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PHILIP M. SMALL 185 Asylum
Counselor at Law Street
direct dial: 860-509-6575 Hartford
psmall@brownrudnick.com Connecticut
06103

tel 860.509.6500
fax 860.509.6501

May 2, 2007

VIA EMAIL AND OVERNIGHT DELIVERY

Daniel F. Caruso
Chairman

Connecticut Siting Council
Ten Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

RE: Connecticut Siting Council Petition No. 805 — Ansonia Generation LLC Petition
for a Declaratory Ruling that No Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and
Public Need Is Required for the Proposed Construction, Maintenance, and
Operation of a 58.4-MW Combined Heat and Power Natural Gas-Fired Electric
Generating Facility and Transmission Line Tap Located at 75 Liberty Street,
Ansonia, Connecticut

Dear Chairman Caruso:

On behalf of Ansonia Generation LLC (‘“AnGen”), enclosed are an original and fifteen (15)
copies of AnGen’s List of Witnesses and Exhibits.

Please contact me with any questions concerning this filing.
Very truly yours,

ﬁ WN RUDNICK BERLACK ISRAELS LLP

\

Philig M. Small

Enclosures

cC: Service List

# 40240880 v1 - 026443/0001
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BERLACK ISRAELS LLP

185 ASYLUM STREET
HARTFORD, CT 06103

STATE OF CONNECTICUT
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

ANSONIA GENERATION LLC PETITION FOR A :  PETITION NO. 805
DECLARATORY RULING THAT NO CERTIFICATE OF

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPATIBILITY AND PUBLIC

NEED IS REQUIRED FOR THE PROPOSED

CONSTRUCTION, MAINTENANCE, AND OPERATION

OF A 58.4-MW COMBINED HEAT AND POWER

NATURAL GAS-FIRED ELECTRIC GENERATING

FACILITY AND TRANSMISSION LINE TAP LOCATED

AT 75 LIBERTY STREET, ANSONIA, CONNECTICUT : MAY 2, 2007

ANSONIA GENERATION LLC
LIST OF WITNESSES AND EXHIBITS

In response to the Hearing Notice of the Connecticut Siting Council’s (“Council”), dated
April 24,2007, Ansonia Generation LLC (“AnGen”) submits the following information:

A, List of Witnesses

AnGen will make the following witnesses available for cross-examination at the hearing
of May 9, 2007:

1. Raymond L. McGee — Ansonia Copper & Brass, Inc.

2. Ted W. Verrill — Sasco River Advisors LLC

3. Barry A. Baker — URS Corporation

4. John M. Dayman — URS Corporation

5. Nedal Deeb — Delenova Energy, LLC

6. Michael G. Dennis — URS Corporation

7. Joella L. Posey — URS Corporation

8. William D. Scott — URS Corporation




BROWN RUDNICK
BERLACK ISRAELS LLP
CITYPLACE !

185 ASYLUM STREET
HARTFORD, CT 08103
(860) 508-6500

B.

List of Exhibits

AnGen’s witnesses will not submit pre-filed testimony, but will offer and adopt the

following exhibits and will be available for cross-examination at the hearing of May 9, 2007:

1.

Petition No. 805, Petition for Declaratory Ruling of Ansonia Generation LLC, dated
and filed March 13, 2007 (“Petition”).

Letter from Philip M. Small to Peter W. Crabtree, City of Ansonia, dated March 13,
2007, re: Ansonia Generation LLC — Location Approval for Electric Generating
Facility Pursuant to Section 16-50x(d) of the Connecticut General Statutes Draft
Location Approval Letter to Ansonia Planning and Zoning Commission (copy
attached).

Connecticut Department of Public Utility Control Final Decision, Docket No. 06-11-
08, Application of Ansonia Copper & Brass, Inc. for a Capital Grant and Financing
Jor Customer-Side Distributed Generation Resources (March 22, 2007) (copy
attached).

Letter from Karen Senich, Connecticut Commission on Culture & Tourism, to Zana
C. Wolf, URS Corporation, dated April 19, 2007, re: Ansonia Generation LLC, 75
Liberty Street, Ansonia, CT (copy attached).3

Letter from Bartholomew R. Flaherty III, Ansonia Planning and Zoning Commission,
to Philip M. Small, dated April 25, 2007, re: Ansonia Generation LLC-Proposed
Electric Generating Facility (copy attached).

Petition No. 805, AnGen’s Responses to Council Interrogatories Q-CSC-1 through Q-
CSC-10, dated and filed April 27, 2007.

Resumes (copies attached) for AnGen’s witnesses:
a. Raymond L. McGee
b. Ted W. Verrill
c. Barry A. Baker

d. John M. Dayman

1

2

3

A draft copy of this letter was attached to AnGen’s Petition as Exhibit 7.
The DPUC’s draft decision in Docket No. 06-11-08 was attached to AnGen’s Petition as Exhibit 3.

This letter was referenced in AnGen’s response to Council Interrogatory Q-CSC-9.




e. Nedal Deeb

f. Michael G. Dennis
g. Joella L. Posey
h. William D. Scott

Respectfully submitted,

ANSONIA GENERATION LLC
\
By: ; ;

Philip M. Small

Michael E. Kozlik

Brown Rudnick Berlack Israels LLP
- CityPlace I, 185 Asylum Street

Hartford, CT 06103-3402

(860) 509-6575 (office)

(860) 509-6501 (fax)

psmall@brownrudnick.com

mkozlik@brownrudnick.com

Its Attorneys
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March 13, 2007 fax 860.509.6501

VIA FEDERAL EXPRESS

Peter W. Crabtree

Zoning Enforcement Officer
City of Ansonia

City Hall

253 Main Street

Ansonia, CT 06401-1866

RE: Ansonia Generation LLC — Location Approval for Electric Generating Facility
Pursuant to Section 16-50x(d) of the Connecticut General Statutes

Dear Mr. Crabtree:

On behalf of Ansonia Generation LLC (“AnGen”), we are writing: (i) to describe AnGen's
proposed state-of-the-art natural gas-fired combined heat and power electric generating facility
(“Facility”) to be located on Ansonia Copper & Brass, Inc.’s (“ACB”) manufacturing plant site at 75
Liberty Street in Ansonia (the “Site”); (ii) to explain the jurisdiction of the Connecticut Siting Council
(the “Council”) over such facilities; (i) to explain the role provided by Section 16-50x(d) of the
Connecticut General Statutes to municipal zoning commissions and inland wetland agencies to
review such facilities; and (iv) to provide an opportunity for the Ansonia Planning and Zoning
Commission to issue a location approval for the Facility pursuant to Section 16-50x(d).

The Facility will be designed to generate approximately 58.4 megawatts (“MW”) (net) of
electricity and approximately 30,000 pounds per hour (“pph”) of steam. The Facility is expected to
serve the entire on-Site steam and electricity loads. The balance of the electricity generated by the
Facility will be exported to the grid. The Facility is expected to allow ACB to better control the
energy costs associated with its manufacturing operations. Further, the availability of relatively low-
cost steam and electricity from the Facility should allow ACB to consolidate its Waterbury,
Connecticut manufacturing operations at the Site and to attract other manufacturing businesses to
the Site.

The Facility will also provide also significant benefits to the Southwest Connecticut
transmission system. Enclosed is a copy of AnGen'’s Petition for Declaratory Ruling to the Council,
which is being filed today. As described in the Petition, the benefits of the Facility have been
recognized by the Connecticut Department of Public Utility Control and The United llluminating
Company (“UI").

The Facility will include: (i) a highly efficient General Electric LM6000 combustion turbine, a
heat recovery steam generator with selective catalytic reduction and carbon monoxide catalyst
equipment for emissions control, a nominal 12.5-MW induction-extraction condensing steam turbine
capable of exporting 30,000 pph process steam, and associated equipment; (ii) an approximately
30-foot by 30-foot switchyard; and (iii} a 1/4-mile 115-kilovolt (“kV") transmission line tap to Ul’s
existing 115-kV Ansonia Substation. The Petition describes the Facility in greater detail and shows
the locations of the various components of the Facility at the Site.

Brown Rudnick Berlack Israels Lt an international law firm  Boston | Dublin | Hartford | London | New York | Providence | Washington
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The Council has jurisdiction over the AnGen Facility because it is as an electric generating
“facility” as defined in Conn. Gen. Stat. § 16-50i(a)(3). Conn. Gen. Stat. § 16-50x(a) provides in
relevant part that “the [Clouncil shall have exclusive jurisdiction over the location and type of
facilities and over the location and type of modifications of facilities subject to the provisions of
subsection (d) of this section.” See Westport v. Conn. Siting Council, 47 Conn. Supp. 382, 396
(2001) (“Under the provisions of General Statutes §16-50x(a), the council has ‘exclusive jurisdiction
over the location and type’ of certain statutorily defined facilities.”), affd per curiam, 260 Conn. 266
(2002); see also Preston v. Conn. Siting Council, 20 Conn. App. 474, 485 (1990).

Section 16-50x(d) provides that a “zoning commission and inland wetland agency may
regulate and restrict the proposed location of a facility as defined in subdivisions (3) and (4) of
subsection (a) of section 16-50i.” In so doing, the local commission or agency acts as a special
agency of the State, applying general state policy standards involving the balancing of the statewide
need for the facility against its local impacts. See Wilson Point Property Owners Ass’n v. Conn.
Light & Power Co., 145 Conn. 243, 248-49 (1958) (interpreting virtually identical language in Conn.
Gen. Stat. § 16-235); see also Jennings v. Conn. Light & Power Co., 140 Conn. 650, 668-70
(1954); Preston, 20 Conn. App. at 484-86."

Although zoning regulations per se do not apply to facilities such as the AnGen Facility, see
Wilson Point, 145 Conn. at 248-49, we note that the Facility would be located in a Heavy Industrial
District and would serve as an accessory use to ACB’s on-Site manufacturing operations.

Please contact me if you have any questions or require further information.

Very truly yours,
BROWN RUDNICK BERLACK ISRAELS LLP

Philip M. Small

Enclosures

# 40239665 v1 - 026443/0001

! The Jennings and Wilson Point decisions interpreted Conn. Gen. Stat. § 16-235, which provides that

municipal zoning commissions and inland wetland agencies “may . . . regulate and restrict the proposed
location” of certain designated facilities. Citing Jennings and Wilson Point, the Connecticut Appellate Court in
Preston found that:

[T]he operative language of General Statutes § 16-50x(d), regarding the function of the
council in reviewing local zoning decisions, is virtually identical to the language of General
Statutes § 16-235, which governs the similar function of the department of public utility
control (DPUC) in reviewing local zoning decisions affecting other public utility facilities. That
power of the DPUC has been held to give the DPUC broad authority to override local zoning
decisions . .. . The identical language of § 16-50x (d) should be similarly construed.

Preston, 20 Conn. App. at 486 (citations omitted).



STATE OF CONNECTICUT

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC UTILITY CONTROL
TEN FRANKLIN SQUARE
NEW BRITAIN, CT 06051

DOCKET NO. 06-11-08 APPLICATION OF ANSONIA COPPER & BRASS, INC.
FOR A CAPITAL GRANT AND FINANCING FOR

CUSTOMER-SIDE DISTRIBUTED GENERATION
RESOURCES

March 22, 2007
By the following Commissioners:
Anthony J. Palermino

Donald W. Downes
John W. Betkoski, Il

DECISION

l. INTRODUCTION

A. SUMMARY

In this Decision, the Department of Public Utility Control awards Ansonia Copper
& Brass, Inc. a capital grant of $28,966,000 for 57,932 kW of customer-side CHP
distributed generation in SWCT. The project is eligible for subsidized long-term
financing for $45,334,000.
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B. BACKGROUND OF THE PROCEEDING

By application received on November 9, 2006 (Application) filed under section
16-243i of the General Statutes of Connecticut (Conn. Gen. Stat.) and Docket No. 05-
07-17, DPUC Review of the Development of a Program to Provide Monetary Grants for
Capital Costs of Customer-Side Distributed Resources, Ansonia Copper & Brass, Inc.
(ACB) through its affiliate, Ansonia Generation, LLC (AnGen), requested the
Department of Public Utility Control's (Department) approval for a capital grant for
customer-side distributed generation resources.

C. CONDUCT OF THE PROCEEDING

By Notice of Hearing dated December 29, 2006, a public hearing was held on
this matter in the Department's offices, Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT on
January 9, 2007.

The Department issued a Draft Decision in this matter on February 28, 2007. All
Participants were afforded an opportunity to file written exceptions to and provide oral
arguments on the Draft Decision.

D. PARTICIPANTS

The Department recognized ACB, 75 Liberty Street, Ansonia, Connecticut 06401;
The Connecticut Light and Power Company (CL&P), P.O. Box 270, Hartford,
Connecticut 06141-0270; The United llluminating Company (Ul), 157 Church Street,
P.O. Box 1564, New Haven, Connecticut 06506-0901; Banc of America Leasing &
Capital (Banc of America), NJ6-144-02-10, 25 North Maple Avenue, Ridgewood, New
Jersey 07450; and the Office of Consumer Counsel (OCC), Ten Franklin Square, New
Britain, Connecticut 06051, as Participants to this proceeding.

E. POSITION OF THE PARTICIPANTS

In its Brief, the OCC presented its concerns with this project on issues on
financing, capacity rights, the cost of transmission upgrades, and relocation of ACB load
from Waterbury to the site. OCC Brief, pp. 2-3. The OCC recommends that the
Application be held in abeyance until these concerns are resolved. OCC Brief, p. 4.

Il DEPARTMENT ANALYSIS
A. APPLICATION

An Application for a capital grant and financing for customer-side distributed
generation resources was filed on November 9, 2006 by AnGen, an affiliate of Ul's
electric customer ACB. AnGen filed a revised application on December 12, 2006 to
reflect changes in the number of generator units and reduced generation capacity in
order to obtain an earlier delivery of generation equipment to ensure attaining the
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planned startup date. At the January 9, 2007 hearing, the Department directed AnGenl
and ACB to amend the AnGen application to designate ACB as the applicant, as ACB
has the existing retail electric account as required by Conn. Gen. Stat. 816-243i. On
January 16, 2007, ACB submitted Late Filed Exhibit No. 1 which was a revised
application naming ACB as the Applicant and included changes to the December 12,
2006 filing. Upon issuance of the Draft decision on February 28, 2007, the docket name
was change to Application Of Ansonia Copper & Brass, Inc. For A Capital Grant And
Financing For Customer-Side Distributed Generation Resources to accurately identify
the instant docket and applicant.

In Late Filed Exhibit No. 1, the Applicant, ACB, applied for a capital grant and
long-term financing to install a combined heat and power (CHP) unit. Construction is
estimated to begin in April 2007 and the targeted in-service date is April 2008. The
proposed generators’ nameplate capacity is 59,892 kW by utilizing a 49,447 kW gas
turbine and a 10,445 kW steam turbine. Parasitic loads total 1,460 kW. The new
generating system will supply all of ACB’s internal power electrical needs of 7,550 kW at
its Ansonia facility plus 2,000 kW of additional load which will be transferred from its
facility in Waterbury. Late Filed Exhibit No. 4. ACB will sell the remaining output to Ul
or third parties.

ACB will use the plant waste heat in its manufacturing processes and for heating
and cooling. Application, Section C. The facility will run a minimum of 4,850 hours per
year with a potential operation up to 8060 hours per year in order to supply 296 GWh.
Application, Section C. The annual efficiency is expected to be 54 percent. Tr. 1/9/07,
p. 51.

B. GRANT AWARD LEVEL

Under the proposed operation of the facility, the maximum Federally Mandated
Congestion Charges (FMCC) that can be avoided by the facility would be the net
capacity of the generation which is the nameplate rating of the generation reduced by its
parasitic load.

The Application stated that the facility has a nameplate rating of 59,892 kW at 54
degrees Fahrenheit. Because generation output varies inversely with temperature
thereby decreasing as temperature increases, the Department determines capital grants
based on nameplate ratings under International Organization for Standardization (ISO)
conditions which establishes nameplate ratings at 59 degrees Fahrenheit. The ACB
witness testified that the projects nameplate rating would decrease by approximately
500 kW at 59 degrees Fahrenheit. Tr. 1/9/07, p. 30. Therefore, the Department
considers the nameplate rating of the facility under ISO conditions to be 59,392 kW
(59,892 kW — 500 kW). The net capacity of the facility is the 59,392 kW ISO nameplate
rating less the 1,460 kW parasitic load which is 57,932 kW.

1 Raymond McGee, President of ACB, is the sole owner of ACB and AW Power Holdings LLC. AW
Power Holdings LLC owns 65% of AnGen and Sasco River Advisors LLC owns 35% of AnGen. Tr.
1/9/07, p. 16; Late Filed Exhibit No. 3.
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In Docket No. 05-07-17, the Department established the $450/kW grant amount
based on full operation from 12:00 PM to 8:00 PM, Monday through Friday during the
two winter months of January and February and the four summer months of June
through September. ACB testified that it will operate during all the required hours.
Application, Section C.

ACB did not claim any thermal use for air conditioning that would replace electric
air conditioning load and result in an offset to parasitic use and affect the level of net
capacity. The capital grant amount of $26,069,400 for base load is determined by
multiplying the generation net capacity by $450/kW {((59,392 - 1460) kW/unit *
$450/kW) = $26,069,400}.

The project is located in Southwest Connecticut; therefore, it is eligible for the
$50/kW locational supplement. The capital grant amount for locational supplement is
determined by multiplying the generation net capacity by the $50/kW as indicated in
Docket No. 05-07-17 ((59,392 - 1460) kW * $50/kW= $2,896,600). The total capital
grant is the sum of the base load grant and the locational supplement grant which is
equal to $28,966,000. The new plant must be in operation no later than April 30, 2008
to receive the $50/kW SWCT locational grant.

The grant approved is based on ACB operating a base load generation unit. This
requires the facility to run at an 85% capacity factor from 12:00 PM to 8:00 PM, Monday
through Friday during the two winter months of January and February and the four
summer months of June through September. ACB shall inform the Department of any
changes in operation and construction of its proposed facility. If the proposed operation
changes during the construction phase, the DPUC will adjust the grant accordingly.

This one-time non-recurring grant will be available to ACB for 3 years from the
date of this decision. If, for any reason, the project has not become operational within 3
years of the date of this decision, the grant will be subject to changes or revocation
based on the current level of grants at the time of the project’s in-service date.

C. ELECTRIC SYSTEM UPGRADES

ACB testified that the Ansonia property abuts a 115 kV Ul substation, and
installation of this generation system would require no new substation construction. Tr.
1/9/07, p. 20. ACB may require one or two towers for overhead transmission lines to
upgrade existing lines on ACB property. ACB estimates the interconnection cost will be
in the range of $1 to $2 million which includes the cost to upgrade a 115 kV
transmission line and connect to the ACB substation. Tr. 1/9/07, pp. 94-95. AnGen will
pay for the new line. Tr. 1/9/07, pp. 37-39. ACB will also be responsible for all costs of
transmission system upgrades required for its interconnection to the grid. Response to
Interrogatory EL-12.

The OCC expressed a concern over issues related to transmission line
upgrades. OCC Brief, p. 3, Tr.1/9/07, pp. 137-138. Due to the size of the facility, an
ISO-NE interconnection study is required by ISO-NE to determine the impact on
transmission equipment and settings. Responses to Interrogatories EL-11 and EL-12.
The interconnection study is estimated to be completed in July 2007 and will identify



