
ANDREW W. LORD
860.240.6180 DIRECT TELEPHONE
860.240.5723 DIRECT FACSIMILE
ALORD¡¡MURTHALAW.COM

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. Application Pursuant to CGS § 16-50/(a)(3) for
Consideration of a 530 MW Combined Cycle Generating Plant in
Meriden, Connecticut; 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 Light and
Power Company.

Enclosure

cc: Jonathan J. Milley, NRG

Julie L. Friedberg, Esq., NRG
Service List

Murtha Cullina LLP I Attorneys at Law

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



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009
Q-CL&P-l
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Does NRG propose the Meriden Plant as an alternative to the
entirety of GSRP, including the major portion of GSRP to be
located in Massachusetts?

RESPONSE: To the extent that (a) the GSRP increases import capability into
Connecticut, and (b) new generation constructed within the state of
Connecticut reduces the need to import power from outside the
state, NRG does propose the Meriden Plant as an alternative to the
GSRP.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009
Q-CL&P-2
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Does NRG propose the Meriden Plant as an alternative to specific
facilities or segments included within GSRP?

a. If so, identify the specific facilities or segments that NRG
contends could be displaced by the Meriden Plant.

RESPONSE: See Response to Q-CL&P-l.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009
Q-CL&P-3
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Does NRG propose the Meriden Plant as an alternative to the
MMP?

RESPONSE: According to CL&P's Application, MMP is needed to "reliably
accommodate higher power flows on the north-central Connecticut
transmission system" that would result from increased imports.
CL&P Application, Volume i, ES-l, F-29. To the extent that (a)
the GSRP increases import capability into Connecticut, (b) the
MMP is necessary to accommodate those increased imports, and
(c) new generation constructed within the state of Connecticut
reduces the need to import power from outside the state, NRG does
propose the Meriden Plant as an alternative to the MMP.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5,2009
Q-CL&P-4
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Is it NRG's position that the Siting Council may not find a "public
need" for a portion of a transmission line to be constructed in the
state of Connecticut based on the fact that the line wil resolve
reliability criteria violations of the electric power supply system in
an adjacent state?

RESPONSE: NRG objects to this question as it calls for a legal conclusion and
the witnesses on the NRG Panel are not lawyers. NRG would be
pleased to address this issue in legal briefs.



Data Request CL&P-NRG-I
Dated: June 5, 2009
Q-CL&P-5
Page 1 of 1

NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION:

RESPONSE:

Does NRG acknowledge that its Meriden Plant would not address
the "Springfield reliability need" that NRG characterizes in its
application (p. 8) as "well documented."

a. If the answer to the preceding question is anything other than
"Yes," explain how and the extent to which construction of the
Meriden plant would resolve such criteria violations and provide
copies of all studies or other electronic or paper documents
supporting that answer.

As described in the CL&P Application (Volume 1, at F -27), the
115kV system in the Springfield area "servers) a double duty of
supplying local load and supporting interstate transfers. In fact,
under the present system configuration, a portion of the power
flowing into Hartford ... can come through the Greater Springfield
115kV system under normal conditions." To the extent that the
Meriden Plant can reduce flows on the Springfield area 115kV
system by supplying power to Hartford from the southwest, it
could address at least some aspects of the Springfield reliability
need.



Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5,2009
Q-CL&P-6
Page 1 of 1

NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION:

RESPONSE:

Tables FA 1 and FA 3 of the CEIl Appendix to Section F of
CL&P's Application list the thermal overloads that occurred in
power-flow simulations using the assumptions identified in Section
F. These include overloads on six different lines serving six
different substations located in Connecticut. Would construction
of the Meriden Plant eliminate any of these overloads?

a. If your answer is in the affirmative, identify which overloads
would be eliminated; identify the simulation software used;
provide electronic copies of the "base cases" in Siemens PTI
format, rev 29 or greater and all load flow cases (simulations)
run; provide tables identifying all assumptions for load,
generation dispatch and regional power transfer levels and
outputs; and provide a copy of any report generated.

b. If you can not say whether or not the Meriden Plant would
address these overloads, explain the basis for your contention
that the Meriden plant provides an alternative solution to the
need that wil be addressed by the GSRP.

NRG has not analyzed any specific overloads. NRG proposed the
Meriden Plant as an alternative to GSRP in response to the
CEAB's request for proposals based on the representations in the
public portion of the CL&P Application regarding the benefit to
Connecticut of the GSRP in the form of "(i)ncrease( d) Connecticut
import capabilities." See, for example, CL&P Application, VoL. 1
at F-28.



Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009
Q-CL&P-7
Page 1 of 1

NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Witnesses:

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION:

RESPONSE:

NRG Panel

Tables FA 2 and FA 4 of the CEIl Appendix to Section F of
CL&P's Application lists the voltage violations that occurred in
power-flow simulations using the assumptions identified in Section
F. These include voltage violations on seven different lines
serving ten different substations located in Connecticut. Would
construction of the Meriden Plant eliminate any of these voltage
violations?

a. If your answer is in the affrmative, identify which voltage

violations would be eliminated; identify the simulation
software used; provide electronic copies of the "base cases" in
Siemens PTI format, rev 29 or greater and all load flow cases
(simulations) run; provide tables identifying all assumptions
for load, generation dispatch and regional power transfer levels
and outputs; and provide a copy of any report generated.

b. If you can not say whether or not the Meriden Plant would
address these voltage violations, explain the basis for your
contention that the Meriden plant provides an alternative
solution to the need that wil be addressed by the GSRP.

NRG has not analyzed any specific voltage violations. NRG
proposed the Meriden Plant as an alternative to GSRP in response
to the CEAB' s request for proposals based on the representations
in the public portion of the CL&P Application regarding the
benefit to Connecticut of the GSRP in the form of "(i)ncrease(d)
Connecticut import capabilities." See, for example, CL&P
Application, VoL. 1 at F-28.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009
Q-CL&P-8
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: The Request for Proposals issued by the CEAB to which NRG
responded stated (p.8):

Bidders are advised to perform their own information gathering
and due diligence. . . including obtaining directly from CL&P
certain Confidential Energy Infrastructure Information ("CEIl")
upon which CL&P based its filing and its conclusions.

RESPONSE: See Question and Response to Q-CL&P-9 below.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009
Q-CL&P-9
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Did NRG request such information from CL&P?

a. IfNRG claims that it did request such information from CL&P,
provide a copy of each such written request, and as to any oral
request, identify the person who made the request, the person
to whom it was directed, the date of the request and the
response given.

b. IfNRG did not request such information, explain why it did
not do so before proposing the Meriden Plant as an alternative
means of resolving the reliability need addressed by GSRP (or
the portion of GSRP that NRG claims the Meriden Plant wil
displace.

RESPONSE: NRG requested and received the CEIl data from CL&P on April 7,
2009, immediately following the Council's ruling on CL&P's
Motion for Protective Order with respect to the CEIl data
(including CL&P's proposed CEIl data request forms and
nondisclosure agreement). NRG proposed the Meriden Plant as an
alternative to GSRP in response to the CEAB' s request for
proposals based on the representations in the public portion of the
CL&P Application regarding the benefit to Connecticut of the
GSRP in the form of "(i)ncrease( d) Connecticut import
capabilities." See, for example, CL&P Application, Vol. 1 at F-28.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Witnesses:

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION:

RESPONSE:

Data Request CL&P-NRG-I
Dated: June 5, 2009

Q-CL&P-10
Page 1 of 1

NRG Panel

Has NRG performed or contracted for any studies analyzing
whether the Meriden Plant would resolve any of the reliability
criteria violations that wil be addressed by GSRP and/or MMP?

a. If your answer is in the affirmative, identify which criteria
violations would be eliminated; identify the simulation
software used; provide electronic copies of the "base cases" in
Siemens PTI format, rev 29 or greater and all load flow cases
(simulations) run; provide tables identifying all assumptions
for load, generation dispatch and regional power transfer levels
and outputs; and provide a copy of any report generated.

NRG has not contracted for any studies analyzing whether the
Meriden Plant wil resolve any of the reliability criteria violations
that will be addressed by GSRP and/or MMP. NRG performed a
preliminary in-house evaluation of the impact of Connecticut
generation on the need for the GSRP transmission upgrades in the
Springfield area based on three dispatch scenarios. NRG identified
no appreciable criteria violations that would be eliminated through
the introduction of Connecticut generation. The evaluation was
done using publicly available data and only the 345 kV portions of
the GSRP were modeled. NRG used the 2013 summer peak load
flow case available to NEPOOL Participants from ISO-New
England. NRG did not utilize Siemens PTI in performing its
evaluation. The following transmission additions were made, a
345-kV line from Ludlow (MA) to Agawam (MA) to North
Bloomfield (CT), two 345/115-kV autotransformers at Agawam
and a 2nd 345/115-kV autotransformer at N. Bloomfield. None of
the 115 kV GSRP changes were modeled. The generation dispatch
from the ISO case was modified to simulate the dispatches used by
CL&P in support of their application (located in Volume 1, page F-
32, Table F3 of their application). The contingencies tested are the
same as used by CL&P (located in Volume 1, Appendix F -2 of the
CL&P application). The Connecticut generation scenario assumed
generation at three possible sites: 750 MW at Middletown,
750 MW at Meriden, and 300 MW at Franklin Drive with local
transmission upgrades added. NRG has not prepared a final report
that provides any additional data beyond the information presented
in this response.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009

Q-CL&P-11
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: In order to provide the reliability benefits claimed for it, would the
Meriden Plant have to be operated as an RMR unit?

a. If not, explain why not.

RESPONSE: No. The need for Reliability-Must-Run ("RMR") treatment
generally arises when a unit needed for reliability has relatively
high energy costs and therefore is not dispatched in economic
merit order. The Meriden Plant, by virtue of its anticipated
competitive (low) heat rate, is expected to be "in merit" a high
percentage of the time. Thus, NRG does not expect the Meriden
Plant to be operated as an RMR unit.

I.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-1
Dated: June 5, 2009
Q-CL&P-12
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Has the Meriden Plant received ISO approval under Section 1.3.9
under the ISO-NE Transmission, Markets, and Services Tariff?

RESPONSE: No.

L



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009

Q-CL&P-13
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: The Meriden Plant expects to receive ISO revenue under the
Forward Capacity Market between $3.00 and $7.00/kW-month, see
page 22. Has the Meriden Plant been qualified by ISO to
participate in the Forward Capacity Market? Has the Meriden
Plant been approved by ISO to supply capacity in any of the FCM
Commitment Periods?

RESPONSE: The Meriden Plant has no Capacity Supply Obligations as of the
present date, but it has been qualified to participate in each of the
first two auctions in the Forward Capacity Market, and has applied
to be qualified for the third auction.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009

Q-CL&P-14
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Pursuant to the ISO-NE tariff, Connecticut Load wil be
responsible for approximately 27% of the cost of the facilities
constructed in Massachusetts as paii of the GSRP. Does NRG
claim that, by supporting the construction of the Meriden Plant,
Connecticut load would be excused from bearing its full share of
the cost of the Massachusetts construction?

RESPONSE: The Meriden Plant would not alter the transmission cost sharing
requirements of the ISO-NE tariff. To the extent that construction
of the Meriden Plant would eliminate the need for some or all of
the GSRP, the cost of such facilities would be avoided, thereby
relieving Connecticut ratepayers from bearing their share of the
cost for those facilities.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-1
Dated: June 5, 2009

Q-CL&P-15
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Would the Meriden Plant increase the reliability of the North
Bloomfield Substation?

RESPONSE: NRG does not have detailed information upon which to base an
answer to this question.



NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Data Request CL&P-NRG-1
Dated: June 5, 2009

Q-CL&P-16
Page 1 of 1

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION: Would the Meriden Plant increase the reliability of the Agawam
Substation?

RESPONSE: NRG does not have detailed information upon which to base an
answer to this question.



Data Request CL&P-NRG-1
Dated: June 5, 2009

Q-CL&P-17
Page I of I

NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Witnesses: NRG Panel

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION:

RESPONSE:

Why has the Meriden Plant not been constructed in the nine years
since it was approved by the Siting Council?

A series of external events have precluded completion of the
project to date. The Meriden Plant was well on its way to
completion in 2001 when the simultaneous crises of the Enron
bankruptcy, the Arthur Andersen scandal, and the major regulatory
retrenchment in the California wholesale energy market caused a
drastic reassessment of the merchant wholesale energy sector
overalL. This ultimately led to the bankruptcy of many wholesale
merchant power producers, NRG being the first in 2002-2003.
NRG emerged from bankruptcy in a much stronger financial
position and has had consistently good financial results in each of
the succeeding years.

Today, NRG is committed to completing the Meriden Plant, as
evidenced by NRG's continued permitting activity (air, water,
ISO-NE interconnection) and by the continued payment of
property taxes to the City of Meriden. To that end, NRG is actively
pursuing off-take contracting opportunities which would be
necessary to allow NRG to secure financing for the Meriden Plant
in the current financial markets.



Data Request CL&P-NRG-l
Dated: June 5, 2009

Q-CL&P-18
Page 1 of 1

NRG Energy, Inc.
CSC Docket No. 370B

Witnesses:

Request from: CL&P

QUESTION:

RESPONSE:

NRG Panel

At pages 5 and II of its Application, NRG states that the Meriden
Plant would displace ". . . older, less effcient units" or
"resources. "

a. By "displaced,' do you mean that you would expect the

Meriden unit to be run in preference to the other generation, or
are you referring to plant retirements?

b. In either case, does NRG expect that plant retirements would

occur as the result of "displacement" by the Meriden Plant?

(i) If so, identify which units you would expect to be
retired and when you would expect those retirements to
occur; or, if you are unable to identify specific units,
describe the characteristics of the units you would
expect to be retired, including their aggregate capacity
(including the likely aggregate capacity to be displaced)
age, fuel source, heat rate, location, and NOx, SOx and
CO emissions, and the time when you would expect
these retirements to occur.

(ii) If the Meriden Plant were built pursuant to a state
contract, would NRG retire any of its own Connecticut
plants? If so, which ones?

As noted in the Response to Q-CL&P-11, the Meriden Plant would
expect generally to be in economic merit order in the regional
wholesale markets. The variable costs of operation for the
Meriden Plant are anticipated to be very competitive, which would
tend to "displace" some other, higher-cost resources in the daily
economic dispatch of the system. In addition, it is possible that the
normal operation of the Meriden Plant in economic merit order
may make it unnecessary to operate some other resources "out of
merit" for reliability purposes, due to the location of the Meriden
Plant in southwestern Connecticut. NRG has not made any
decisions regarding the retirement of its Connecticut generation
plants with or without the Meriden Plant and makes no
representations regarding retirements of other merchant plants.
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LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST

----- +'.- - .. _.

Document Status Holder Representative
Status Granted Service (name, address & nhone number) (name, address & Dhone number)

Applicant i: U.S. Mail The Connecticut Light & Power Robei1 E. Carberry, Manager
Co. NEEWS Projects Siting and Pennitting
P.O. Box 270 Northeast Utilities Service Company
Haiiford, CT 06141-0270 P.O. Box 270

Hartford, CT 06141-0270
(860) 665-6774
carbere(qnu .com

Duncan MacKay, Esq.

i: E-mail
Legal Department
Northeast Utilties Service Company
P.O. Box 270
Hartford, CT 06141-0270
(860) 665-3495
l1ackadrrmml.com

i: U.S. Mail
Jeffrey Towle, Project Manager
Transmission, NEEWS
Northeast Utilities Service Company
P.O. Box 270
Hartford, CT 06141-0270
(860) 665-3962
tow lei m(aml. com

Anthony M. Fitzgerald, Esq.
Briaii T. Heiiebry, Esq.

i: U.S. Mail Carmody & Tonance LLP
P.O. Box 1950
New Haven, CT 06509
(203) 777-5501
afitzgera Idrmcarmodylaw .com
bhenebry(acarl1ody law .com

i: D.S.Mail NRG Energy, Inc. NRG Energy, Inc.
Intervenor c/o Julie L. Friedberg, Senior Counse1- NE

(granted on 211 Carnegie Ceiitel
February 19, Princeton, NJ 08540

2009)
i: D.S.Mail Andrew W. Lord, Esq.

Com petiiig MUltha Cullna LLP
Applicant as of CityP1ace I, 185 Asylum Street

03/19/2009 Hartford, CT 06103-3469
(860) 240-6180
(860) 240-5723 - fax

alord0!murtha 1 aW.com
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SERVICE LIST
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Documcnt Status Holder Representative
Status Grnnted Sci'vicc (namc, addrcss & phonc numbcr) (n~me, ~ddr~ss & phone number)

~ D.S.Mail NRG Energy, Inc. continued... J onathall Milley
Vice President, NE Region
NRG Energy, Inc.
211 Princeton, NJ 08540
(609) 524-4680
(609) 524-5160 fax
J onathan.milleyrWnrgenergy .com

~ E-Mail
Diana M. KleefeId, Esq.
Muitha Cullina LL
CityPlace I, 185 Asylum Street
Hartford, CT 06103-3469
(860) 240-6035
(860) 240-5974
dkJ eefel d rWmurth alaw. com

Party ~ E-mail Richard Blumenthal Michael C. Wertheimer
(granted Attorncy General Assistant Attomey General

November 20, Attorney General's Office
2008) i 0 Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051
(860) 827-2620
(860) 827-2893
Michael. wertheimer(Zpo.state.ct.us

Party ~ E-mail Town of East Gran by Donald R. Holtman, Esq.
(granted Katz & Seligman, LLC

November 20, 130 Washington Street
2008) Hartford, CT 06106

(860) 547-1857
(860) 241-9127
d ho Itman(Wkatzan dse i Igman. com

The Honorable James Hayden

~ U.S. Mail First Selectinan
Town of East Granby
P.O. Box 1858
East Granby, CT 06026

..

G:\DOCKETS\37O\ScryjC( Lis! &. Notice (Ir~m'ice\170A&.BSL,DOC



." ......... ~.u_~.~.. ' ...,' . -. - ... ~. " . .' .n. . . _ ~ , . '. . ....~ c..-.' ,'r'..;,'..r,~~',"':",....'

Date: June 3, 2009 Docket No. 370

Page 3

LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST

Document Status Holder Representative
Status Granted Service (name, address & plione number) (name, address & phone number)

Party ~ U.S. Mail Town of Suffield Edward G. McAnaney, Esq.
(granted McAnaiiey & McAnaney

November 20, Suffeld Vilage
2008) 68 Bridge Street

Suffield, CT 06078
(860) 668-2000
(860) 668-2666 - fax

Mcananey- mcanaii ey(fatt.net
fZ U.S. Mail 

The Honorable Scott R_ Lingenfelter
First Selectman
Suffield Town Hall
83 Mountain Road
Suffeld, CT 06078

Intervenoi. fZ E- inai I iso New England Inc. Anthony M. Macleod
(granted Whitman Breed Abbott & Morgan LLC

December 4, 500 West Putnam Avenue, P.O. Box 2250
2008) Greenwich, CT 06830-2250

(203) 862-2458
amac leodi0wbamct. com

fZ U.S. Mail Kevin Flynn, Esq.
Regulatory Counsel
iSO New England
One Sullvan Road
Holyoke, MA 01040
(413) 535-4177
kflynn~iso-ne.col1

Party ~ U.S. Mail Office of Consumer Counsel Mary J. Healey
(granted 011 Consumer Counsel
January 8, Ten Franklin Square

2009) New Britain, CT 06051
Mary .healey(cct .gov

Bruce C. Johnson

~ E-Mail Principal Attorney
Office of Consumer Counsel
Ten Franklin Square
New Britain, CT 06051
Bruce. i 0 hn son(cct. gov
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LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST

Document Status Holder Representative
Status Granted Service (name, address & phone Hum ber) (name, address & phone number)

~ E-mail Office of Consumer Counsel Victoria Hackett
Continued.. . Staff Attol1ey

Office of Consumer Counsel
10 Franklin Square
New Britain, CT 06051
860-827-2922
860-827-2929 - fax

~ E-mail victori a.hackett(qct. gov

Paul Chernick, President
Resource Insight, Inc.
5 Water Street
Arlington, MA 02476
(781) 646-1505 ext. 207
(781) 646-1506 - fax
pchem i ckrqresourcei ns i ght. com

Intervenor ~ E-mail Ice Energy, Inc. Sttphen J. Humes, Esq.
(granted on McCarter & English LLP
January 22, 185 Asylum Street, CityPlace 1

2009) Hartford, CT 06103
(860) 275-6761
(860) 560-5955 - fax
Shullesrqmccarter .com

Party ~ E-Mail Town of Enfield Kevin M. Deneen, Town Att011ey
(granted on Offce of the Town Attol1ey

February 19, 820 Enfield Street
2009) Enfield, CT 06082-2997

(860) 253-6405
(860) 253-6362 - fax

town attorn ey(qenfi el d .org
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LIST OF PARTIES AND lNTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST

Document Status Holdet' Repi'esentative
Status Granted Service (name, address & uhone number) (name, address & iilione number)

Party ~ U.S. Mail City of Meriden Deborah L. Moore, City Attorney

(granted 011 Meriden City Hall
April 7,2009) Department of Law

142 East Main St.
Meriden, CT 06450
(203) 630-4045
(203) 630-7907 - fax

dmoore(cc i. m eri d en.c1. us

~ U.S, Mail Lawrence J. Kendzior, City Manager
Meriden City Hall
142 East Main S1.

Meriden, CT 06450
Ikendzior(aki .meriden.c1. us

Pai'ty ~ U.S. Mail The United Iluminating Company J olui 1. Prete

(granted on (UI) The United Iluminating Company
April 7, 2009) 157 Church Street

New Haven, CT 06506-1904
(203) 499-3701
(203) 499-3728
uiregulatory0)uin et.com

ø U.S. Mail Linda L. Randell
Senior Vice President, General Counsel
and Corporate Secretary
UIL Holdings Corporation
157 Church 81., P.O. Box 1564
New Haven, CT 06506-0901
(203) 499-2575
(203) 499-3664
Lin da. rande lI0)uin et. com

ø E-Mail Bruce L. McDermott
Wiggin and Dana LLP
One Century Tower
New Haven, CT 06508-1832
(203) 498-4340
(203) 782-2889
bm cd ermott(cwiggin. com
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Document Status Holder Representative.
Statiis Granted Service (name, address & phone iiumb_~i) u (name, address & phone number)

Intervenor C8 E-Mail The Connecticut Energy Advisory Michele S. RIverso

(if granted on Board (CEAB) Assistant Attomey General
June 4, 2009) 10 Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051
(860) 827-2683
Michele.riversot§po. state.ct. us

C8 D.S.Mail CEAB
cia Gretchen Deans
CERC
805 Brook Street, Bldg. 4
Rocky Hil, CT 06067
(860) 571-7147
gdeans(ccerc.col1

Pai1y C8 E-Mail Connecticut Depaitl1ent of Eileen Meskil
(if gi'anted on TranspOitation Assistai1t Attomey General
Juiie 4, 2009) Offce of the Attomey General

55 Elm Street
P.O. Box 120
Haitford, CT 06141-0120
Ei leen .meski ll(cpo.state. ct.us

C8 U.S. Mail Thomas A. Harley, P.E.
Chief Engineer
Connecticut Dept. of Transportation 

2800 Berlin Tumpike
Newington, CT 06131

Intervenor C8 U.S. Mail Farmington River Watershed Eileen Fielding

(if granted on Association Farmington River Watershed Association
June 4, 2009) 749 Hopmeadow Street

Simsbury, CT 06070
(860) 658-4442
(860) 651-7519 fax
efield in~(ãfrwa.org

Pal1y Citizens Against Overhead Power Citizens Against Overhead Power Line

(if granted on Line Construction Construction c/o Richard Legere
J line 4, 2009) 1204 Newgate Road

West Suffield, CT 06093
(860) 668- 0848
(860) 668-0848
rleQ:erelCcox. n et

LIST OF P ARTllS AND INTERVENORS
SERVICE LIST
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