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On June 9, 1997, Connecticut Siting Council (Council) member Dr. William Smith and Council staff Paul Aresta met Northeast Utilities (NU) representatives Richard A. Madej and Mike Carlson for a site inspection of the proposed changes to the Connecticut Light and Power (CL&P) electric transmission line in Norwich.  NU is petitioning for a declaratory ruling that no Certificate of Public Safety and Necessity (Certificate) is required for changes to their 115-kV electric transmission line between Wawecus Junction and Bean Hill substation.





NU proposes to remove an existing 93-foot tall double circuit (115-kV) laminated wood-pole structure and replace it with two 90-foot tall single circuit steel poles.  The new steel poles would be located 60 feet southwest of the existing laminated wood pole structure.  NU also proposes to transfer six (6) existing 1272-kcmil ACSR conductors and two existing 3/8-inch alumoweld shield wires to the new poles.  The proposed changes are required to accommodate the reconstruction of a portion of Routes 2 and 32.  Two steel poles are being used to replace the one laminated wood-pole structure because CL&P plans to maintain one circuit while the other is “shut down” for the relocation. The proposed work is anticipated to begin on or about July 1, 1997; however, if electricity demand is considerable the proposed changes may be delayed. 





The new poles will be located within the existing CL&P right-of-way.


The new poles will not be located within an inland wetland.


The decrease in pole height and increase in transmission line span will not increase the “sag” because the new location is upgradient.


The relocation of the poles will not alter the distance separating the transmission line from residential dwellings.





NU contends that the proposed changes to their existing 115-kV electric transmission line will not result in a substantial adverse effect on the environment or ecology, nor will it damage existing scenic, historical, or recreational values.
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