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AMENDED COMMENTS OF THE CITY OF BRIDGEPORT

REGARDING PREFERRED AND ALTERNATIVE PROPOSED ROUTES
On June 4, 2004, S. Derek Phelps, Executive Director of the Connecticut Siting Council, requested that all parties and intervenors submit comments and details relative to the following:  

1. A preferred overhead route through the municipality, including limits to pole heights, conductor configuration, and suggested shifts in route;

2. A preferred underground route through the municipality, identifying street routes; and

3. A preferred overhead/underground route through the municipality, identifying segment locations and transition stations.

In response to this request the City of Bridgeport (“City”) submitted comments on July 20, 200.  The following amends the comments originally submitted in order to clarify the position of the City.  

1. There is no overhead route through the municipality that would be preferred or acceptable to the City.  The City’s objection to the installation of any overhead installation through its densely populated urban neighborhoods remains unchanged, as further discussed below.

2. The City continues to prefer and support the initial underground route through Bridgeport submitted by United Illuminating Company (“UI”) as its application in this matter, with the amended change of the location of the proposed Singer substation to a new location as modified by UI in this docket.  The City could support the underground Alternative A route proposed by UI, under certain conditions, as further discussed below.

3.
There is no combined overhead route and underground route through the municipality that would be preferred or acceptable to the City.  See Items 1 and 2, above.

The City of Bridgeport (“City”) has had extensive discussions with the United Illuminating Company (“UI”) regarding virtually every routing detail involving the originally proposed route for the Middletown-to-Norwalk Transmission Line Project through the City of Bridgeport.  The proposed underground route through the City has garnered significant support from the various segments of the Bridgeport community and municipal administration.  This is due to its ability to substantially eliminate any adverse impacts on the neighborhoods through which it passes, as well as its capacity to exist in harmony with the various economic development initiatives underway in the City.

There currently are some discussions of re-visiting proposed Alternatives A & B associated with the CT Siting Council’s review of the proposed project.  The City of Bridgeport feels it is necessary to express its position on these proposed alternatives.  

Proposed Alternative A would involve essentially the same underground route through the City, with the exception that it would head north at the intersection of Railroad and Clinton Avenues and enter the Town of Fairfield from Bridgeport at Brooklawn Avenue.  Once the underground route is diverted from the original route at Clinton Avenue, it would continue underground through the Clinton Avenue and historic Brooklawn Avenue neighborhoods.  This alternative route would bisect the Stratfield Historic District, which is primarily residential.  As previously stated, the City seeks to eliminate any substantial adverse impacts of this project on the residential neighborhoods along the transmission line’s route through the City.  While the City of Bridgeport continues to fully support the original underground route between the Towns of Stratford and Fairfield, proposed Alternative A may be acceptable to the City if construction were limited only to daylight hours.  

Proposed Alternative B would involve a combination of underground and overhead transmission lines traversing the City.  The proposed overhead section would enter the City from the Town of Stratford and transition to a proposed underground route at the Seaview Transition Station.  There is absolutely no support within the City of Bridgeport for overhead transmission lines.  Connecticut’s largest City, with almost 8,100 residents per square mile, cannot sustain overhead transmission lines, due to the density of its neighborhoods.

The neighborhoods of the City would be negatively impacted by the proposed route in terms of their quality of life, real estate investments, and in general, their image as a result of the installation of these monopoles.  First, proposed Alternative B would require the taking of 16 residential homes in Bridgeport, and 29 homes in total involving Bridgeport, Fairfield, Stratford, and Trumbull.  Second, these are old, established Bridgeport neighborhoods with a lot of senior citizens who have lived in these communities generation after generation.  Regardless of the proximity of the monopoles to their homes, the overhead transmission line would never be an acceptable feature in their neighborhood.

More importantly, the proposed route of proposed Alternative B, in particular the involvement of the Seaview Transmission Station, would have a devastating impact on the City’s Seaview Avenue Corridor Project.  This project involves the creation of a new transportation artery linking the Port of Bridgeport, Interstate 95, and almost 1,000 acres of industrially zoned land that is currently the subject of various redevelopment efforts. An integral component of this new transportation artery project will require the City to relocate the Seaview Transmission Station to accommodate the roadway and new railroad viaduct.  However, proposed Alternative B would conflict with these plans by not only leaving that station in its current location, but also enhancing and upgrading that facility to accommodate the new 345Kv lines.

Since 1990, approximately 22 million dollars worth of City, State, and Federal funds has been invested in infrastructure for this project, which is estimated to cost 132 dollars million at full build out.  Already, the City and State have partnered to reconstruct Seaview Avenue from Central Avenue to I-95 and have re-designed and re-built the I-95 Interchange Number29 to accommodate the industrial traffic anticipated to be generated by the Seaview Avenue Corridor Project.  

Currently, the City is working with the Greater Bridgeport Regional Planning Agency, the CT Department of Transportation, and the Federal Highway Administration to complete the preliminary engineering and environmental assessment for the section of the roadway between I-95 and U.S. Route 1.  The City is preparing to bid the final design work for this project before the end of the year, utilizing an additional 2.5 million dollars obtained from the Federal government with the assistance of Congressman Christopher Shays.

As stated on several occasions with the CT Siting Council, the only acceptable route for the Middletown-to-Norwalk Transmission Line Project is the underground route proposed by U.I. and previously endorsed by the City of Bridgeport.  

In summary, the City of Bridgeport continues to fully support the original underground route between the Towns of Stratford and Fairfield that utilizes the main City commercial arteries of Barnum, Railroad, and Fairfield Avenues.  Proposed Alternative A could be acceptable to the City under the condition noted herein and with a clear explanation by the Siting Council as to why the originally proposed underground route is not acceptable to the Agency.  Proposed Alternative B involves overhead lines and therefore is not acceptable to the City as it will have significant adverse impacts on City neighborhoods, its residents, and on-going economic development initiatives.  
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