or minimize visual impact?  If 
approved, could the final design of the control house be included in the D&M 
Plan? 

 
 
A-CSC-I-7: The visibility of the approximately 13 foot high control enclosure is expected to be 

minimal due to the visual barrier created by the proposed 14 foot tall fence 
equipped with opaque winged slats.  Thus, UI has not included any architectural 
design and/or color/painting schemes to improve the aesthetics or minimize 
visual impacts of the control enclosure.  However, UI is continuing to work with 
the Town of Stratford and abutters regarding the overall aesthetics and 
vegetative screening for the proposed substation.  The final design of the control 
enclosure will be included in the D&M plan. 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-8 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-8: Is any landscaping around the replacement substation being considered at this 

time?  If the project is approved, could the final details of any landscaping, if 
applicable, be included in the D&M Plan? 

 
 
A-CSC-I-8:  UI is considering implementing landscaping on the southern side of the 

substation as part of a collaborative effort between UI, the Town of Stratford and 
The Two Roads Brewing Company.  The Two Roads Brewing Company has 
offered to sponsor this vegetative screening, which will be designed in 
partnership with the Town of Stratford’s streetscaping efforts and UI’s proposed 
substation design criteria.  Final details of any landscaping will be submitted in 
the D&M Plan, though may be subject to change pending the Town of Stratford’s 
proposed roundabout and corresponding streetscaping efforts. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-9 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-9: Would the replacement access be asphalt and the interior of the substation 

traprock? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-9: The access drive into the substation will be asphalt and the interior will be 

predominantly trap rock, with the exception of a paved asphalt access drive that 
encircles the control enclosure. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-10 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-10: Is UI proposing galvanized steel structures consistent with Petition No. 1176?  

Has UI considered weathering or “Corten” steel?  Indicate any pros and cons of 
Corten steel versus galvanized steel. 

 
 
A-CSC-I-10:  UI is proposing galvanized steel structures consistent with the UI Bridgeport 115 

kV Transmission Line Upgrade Project approved under Connecticut Siting 
Council Petition No. 1176, as three of these transmission poles will be installed 
directly adjacent to the proposed substation.  UI’s current standard includes both 
Corten and galvanized steel as acceptable materials for steel monopoles.  
Neither the Corten nor the galvanized steel are painted.  UI prefers the use of 
galvanized steel for tubular transmission poles. 

  
Depending upon the location, the life expectancy of galvanized steel is equal to 
or greater than Corten.  Past UI experience indicates that maintenance 
requirements are typically less burdensome and less costly for the galvanized 
monopoles.  This is especially true with respect to the removal of graffiti.  UI has 
found that it is extremely difficult to remove or paint over graffiti on monopoles 
built with Corten steel.  Removal of the graffiti could potentially compromise the 
protective weathered layer on the pole thus exposing the area to accelerated 
corrosion.   

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-11 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-11: Is the replacement overhead connection from the substation to the transmission 

lines a more economical option than an underground transmission connection? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-11: Yes, the overhead interconnection is significantly more economical than an 

underground transmission interconnection, including but not limited to the 
following reasons:  

• the limited size of the right-of-way;  
• additional environmental remedial requirements;  
• existing overhead transmission;  
• requirements of the Metro-North Railroad for transmission line crossings; 

and 
• the challenging terrain.   

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-12 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Shawn Crosbie 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-12: Provide the functions and values of the wetland to be filled.  Also, provide an 

aerial view drawing similar to Figure 2 – Delineation Wetland Mapping (behind 
Appendix C) that depicts both the wetland and the replacement substation 
equipment in order to demonstrate the proximity of the wetland to the proposed 
substation equipment. 

 
 
A-CSC-I-12: See CSC-I-12 Attachment C – Baird Substation F & V Assessment regarding the 

functions and values of the wetland to be filled.  An aerial view drawing showing 
the wetland and proposed substation equipment is shown in CSC-I-12 
Attachment D – Proposed Substation Equipment and Wetland Drawing. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-13 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Shawn Crosbie 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-13: Would the erosion and sedimentation controls comply with the 2002 Connecticut 

Guidelines for Soil Erosion and Sediment Control?  If approved, could the final 
erosion and sedimentation control plan be included in the D&M Plan? 

 
 
A-CSC-I-13: Yes, the erosion and sedimentation controls comply with 2002 Connecticut 

Guidelines.  The D&M plan will include the erosion and sedimentation control 
plan. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-14 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Shawn Crosbie 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-14: Did UI receive any written correspondence from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service or additional written correspondence from the Connecticut Department of 
Energy and Environmental Protection related to this project?  (See Appendix K of 
the Application.)  If yes, include such information. 

 
 
A-CSC-I-14: Yes, see CSC-I-14 Attachment E – Letter from CT DEEP Bureau of Natural 

Resource Management regarding species conservation.  
 

 
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-15 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Shawn Crosbie 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-15: Approximately how far away is the nearest known bat hibernaculum? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-15: Based on correspondence with the CT DEEP, the closest known northern long-

eared bat hibernaculum to the proposed Baird Substation property is 
approximately 12 miles away.  

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-16 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Shawn Crosbie 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-16: If approved, could a final stormwater management report be included in the D&M 

Plan? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-16: Yes, UI will provide its approved Stormwater Pollution Control Plan in the D&M 

Plan. 
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-17 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Shawn Crosbie  
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-17: Is any notice to the Federal Aviation Administration required for the replacement 

substation and transmission structures or cranes to install such equipment? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-17: Notification to the Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”) is required for the 

proposed substation and transmission structures and construction equipment.  
This notification will be provided to the FAA at least 45 days prior to the start date 
of the proposed construction. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-18 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-18: Is the replacement substation expected to cause any interference with radio, 

wireless telecommunications, or cable or satellite television? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-18: No, the corona noise generated by the 115 kV system is too weak and too low of 

a frequency to interfere with communications in the VHF (Very High Frequency) 
and UHF (Ultra High Frequency) bands in radio, wireless, telecommunications, or 
cable satellite television. 

  



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-19 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: David Bradt 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-19: Did UI have to apply to the ISO New England Reliability Committee for a “no 

significant adverse effect on the transmission system” determination letter for the 
replacement Baird Substation, or was it exempt because it would be a 
replacement of an existing facility, or is this otherwise not applicable?  If yes, 
please provide a copy of such ISO-NE determination if available. 

 
 
A-CSC-I-19: UI requested and received confirmation from ISO-NE that this project will not 

have a significant adverse impact on the reliability or operating characteristics of 
the New England transmission system.  The following approval letter was 
received from ISO-NE for the proposed project: 

CSC-I-19 Attachment F – UI-14- T04 – ISO-NE Approval Letter. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-20 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-20: Would a battery backup system be included in the control house?  Will an 

emergency generator be needed for backup power for control equipment?  If yes, 
provide the estimated size of the emergency generator in kilowatts and the fuel 
type. 

 
 
A-CSC-I-20: A battery backup system will be included in the control enclosure.  An emergency 

generator will not be required for backup power to control equipment; however, 
provisions have been included in the AC station service equipment design to 
readily accommodate interconnection of a backup generator on a temporary or 
permanent basis should the need arise in the future. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-21 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-21: Would the replacement substation have a position for a temporary mobile 

transformer in the event of an emergency such as a loss of an existing 
transformer? 

 
 
A-CSC-I-21: Yes, the proposed substation will have a position for interconnection of the 

temporary mobile transformer. 
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-22 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-22: Roughly how many lightning masts would be needed at 55 feet in height as noted 

on page 35 of the Application? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-22: If the lightning mast height were changed from 70 feet to 55 feet, seven masts 

would be required rather than the proposed six. 
 
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-23 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465               Ronald Rossetti   

Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-23: Would the existing Baird Substation be decommissioned and removed and the 

site restored after the replacement Baird Substation is in service?  Could the 
construction details related to decommissioning, removing, and restoring the 
existing substation site be included in the D&M Plan of the replacement 
substation, if approved? 

 
 
A-CSC-I-23:  The existing Baird substation will be de-energized after the replacement Baird 

substation is in service.  UI plans to keep the existing Baird substation intact and 
use it as a full scale substation training facility.  Any existing equipment that will 
be removed will be identified in the D&M Plan. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-24 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Samanatha Marone 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-24: How many residences are located within 1,000 feet of the center of the 

replacement substation? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-24: There are approximately 158 residential buildings within 1,000 feet of the center 

of the proposed substation. 
 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-25 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Samantha Marone 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-25: What is the address and direction (from the center of the replacement substation) 

of the closest residence? 
 
A-CSC-I-25:  The nearest residence is 45 Jackson Avenue, located approximately 310 feet 

northwest of the center of the proposed substation. 
 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-26 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Samantha Marone 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-26: How far away is the nearest state-designated or locally-designated scenic road? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-26: The Merritt Parkway (CT Route 15) is a National Scenic Byway, 3.5 miles north 

of the proposed substation. 
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-27 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-27: Calculate the amounts of cut and fill required to develop the replacement 

substation and access. 
 
 
A-CSC-I-27: The calculated cut and fill requirements for substation and transmission line 

access requirements are outlined below.  The transmission line access values 
include construction activities on both the north and south sides of the Metro-
North Right-of-Way. 

 
 Substation 
  Cut: 2,043 cu yd 
  Fill: 2,823 cu yd 
 
  Transmission Line Access 
  Cut: 1,142 cu yd 
  Fill: 1,682 cu yd 
 
 
 
 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-28 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Shawn Crosbie 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-28: Is the site located in an aquifer protection area? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-28: No, the site is not within an aquifer protection area. 
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-29 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-29: Are both the replacement substation and the existing substation located outside 

of the 100-year and 500-year flood zones? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-29:  Yes, according to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) flood 

maps in this area, both substations (existing and proposed) locations are located 
outside of the 100-year and 500-year flood zones.   

 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-30 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-30: Identify the safety standards and/or codes by which equipment, machinery, or 

technology would be used or operated at the replacement facility (e.g. National 
Electrical Safety Code). 

 
 
A-CSC-I-30: UI follows all applicable National Electrical Safety Code (“NESC”), American 

National Standards Institute (“ANSI”), and Institute of Electrical and Electronics 
Engineers (“IEEE”) standards. 

 
 



Interrogatory CSC-I-31 

 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-31: How would the replacement 50 MVA transformers be delivered, e.g. by truck or 

rail? 
 
 
A-CSC-I-31: The replacement 50 MVA transformers will be shipped using a combination of 

transport methods including both truck and rail.  The last stage in delivery to the 
site will be made by truck. 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-32 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: David Bradt 
Docket 465        Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-32: The “Baird Substation Condition Assessment – Distribution Capacity and Voltage 

Regulation” was performed in November 18, 2011 with a ten-year forecast to 
2020.  The peak loads through 2020 do not exceed the firm rating of the existing 
Baird substation of 78.52 mega-volt-amperes (MVA).  Has more recent 
forecasting been performed?  If yes, provide the estimated annual peak loads for 
this existing substation for a 2015-2024 forecast or most recently available 
forecast. 

 
 
A-CSC-I-32: Yes, the 2015-2024 load forecast for the existing and proposed Baird substation 

has been completed and can be found in CSC-I-32 & CSC-I-33 Attachment G – 
Baird 10-Year Load Forecast. The peak loads through 2024 do not exceed the 
firm rating of the proposed Baird substation of 72.00 MVA.   

 

 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-33 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-33: Would the replacement substation have roughly 100 MVA of capacity (based on 

two 50 MVA transformers)?  Would it meet the needs of UI’s most currently 
available ten-year load forecast (either 2015-2024 or 2016-2025)?   

 
 
A-CSC-I-33: No, the proposed substation will have a 72 MVA capacity, but it will meet the 

needs of UI’s currently available 2015-2024 load forecast.  See CSC-I-32 & CSC-
I-33 Attachment G – Baird 10-Year Load Forecast. 

 
The firm rating of a UI distribution substation is derived predominantly from the 
thermal rating of the 115/13.8 kV transformers and the capacity of the distribution 
switchgear.  The design of the switchgear for the proposed substation has a 
capacity of 72 MVA.  All UI 115/13.8 kV distribution substations that are supplied 
via two transformers have a firm rating such that for the loss of the highest rated 
transformer there will be no expected loss of customer load being fed by the 
remaining unit.  The duration of this contingency has been defined as 24 hours.   

The overall substation firm rating is then determined from the lowest of three 
values, the switchgear ampacity, the lowest of the two transformer’s thermal 
ratings and any transmission voltage limitations at the substation.  Based upon 
this rating methodology, the proposed substation’s rating is expected to be 
determined by the switchgear, with a capacity of 72 MVA.   

 
 



 

Interrogatory CSC-I-34 
 
The United Illuminating Company Witness: Matthew Cloud 
Docket 465  Ronald Rossetti 
         Page 1 of 1 
 
 
Q-CSC-I-34: How many distribution feeders would leave the replacement substation?   
 
 
A-CSC-I-34: The proposed substation will have 14 distribution feeders exiting the property. 
 



Owner ID Address Parcel ID Owner Name Owner Name 2 Address 1 Street Town State Zip Return Information Resend Information

1 1650 Stratford Avenue 30/8/20/3 Two Roads Brewing Company LLC 1700 Stratford Ave Stratford CT 06615

2 CDOT corridor State of CT Department of Transportation c/o Julie Thomas Union Station 50 Union Ave New Haven CT 06519

3 1780 Stratford Avenue 30/8/20/1 Ademir Fedumenti and GRE LLC 1780 Stratford Ave Stratford CT 06615

4 12 Jackson Avenue 30/8/10/13 Caroline Corniello 365 Village St Northford CT 06472
Returned 1/12/16 

UNCLAIMED UNABLE 
TO FORWARD

Resent via regular mail 1/12/16

5 22 Jackson Avenue 30/8/10/12A Strategic Realty Fund 4300 Stevens Creek Blvd #275 San Jose CA 95129

6 24 Jackson Avenue 30/8/10/12 Frank Mellers 70 Bittersweet Lane Stratford CT 06614

7 32 Jackson Avenue 30/8/10/11 John J. Scarpetti & Carol R. Hecht 465 Woodstock Ave Stratford CT 06614

8 44 Jackson Avenue 30/8/10/10 Sagamore Apartments Inc. c/o Joseph Szarmach 3 B1 Hartford Ave Glens Falls NY 12801

9 45 Jackson Avenue 30/8/19/18 Louis R.  Jr. & Anne Marie Pierro 45 Jackson Ave Stratford CT 06615

10 55 Jackson Avenue 30/8/19/17 Manuel Jose Vasquez 55 Jackson Ave Stratford CT 06615
Returned 1/12/16 

UNCLAIMED UNABLE 
TO FORWARD

Resent via regular mail 1/12/16

11 57 Jackson Avenue 30/8/19/16 Manuel Jose Vasquez 57 Jackson Ave Stratford CT 06615
Returned 1/12/16 

UNCLAIMED UNABLE 
TO FORWARD

Resent via regular mail 1/12/16

12 65 Jackson Avenue 30/8/19/15 Georgia M. & Robert J. Chonka 65 Jackson Ave Stratford CT 06615
13 6 Knowlton Street 30/8/10/36 Aboul F. Yassin & Nevien Yassin 6 Knowlton St Stratford CT 06615

14 Hollister Street (vacant) 30/8/10/37 Town of Stratford 2725 Main Street Stratford CT 06615

15 Hollister Street (vacant) 30/8/10/38 Town of Stratford 2725 Main Street Stratford CT 06615

16 33 Hollister Street 30/8/10/39 Bulent M. Yilmaz 33 Hollister St Stratford CT 06615
17 35 Hollister Street 30/8/10/40 Baltazar Hernandez 35 Hollister St Stratford CT 06615

18 37 Hollister Street 30/8/10/41 Phoenix CT LLC  P.O. Box 110739 Trumbull CT 06611 Green card not returned Resent via regular mail 2/1/16

19 5 Knowlton Street 30/8/12/10 Matthew Flathers & Diana Flathers 5 Knowlton St Stratford CT 06615
20 22 Hollister Street 30/8/12/9 Nicolino C. Buffone & Sandra Clarke 22 Hollister St Stratford CT 06615
21 32 Hollister Street 30/8/12/8 Arnold K. & Lisa G. Miguel 32 Hollister St Stratford CT 06615

22 42 Hollister Street 30/8/12/7 Mark Vernon 42 Hollister St Stratford CT 06615
Returned 1/12/16 

UNCLAIMED UNABLE 
TO FORWARD

Resent via regular mail 1/12/16

23 1725 Stratford Avenue 30/8/23/10 Robert J. Scioscia Sr. 1725 Stratford Ave Stratford CT 06615

24 1747 Stratford Avenue 30/8/23/11 1747 Stratford Avenue LLC 1650 Bushwick Ave Brooklyn NY 11207

25 1 Honeyspot Road 30/8/21/1 St. Nicholas Russian Orthodox Church 1 Honeyspot Rd Stratford CT 06615-
6402

26 1785 Stratford Avenue 30/8/27/1 Stratford Town Fair Tire Assoc LLP 460 Coe Ave East Haven CT 06512-
3800

CSC-I-1 Attachment A - Property Owner Map
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CSC-I-3 Attachment B - Map of UI Distribution Service Municipalities



Soil Resource Consultants
P.O. Box 752 Meriden, CT 06450

February 11, 2016

SRC Job No. 15-11

Stuart Manley
Conestoga Rovers & Associates, Inc.
45 Farmington Valley Drive
Plainville, CT 06062

Dear Mr. Manley:

Re: Wetland Functions and Values Assessment - Baird Substation Project
-1770 Stratford Avenue - Stratford, CT

At your request, I have completed an onsite investigation of this site. The purpose of my 
investigation was to evaluate the existing character and functioning of the wetland resource area 
associated with this proposed project site. As part of my evaluation I utilized site plans and other 
drawings contained in the permit application currently before the Connecticut Siting Council. I 
also have researched the CT DEEP Natural Diversity Data Base for any listing of plant or animal 
specie sightings on or nearby to this development. The latest mapping from that agency source 
indicated no listings as of September 2015. I have attached a copy of the relevant section of the 
map with printing date. A letter from CT DEEP Natural Diversity Data Base indicating no 
impacts from the proposed project activities is also in the application submission.

The subject property consists of a wooded shrub covered area bordered on all four sides by
existing intensive landuses. To the north the site is bordered by AMTRAK/Metro North rail
lines. To the south the site fronts on Stratford Avenue. To the west is the existing UI facility.
To the east is an open gravel parking lot apparently used occasionally by the Two Roads
Brewing Company. The subject wetland area is located in the west central portion of the site
close to the existing UI facility.

The site is completely enclosed by chainlink fencing. Noise and human activity levels are high.

Dominant plant species observed on this site include: (tree strata) Black Willow, Quercus
bicolor; Red Maple, Acer rubrum; and some Box Elder, Acer negundo; (shrub strata) Arrowood,
Viburnum dentatum; Highbush Blueberry, Vaccinium corymbosum; Coastal Sweet Pepperbush,
Clethra alnifolia; Sensitive Fern, Onoclea sensibilis; Soft Rush, Juncus effuses; and Cinnamon
Fern, Osmunda cinnamomea. The site also has a large number of invasive and nuisance plant
species including: Multiflora Rose, Rosa multiflora; Common Reed, Phragmites australis; and
Poison Ivy, Toxicodendron radicans.

Existing soils on the subject property are described in detail in my wetland delineation reports.
In general, the site contains soils, both upland and wetland, which are highly disturbed by
previous grading activities. Soils are primarily gravelly fine sandy loams.

Wetland Delineations Wetland Impact Evaluations Environmental Planning
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Hydrology present during my initial site investigation (on April 14, 2016) to define inland
wetlands revealed a lack of more than a few inches of surface water pooling. The lack of surface
water depth indicates that the subject wetland does not provide vernal pool habitat functioning.

For this function and values assessment I have utilized a methodology favored by both CT DEEP 
and the New England Division of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for their project and permit 
applications. The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers utilizes an evaluation methodology that 
provides for a descriptive evaluation of wetland and watercourse resources. The methodology is 
contained within a document entitled “The Highway Methodology Workbook, Supplement”, U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers, New England Division, November 1995. Rather than providing a
“rating” number or subjective rank such as low, medium, or high, this evaluation approach 
provides a qualitative description of the physical characteristics of the wetland/watercourse 
resource, identifies the functions and values exhibited, and these form the basis for the 
conclusions using “best professional judgment”.

The Functions and Values described in the above methodology were evaluated within the onsite
wetland resource areas. The documentation for each of this evaluation can be found attached to
this report. The evaluation criteria for each of the functions and values can be found in the
appendix to this report.

None of the thirteen functions and values commonly associated with wetlands were found to be
present at anything other than very limited levels within the subject wetland area.
Sediment/Toxicant Retention, Nutrient Removal, and Wildlife Habitat are functions/values that
are usually present in most wetland resource areas. Based on the following factors the subject
wetland does not provide even these very basic functions and values at more than a very minimal
level.

The small size (654 s.f.) the subject wetland is extremely limiting in suitability for the
listed functions and values.

The surrounding landuses (fencing, and high levels of noise generation) and site
topography (little to no surface water runoff) limit the sites suitability for viable wetland
wildlife habitat functioning. The wetland is operating at levels similar to the adjacent
uplands.

If you have any questions regarding this assessment report, or need additional assistance with
this site, please contact me. I am available to attend regulatory meetings and site walks.

Sincerely,

David H. Lord
Certified Soil Scientist
& Environmental Consultant
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Connecticut Department of 

ENERGY & 
ENVIRONMENTAL 
P R O T E C T I O N

April 14, 2015 

Shawn C. Crosbie 
The United Illuminating Company  
180 Marsh Hill Road 
Orange, CT 06477  
shawn.crosbie@uinet.com 

Project:  Baird Substation Rebuild Located at 1746 Stratford Avenue in Stratford 
NDDB Determination No.: 201501881 

Dear Shawn C. Crosbie, 

I have reviewed Natural Diversity Data Base (NDDB) maps and files regarding the area delineated on the 
map provided for the proposed Baird Substation Rebuild Located at 1746 Stratford Avenue in Stratford, 
Connecticut.   I do not anticipate negative impacts to State-listed species (RCSA Sec. 26-306) resulting 
from your proposed activity at the site based upon the information contained within the NDDB.  The 
result of this review does not preclude the possibility that listed species may be encountered on site and 
that additional action may be necessary to remain in compliance with certain state permits. This 
determination is good for one year.  Please re-submit an NDDB Request for Review if the scope of work 
changes or if work has not begun on this project by April 14, 2016.   

Natural Diversity Data Base information includes all information regarding critical biological resources 
available to us at the time of the request.  This information is a compilation of data collected over the 
years by the Department of Energy and Environmental Protection’s Natural History Survey and 
cooperating units of DEEP, private conservation groups and the scientific community.  This information 
is not necessarily the result of comprehensive or site-specific field investigations.  Consultations with the 
Data Base should not be substitutes for on-site surveys required for environmental assessments.  Current 
research projects and new contributors continue to identify additional populations of species and locations 
of habitats of concern, as well as, enhance existing data.  Such new information is incorporated into the 
Data Base as it becomes available.  

Please contact me if you have further questions at (860) 424-3592, or dawn.mckay@ct.gov .  Thank you 
for consulting the Natural Diversity Data Base.  

Sincerely, 

Dawn M. McKay 
Environmental Analyst 3 

79 Elm Street, Hartford, CT 06106-5127 
www.ct.gov/deep 

Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity Employer 
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2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024

Forecasted Load (MVA) 50.57 51.82 54.69 55.29 55.70 55.98 56.37 56.85 57.01 57.15

Substation Firm Rating (MVA) 78 78 78 72 72 72 72 72 72 72

Percent of Substation Capacity 64.8% 66.4% 70.1% 76.8% 77.4% 77.7% 78.3% 79.0% 79.2% 79.4%

Note: Proposed substation's in-service date is prior to 2018 peak

2015 90/10 Load Forecast for Baird Substation

CSC-I-32 & CSC-I-33 Attachment G - Baird 10-Year Load Forecast
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