





PETITION NO. 353 - The Minnesota Methane, L.L.C. petition that no Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need is required for the siting of a 1630 kW electric generating unit powered by landfill gas to be located adjacent to the Yaworski Regional Sanitary Landfill in the Town of Canterbury, Connecticut.�
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OPINION





On May 10, 1996, Minnesota Methane Limited Liability Corporation (Minnesota Methane) petitioned the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) for a declaratory ruling that no Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need (Certificate) is required for the siting of a landfill gas powered generating unit at the Yaworski Regional Sanitary Landfill (Yaworski), Canterbury, Connecticut.  Minnesota Methane contends that the proposed electric generating plant would not be a facility under the Council’s jurisdiction because it would be owned and operated by a private power producer, as defined in General Statues ( 16-243b, qualify as a topping-cycle cogeneration facility under the Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978, as amended, and have a generating capacity of 25 megawatts of electricity or less.





The Council strongly supports the efforts of Minnesota Methane and Yaworski to control the emission of landfill gas which is produced from the decomposition of municipal solid waste.  Landfill gas, which includes methane, a known greenhouse gas and volatile organic compounds, can dissipate into the atmosphere causing odor problems and global climate changes.  Furthermore, this project is associated with the closure of the Yaworski landfill which would help reduce landfill leachate, vector nuisances, and traffic that have been identified as problems at the landfill.  We also support the use of landfill gas as an indigenous resource to generate electricity.  Nonetheless, the record in this case is silent on alternative technology and methods to further increase efficiency and reduce air emissions.





Although we find merit to this concept to use landfill gas, the issue now before us is whether the proposed facility would meet exemption criteria as a cogeneration facility under our legal definition.  We agree that the proposed generating plant would be owned and operated by a private power producer; however, we have no evidence that the proposed facility would produce useful thermal energy to qualify as a cogeneration facility.  Pursuant to General Statutes ( 16-243b (a)(2) “‘useful thermal energy output’ means the thermal energy made available for use in any industrial or commercial process, or used in any heating or cooling application.”  Although Yaworski has agreed to accept heat from the facility to heat an existing building, there is no clear explanation of how the building would be used or if the building could even retain heat.  Consequently, we cannot determine if the thermal energy from the facility would be “useful”; and therefore, cannot find this facility to be a cogeneration facility exempt from our jurisdiction.  Moreover, we find the proposed evaporation process to reduce the landfill gas condensate to be an ancillary process to the operation of the proposed facility and do not believe this process can be defined as an industrial or commercial process to qualify as cogeneration.





We deny this petition without prejudice, because it does not meet our statutory criteria to qualify as an exemption pursuant to General Statute ( 16-50i.
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