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On January 7, 2010, the Council approved Petition 925 that was filed by PSEG Power Connecticut LLC [now PSEG New Haven LLC (PSEG)] for a declaratory ruling that no Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need is required for the proposed installation of three electric peaking generators and auxiliary equipment at PSEG’s New Haven Harbor Station on Waterfront Street in New Haven.  The project entailed the installation of three 48.4 megawatt electric generating peaking units.

In the Council approved petition, the generators were to connect to The United Illuminating Company’s East Shore Substation that is adjacent to the site via an 400-foot overhead line connection.  During the Petition 925 review process, Council Member Philip Ashton suggested PSEG examine the feasibility of an underground connection.  As a result of that request, PSEG performed a preliminary analysis and determined at that time that the underground route would be more costly than the proposed overhead line connection due to the necessity of crossing the existing Cross Sound Cable that is buried on PSEG’s property in the interconnection area.   

After approval of Petition 925, PSEG went into final design for the project and determined an underground connection would be feasible and of comparable cost to that of an overheard connection.  As a result, PSEG submitted Petition 976 to the Council on November 2, 2010 for approval of the proposed interconnection change and for two other minor changes to the site layout.  A field review of the proposed modifications was conducted on November 17, 2010 with PSEG representatives by Council member Philip Ashton and Council staff member Robert Mercier.  
The proposed underground connection would connect the power plant with the substation through the use of a direct bore.  The underground connection would be installed approximately 15 feet above Cross Sound Cable and approximately five feet below the ground surface.  Previously, PSEG assumed the connection would have to go under the cable, resulting in a higher initial undergrounding cost estimate.  The underground connection has advantages over the overhead connection in that it would reduce visibility of the project by eliminating a take off pole and overhead lines, precluding potential ice, wind, or lightning damage, and allowing for uninterrupted electrical generation from Unit 1. 

Two other changes from the original petition include the installation of two temporary roads for construction purposes and the installation of a rectangular concrete containment dike around oil tank rather than a round containment dike as was previously approved.  
There are no adverse environmental effects from the proposed modifications.   
