
 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL 

Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT  06051 
Phone: (860) 827-2935  Fax: (860) 827-2950 

E-Mail: siting.council@ct.gov 
Web Site: portal.ct.gov/csc 

 
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 
 
December 19, 2025 
 
Deborah Denfeld 
Team Lead – Transmission Siting  
Eversource Energy  
P.O. Box 270 
Hartford, CT 06141 
deborah.denfeld@eversource.com 
 
RE: PETITION NO. 1690 – The Connecticut Light and Power Company d/b/a Eversource Energy 

petition for a declaratory ruling, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for 
the Haddam Substation to East Haddam Junction Line Rebuild Project consisting of the 
replacement and reconductoring of electric transmission line structures along approximately 1.5 
miles of its existing 115-kilovolt (kV) 1772 Line and 345-kV 348 Line shared right-of-way and 
associated Connecticut River Crossing between Haddam Substation in Haddam and East Haddam 
Junction in East Haddam, Connecticut, and related electric transmission line and substation 
improvements.  Council Interrogatories to Petitioner. 

 
Dear Deborah Denfeld: 
 
The Connecticut Siting Council (Council) requests your responses to the enclosed questions no later than January 
9, 2026.  Please submit an original and 15 copies to the Council’s office and an electronic copy to 
siting.council@ct.gov. 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 requests 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. 
 
Please be advised that the original and 15 copies are required to be submitted to the Council’s office on 
or before the January 9, 2026 deadline  
 
Copies of your responses are required to be provided to all parties and intervenors listed in the service list, which 
can be found on the Council’s website under the “Pending Matters” link. 
 
Any request for an extension of time to submit responses to interrogatories shall be submitted to the Council in 
writing pursuant to §16-50j-22a of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 

 
 

Melanie Bachman 
Executive Director 
 
MAB/RDM 
 

c:  Kathleen M. Shanley, Eversource Energy (Kathleen.shanley@eversource.com) 
Service List dated October 31, 2025  

 
Enclosure:  Revised Schedule, dated December 19, 2025
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Revised 12/19/2025 
 

 
 
 
 

        REVISED SCHEDULE 
 

 
PETITION NO. 1690 – The Connecticut Light and Power Company d/b/a Eversource Energy 
petition for a declaratory ruling, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for 
the Haddam Substation to East Haddam Junction Line Rebuild Project consisting of the replacement 
and reconductoring of electric transmission line structures along approximately 1.5 miles of its 
existing 115-kilovolt (kV) 1772 Line and 345-kV 348 Line shared right-of-way and associated 
Connecticut River Crossing between Haddam Substation in Haddam and East Haddam Junction in 
East Haddam, Connecticut, and related electric transmission line and substation improvements. 
 
Petition received 09/19/2025 
Public Comment Period Deadline 10/19/2025 
Public Comment Period Deadline with Extension 11/07/2025 
Deadline for Municipal Comments 10/19/2025 
Deadline for Municipal Comments with Extension 11/07/2025 
Council 60-Day Action – Set Date for Decision to 03/18/2026 10/30/2025 
Deadline for Action 11/18/2025 
Council Interrogatories 

• Issued 
• Responses Due 

 
12/19/2025 
01/09/2026 

Deadline for Responses to Intervenor/CEPA Intervenor Interrogatories 01/09/2026 
Deadline for Final Decision 03/18/2026 
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Petition No. 1690 - Eversource  
Haddam Substation to East Haddam Junction Line Rebuild Project 

East Haddam & Haddam 
 

Interrogatories 
December 19, 2025 

 
Notice 

 
1. Referencing Petition p. 52, were any comments received from the Towns of East Haddam and 

Haddam or abutting property owners since the filing of the Petition?  If so, what were the concerns, 
and how were these concerns addressed?   
 

2. Referencing Petition p. 52, over which parcel owned by the Town of East Haddam did Eversource 
obtain aerial rights?   
 

3. Referencing Petition p. 52, identify the abutting property owners who requested site restoration.   
 

4. Referencing Petition p. 53, when did the consultations take place with DEEP and  the Valley 
Railroad Company?  What were their concerns and how were they addressed?   
 

Existing Facility Site 
 

5. What maintenance activities have been performed on the existing structures to extend service life?  
 
6. Referencing Petition p. 3 and Footnote 2 and Petition p. 8, how was the fraying conductor on the 

1772 Line repaired at the Connecticut River crossing? 
 

7. Referencing Petition Attachment 1, Map Sheet 1, what is the distance from Existing Structure 9814 
and Replacement Structure 9814 to the property line and residential structure at abutting parcel 
127937 (56 Haddam View Heights)?   Is it possible to reconfigure Replacement Structure 9814 to 
increase the distance from the property line and residential structure?  
 

8. Referencing Petition Attachment 1, Map Sheet 1, how will water wells, drywells, and the residential 
structure foundation at abutting parcel 127937 (56 Haddam View Heights) be protected during 
construction?  
 

9. Referencing Petition p. 6, what is the width of the maintained vegetation zone on the Eversource 
property and adjacent easement?   

 
10. Referencing Petition p. 31, please describe how the osprey nest locations are currently being 

monitored by Eversource. 
 

Project Development 
 

11. Are there any electric generating facilities and/or energy storage facilities listed on the ISO-NE 
interconnection queue associated with the proposed Project? 
 

12. Who determines and communicates to Eversource as to the appropriate timing associated with 
Project outage switching? What is the sequence of events that triggers the outage switching 
determination and timing? 

 



 

 

13. Were structure-by-structure inspections performed to verify stability and integrity? If yes, when 
were the inspections conducted? Provide the condition grade of the structures in accordance with 
Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI) guidelines. 
 

14. Provide a detailed breakdown of Project costs, including but not limited to; engineering and 
indirect, structures and conductor installation/replacement, substation work, commissioning; and 
environmental.   

 
15. Provide the estimated life cycle costs of the proposed structure replacement Project based on the 

three primary cost components from the Council’s 2022 Life Cycle Report: first costs, operations 
and maintenance costs and electrical loss costs. Include the net present value totals of these three 
components and any assumptions. If first costs are materially different than the proposed Project 
cost in Interrogatory No. 10 explain the difference.  
 

16. How would Eversource avoid and/or manage project cost overruns? Who would bear the burden 
of any cost overruns? Explain. 
 

17. What is the cost delta between galvanized steel structures and weathering steel structures? 
 

18. Referencing Petition Attachment C, pp. 37-38, provide cost estimates for each of the alternatives 
considered.    
 

19. Referencing Petition p. 12, 1590-kcmil ACSS would be utilized as the proposed replacement 
conductor.  Are there any alternative conductor sizes/types that could reliably serve the projected 
loads?  If yes, provide a conductor cost comparison table, with the 1590-kcmil ACSS and any 
alternative conductors, with the following columns: conductor size/type, cost per foot, total number 
of linear feet of conductor, total conductor cost, and Project life cycle cost assuming this 
conductor/size type.   
 

20. Referencing Petition p. 10, provide additional information as to the structural capacity of the 
existing structures to support new conductors and OPGW.  By what percentage range are the 
structures overstressed?   
 

21. Referencing Petition p. 10, what is the reason for the use of a delta configuration at Structures 9811 
and 3489?  
 

22. Referencing Petition p. 4, provide additional information regarding the “clearance issues” 
preventing Evans conductor from being installed in a double-circuit configuration.  
 

23. Has Eversource presented the Project before the ISO-NE Planning Advisory Committee?  If yes, 
on what date(s)?  What comments did the committee provide, if any?  
 

24. Is the Project listed on the current ISO-NE Asset Condition list?   
 

25. How does the Project relate to other proposed, planned or constructed Connecticut reliability and 
asset condition projects? 
 

26. Provide a ten-year load forecast for the lines beginning in 2025 and the applicable compound annual 
growth rate(s).  
 

 



 

 

27. Please describe how the proposed project is consistent with the recommendations of the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) and the North American Electric Reliability Corporation 
(NERC) Report on Transmission Facility Outages During the Northeast Snowstorm of October 29-
30, 2011 – Causes and Recommendations. 

 
Public Health and Safety 

 
28. Referencing Petition p. 53, are recreational and commercial watercraft allowed to pass through the 

overhead work zone?  If not, how long would river traffic be impeded?  Would Eversource deploy 
watercraft on both sides of the overhead work zone to intercept river traffic that may enter the work 
zone?    
 

29. Would any access roads or staging areas directly abut residential properties?  If yes, can the 
access roads and/or staging areas be relocated away from property lines?  
 

30. Are construction vehicles equipped with fire safety and management equipment?  
 

Environmental Effects and Mitigation Measures  
 

31. How are the limits of watercourses, wetland and vernal pools marked in the field during the 
construction process? 
 

32. Would any in-water work, such as controlled lowering of the wires into the Connecticut River, be 
required for installation or removal of any lines? Explain. 
 

33. Referencing Petition Attachment A,  
a) Map Sheet 1, can the gravel work pads be partially removed or covered with soil in areas 

adjacent to abutting parcel 127935 and abutting parcel 127937?  
b) Map Sheet 2, can the gravel work pad be removed or covered with soil at existing structures 

9813 and 9812?  If no, what is the reason the work pads must remain as gravel post-
construction?  

c) Map Sheet 2, can the gravel work pad be partially removed or covered with soil at 
replacement structure 9813, adjacent to abutting parcel 128647? 

d) Map Sheet 2, will the barn located on abutting parcel 128645 adjacent to Structure 9812 
be removed or relocated?  

e) Map Sheet 3, can temporary matting be used for the OPGW pull pad adjacent to Wetland 
4?  If no, can gravel be removed or covered with soil during Project site restoration?   

 
34. Describe spill prevention measures in the BMPs and Stormwater Pollution Control Plan that would 

be employed for the Project and provide a link to Eversource’s BMPs. 
   

35. Referencing Petition Attachment A Map Sheets, submit the DEEP Natural Diversity Database 
Determination for the Project, if available.   
 

36. Referencing Petition p. 31, portions of the Project are located within the New England Cottontail 
(NEC) Focus Area.  What is the NEC Focus Area and its goals?  Which work pads would be 
amended with soil to enhance NEC habitat?   
 

37. Referencing Petition p. 31, more information related to Project NEC habitat enhancements refer to 
“Section 8.” Section 8 of the Petition is related to FAA. What section of the Petition was intended 
to be referenced?   
 



 

 

38. Referencing Petition p. 23, characterize the land use of the 1.0 acre of additional facility visibility 
within the East Haddam Historic District?  Would the additional visibility include roadways?  
 

39. Referencing Petition pp. 23-24, Appendix 1 – Visibility Analysis, and the December 3, 2025 
Connecticut River Gateway Commission (CRGC) comments under Visual Impacts, submit any 
additional visual assessments that were performed for SHPO using the 1-mile review radius. 
 

40. Referencing Petition pp. 33-34 and the December 3, 2025 CRGC comments under Visual Impacts, 
characterize the current visibility of the existing structures and the expected visibility of the 
replacement structures from Main Street (Route 149).  
 

41. Referencing the December 3, 2025 CRGC comments under Visual Impacts, please provide 
comparable photo simulations from the locations identified in CRGC Exhibits A-D – 
Representative uncropped photographs of existing conditions - that are representative of the 
proposed Project, Alternative 1 and Alternative 2. 
 

42. Referencing Petition Attachment F and the December 3, 2025 CRGC comments under 
Archaeological Review and Appendix A – Archaeological Deficiencies, submit a copy of the 2025 
cultural resource reports prepared by Heritage Consultants, LLC referenced in the July 11, 2025 
SHPO correspondence and a copy of Mr. David R. George’s professional resume. 
 

43. Referencing Petition pp. 42-43 and the December 3, 2025 CRGC comments under Environmental 
and Construction Practices, has Eversource submitted an application for a General Permit to DEEP? 
If yes, provide the General Permit application number. If no, when would Eversource apply for a 
General Permit for the proposed Project? 
 

44. Referencing the December 3, 2025 CRGC comments under Environmental and Construction 
Practices, would restoration include the riparian buffer and would any seasonal restrictions apply? 
Why or why not?  

 
Project Construction  

 
45. Would counterpoise be installed for the proposed replacement structures?  If yes, provide 

installation detail.     
 

46. Referencing Petition p. 25, do the Army Corps of Engineers Self-Verification and DEEP Land and 
Water Resource Division Certificate of Permission determinations typically include conditions that 
alter the Project design?   

 
47. What measures would be taken, if necessary, to determine if excavated soils are suitable for reuse 

or redistribution in other Project areas?   
 

48. What measures would be taken to reduce construction noise and fugitive dust to residential 
properties that abut the work areas?   
 

49. Provide locations or anticipated locations of Project staging area(s). 
 
 

 


