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Aprl 11,2003

T0: CRRABoard of Directors

FROM:  Angelica Mattschef, Corporae Sectefary

RE: Notice of Megting

There will be a regular meeting of the Comnecticut Resources Recovery Authority Board

of Dircctors held on Thursday, Apri 17, 2003 at 90 a.m, t the Regional Recycling Center 211
Murphy Road, Hartford,

Please notify this office of your attendance a (860) 757-7792 at your earlies
convenience,
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Comecticut Resources Recovery Authorty
Board of Directors’ Meefing
Agenda
April 17, 2003
0:00 AM

L Pledge of Allegiance

Il Public Portion

A public porton from 9:000 9:30 will be held and the Board will accept written

estimony and allow individual to speak for a it of thrce mimtes, The regular
meeting will commence if thereis no publi Imput,

Il Minutes

1 Board Action will b sought for the approval of the March 20,2003 Regular
Board Meeting Minutes (Attachment 1

.

V. Finance

L Staffwillpresent the Revenue and Expenditure Report for the month of
February 2003 (Attachment 2),

L. Board Action will be sought regarding Interim Reserve Analysis
(Attachment 3),

3. Board Action will be sought regarding an Interim Financing from the State of
 Conngaticut for the Benefit ofthe Mid- Comnectiou Project (Attachment 4)

V. Project Reports

A Brdgepor

L Board Action will be sought regarding the Operation and Maintenance of
Landfill Gas Collecton and Flare Syster a the Shelton LandSi
(Attachment 5),

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



B Mid-Comnecticut

1. Board Action will be sought regarding Option fo Extend the Temn of the
Agreement for Waste Transportation and Transfer Station and Rolling Stock
Operation and Maintenance Services (Attachment b)

2. Board Action will be sought regarding the Reduction in Wate Delvery Hours
at the Hertford Landfil (Attachment 7)

C. Wallingford

1. Board Action will be sought regarcing Solid Waste Delrvery Agreement -
Yale University (Attachment §),

VI Chairman’s and Committee Reports

| The Policy & Procurement Commitee wil report on i Apnl 3, 2003
meefig,

) The Organizational Synergy & HR Commitiee wil report on its April 17,
2003 megting,

3.~ The Chairman will eport on various items.

VIL  Executive Session

An Executive Session will be held to discuss ltgation, pending litigation, contractual
negotiations and personnel matiers with appropriae saff

VIL  Communication

1. Articles (Attachment 9).

X Summary of Project Activites

1. Amupdate i provided on waste deliveries o all fhe projects for the period
endmg March 2003 (Attachment 10),

L. Information is on each projeet’s monthly operations for the period ending
March 2003 (Attachment 11).
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CONNECTICUT RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY

THREE HUNDRED FIFTY-SIXTH MEETING MARCH 20, 2003

A egular meeting of the Comnectieut Resources Recovery Authority Board of Directors
was held on Thursday, March 20, 2003 at 211 Murphy Road, Hartford, Those present were;

Charrman Michael A. Pace

Directors: ~ Benson Cofn
Theodore Martland
Howard Rifkin (defegate for Director Nappier)left at 11:00 am)
James Francis
- Mark Cooper
John Mengacci (delegate for Director Ryan)
Mark Lauretf (arrived at 9:25 am)
Ray 0'Brien
Andrew Sullivan
Alex Knopp (arrived at 925 am,)
Catherine Boone {delegate for Director Nappier)eft at 11:20 am,)
R. Christopher Blake (present by telephone)

Directors Cassano, Ryan and Nappier did not atiend

Present from the CRRA staff:

Daid Bodendorf, Senior Environmental Engineer

James Bolduc, Chief Financial Officer

Bettina Bronisz, Assistant Treasurer & Director of Finance
Michael Bzdyra, Senior Analyst

Robert Constable, Senior Analys!

Peter Egan, Director of Environmental Services

Christopher Fancher, Facilities Engineer

Brian Flaherty, Communications Coordinator

Thomas Gaffey, Recycling & Environmental Education Division Head
Gary Gendron, Director of Administration

Thomas Kirk, President

Angelica Mattschei, Executive Assistant & Comporate Secretary
Lynn Martin, nsurance & Claims Manager

Virginia Raymond, Senior Analyst

Diane Spence, Secretary

Ann Stravalle-Schmid, Director of Legal Services

Michael Tracey, Director of Civil & Construction Engneer
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Others i aftendance were: John Stafstrom, Jr. of P&C; David Atruda of MDC: Frank
Marci of USA Hauling; Jery Tyminski of SCRRRA; John Mautuecs of BRREOC: Ted Doolite
of the AGs Office; James Bums of Marsh USA, Inc; Jane Korwek, Jonathan Lews and Douglas
Cohen of BRBY; Frank Robinson of SABW: Steve Diaz of Covanta: William Br oht and Richard
Rendiero of C&L and Barry Zitser of P&Z,

Chearman Pace called te meeting to order at :02 am. and noted that a quorum was
presea, Chairman Pace requested that everyone stand up forthe Pledge of Allegiance,
whereupon, the Pledge of Allegiance was recited.

PUBLIC PORTION

Cherman Pace said thatthe next item on the agenda allowed for a public porion between
9:00 21m. and 9:30 p.m. in which the Board would accept writen testimony and allow

individuals o speak for a limitof three minutes. Chairman Pace asked whether any member of
the public wished to speak

Charmen Pace noted that thre were no public comments and that the regular meeting
would commence.

APPROVAL OF FEBRUARY 17, 2003 REGULAR BOARD MINUTES

Chearman Pace requested a motion to approve the minutes of the February 27, 2003

regular Board meefing, Director 0'Brien made the motion which was seconded by Director
Francis.

Director O'Brien said that page five of the mimutes indicated that Directors Rifkin and
Mengacct were the only members of a Working Group conceming the Financial Mitgation Plan,
The Working Group consisted of CRRA staff members, Bond Counsel and Director Sullivan n
additon tothe epresentatives from the Treasurer's Offie and the Policy & Management
Disector OBrien sid tht the word “advise” on the second to st paragraph ofthe same page
should have been “advice.” Director O"Brien sated tha the motion on page § under the

Financial Litigation Plan was missing the word “fom.” Director 0'Brien added that “clected
offictals” should be replaced with “appointed directors.”

The motion previously made and secanded was approved unanimougly




INSURANCE

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING THE TERRORISM INSURANCE ACT (TRIA) OF
0

Chairman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director O’Brien made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That the Steering Committee s authorized to bind terrorism coverage

based upon the advice of taff and consultans. These actons shall be ratfied by the full
Board af its next subsequent meeting,

Director Francis seconded the motion whih was passed. Director Martland voted “ay”

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING ALL RISK PROPERTY INSURANCE RENEWAL

Cheirman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topie. Director ’Brign made a
motion to authorize the President and/or the Chief Financial Officer to execute the insurance

tenewal as presented and discussed. Director Martland seconded the motion which was
approved unanimously.

FINANCE

REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE REPORT FOR THE MONTH OF JANUARY 2003

Ms. Bronisz presented the Revemne and Expenditure Reports for the month of Jamary
2003 to the Board as included in attachment two of the Board materials

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING DISBURSEMENT OF AUTHORITY FUNDS

Charman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic, Director O'Brien made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That the funds of the Authority deposited in Fleet Bank or otherwise
invested (except Trustee-held funds and funds in the CRRA/MDC Arbitration Bscrow
bank account) be subject to withdrawal or charge at any time and from time o time Upon
checks, notes, drafts, bills of exchange, acceptance, or ofher instruments for the payment
of money or upon directions for te wire transfer of money, when made, signed, drawn,
accepted, or endorsed on behalf of the Authority, by any two of the following; Tom Kirk
Jim Bolduc, Bettina Bronisz, Nhan Vo-Le, Michacl A. Pace or Rob Constable provided,
however, wire transfers between Authority bank accounts or ofherwise invested




Authonty funds (including to and from Trostee-held funds and the CRRAMDC
Arbitration Escrow bank account) shall require instructions from one of the foregoing.

FURTHER RESOLVED: That Trastee-held funds and the CRRAMDC Eserow
Arbitration bank accoust be subjectto withdrawalor charge at any fime and from time f
time wupon requisitions/instructions, checks, notes, drafts. bill of exchange, acceptance or
other instruments for payment of money or wpon directions for the wire of transfr

money, when made, Signed, drawn, acoepted, or endorsed on behalf of the Authority, by
any one of the above individuals,

Director Francis seconded the motion which was approved unanimouy.

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING THE FISCAL YEAR 2004 CAPITAL
IMPROVEMENT BUDGET

Cherman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director 0"Brien made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: Thatthe fiscal year J004 Capital Budget be adopted substantially in the
form as discussed at this meeting,

Director Martland seconded the motion which was approved unanimously.

PROJECT REPORTS

MID-CONNECTICUT

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING STANDARD FORM COMMERCIAL BAULER

WASTE DELIVERY AGREEMENTS - MID-CONNECTICUT, WALLINGFORD AND
BRIDGEPORT PROJECTS

Charman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director 0"Brien made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: The President is authorized to entr o agreements with commercial
haulers for the defvery of project member and contracttown Acceptable Wate t

Brdgeport, Wallingford, and Mid-Connecticut Projects substantially in accordance with
the tems and conditions discussed at tis meefing,

Director Marland seconded the motion which was approved unamimously,




AUTHORIZATION REGARDING A SPOT WASTE DELIVERY AGREEMENT WITH
BRISTOL RESOURCE RECOVERY FACILITY OPERATING COMMITTER

Chaimman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director O'Brien made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That the President i authorized to enter into an agreement with the Bristol

Resource Recovery Faclity Operating Committee substantially in accordance with the
terms and conditions discussed at this meeting

Director Martland seconded the motion which was approved unanimously.

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING THE ELLINGTON LANDFILL GAS
COLLECTION/CONTROL SYSTEM

Chattman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director 0'Brien made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That the President, Chairman, or Vice Chairman s hereby aufhorized to
amend the Agreement for operation and maintenance of the landfill gas collection and
control system t the Ellington Landfill with Handex of Connecticut, In, substantially as
discussed and presented at this meeting

Director Cooper seconded the motion which was approved. Director Laurett abstained
from the vote

SOUTHEAST

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING THE CURTAILMENT OF ELECTRICITY SALES
RENEWAL

Chairman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director OBrien made
motion to authorize the President to accept or consent to the electricity sales curtalment
agreement for the Southeast project. Director Martland seconded the motion.

Director Rfkin said that he would ke toraise a legal issue during executive session that
may have an impact on fhe topic. Chairman Pace requested a motion to table the item until aftr

the exccutive session. The motion made by Director Rifkin and seconded by Director ("Brien
Was approved unanimously.




MID CONNECTICUT (CON'T)

STATUS UPDATE OF RAIL HAUL FEASIBILITY STUDY

Mr. Tracey gave a presentation on the referenced item as outlined in a handout
(istributed to the Board.

WALLINGFORD

DISCUSSION ON THE WALLINGFORD RRF - EXECUTION OF CONSENT ORDER

Mr. Egan presented the referenced item as included in attachment nine of the Board
materials.

RECYCLING

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING THE SERVICE AGREEMENT FOR THE
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF THE CONTAINER FACILITY WHICH
SERVES THE MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT TOWNS

Chatrman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director O’Brien made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: The President 15 authorized to extend the Service Agreement for the
Operations and Maintenance of the Container Processing Facility with FCR Redemption,

Inc. for one year unil May 21, 2004, substantially in the form as presented and discussed
at this megting,

Director Knopp seconded the motion which was approved unamimously,

LEGAL

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING THE RECYCLING AGREEMENT WITH MURPHY
ROAD RECYCLING, LLCET AL

Chairman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director 0'Brien made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That the President s authorized to enter info a Recycling Agreement and
an Access and Scale Use Agreement with Murphy Road Recycling, LLC and Murphy
Road Realty, LLC, as substantially presented at this meefing with such non-substanive
changes as the President deems necessary or appropriate; provided that if there is
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substantrve change that outside counsel for the Connecticut Resources Recovery
Authorty (*CRRA”) certfies in writing s for the benefit of CRRA without imposing any
matertal, additional ik, the President may incorporate such change.

Director Martland seconded the motion which was approved unanimously.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Cheirman Pace requested a motion to convene an executive session to discuss litigation,
pending ltigation, contractual negotiations and personnel matters with appropriate taff
Director O’Brien made the motion which was seconded by Director Mengacci. Chairman Pace
requested that Mr. Kirk, Ms. Schmidt, Mr. Bolduc, Mr. Doolittle and Mr. Cohen remain during
the executive session. The motion previously made and seconded was approved unanimously,

The Executive Session began at 10:40 am.

The Execntive Session concuded at 12:09 pam,

Chatrman Pace reconvened the Board meeting at 12:10 pm.

Chairman Pace noted that no votes were taken in Executive Session.

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING THE CURTAILMENT OF ELECTRICITY SALES
RENEWAL (CON'T)

Chairman Pace requested a motion to remove the table on the referenced topic. The
motion o remove the table made by Director Knopp and seconded by Director O'Brien was
approved unamimously. Director O'Brien made a motion to authorize the Chairman or President
to give CRRA’s consent to a 2003 Agreement with American Ref-Fuel and Northeast Utilities as
mnchuded in aftachment etght of the Board materials. Director Knopp seconded the motion which
Was approved unanimousy, -

ADDITIONTO THE AGENDA

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING PARTICIPATION IN NEPOOL

Chatrman Pace requested a motion to add the referenced topic to the agenda. The motion
made by Director O'Brien and seconded by Director Cooper was approved unanimously.

Chatrman Pace requested a motion on the referenced item. Director O’Brien made the
following motion;




RESOLVED: That the CRRA shall apply to become a participant in the New England
Power Pool under the New England Power Pool Agreement dated as of September 1
1971, as amended, (the “Agreement”) and the President of CRRA s authorized to
execute a counterpart of the Agreement on behalf of CRRA and to cause CRRA to
pextorm its obligations nder the Agreement wupon the effectiveness of ts membership.

Director Knopp seconded the motion which was approved wnanimously

CHAIRMAN'S AND COMMITTEE REPORTS

ORGANIZATIONAL SYNERGY & HUMAN RESOURCES COMMITTEE

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING EMPLOYMENT SEPARATION POLICY

Chairman Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director Francis made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That the CRRA budget line item for “regular payroll” be amended to
“regular payroll, severance and related matters.”

RESOLVED: That the CRRA hereby adopts an Employment Separation Agreement
Policy as substantially presented t this meefing

Director O"Brign seconded the motion which was approved wnanimousy.

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING WORK HOURS POLICY

Chairmén Pace requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director Francis made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That the CRRA hereby adopts & Work Hours Policy as substantilly
presented  this meeting,

Director "Brien seconded the motion which was approved unanimovy.

AUTHORIZATION REGARDING WELLNESS PROGRAM

Chairman Pacg requested a motion on the referenced topic. Director Francis made the
following motion;

RESOLVED: The CRRA Employee Wellness Program be continued for Fiscal Year
2003; and be it further




RESOLVED: That §10,000 be appropriated from the CRRA Health Reserve for the
purpose of rembursement of wellness-related expenses not to exceed $300 per employe,
substantially as presented at this meefing

Ditector 0"Brin seconded the mofion which ws approved unanimously.

POLICY & PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE

Director Cohn disributed  copy of a letter he wrote to Capital Properties to the Board
and gave areview of actvities undertaken by the Committee

CHAIRMAN’S REPORT

Chairmnan Pace gave the Board  report on the escheats bill as well s to note that staff
was also montoring bills that were not beneficial to CRRA. Director Martland opened up
discussion regarding the beneficial reuse of ash at the Hartford landfill Mr, Kirk said that the
Harttord Courant ran two CRRA ads for vacant positions, which were Senior Environment]
Counsel and Operations Division Head.

AJOURNMENT

Chairman Pace requested a motion to adjoum the meeting. The mofionto
adjonn made by Divector OBrien and scconded by Director Cooper was approved unamimously,

There being no other business to discuss, the meeting was adjoumed at 12:34 pm.

Respectfully submtted,

bl

Angelica Mattsche;
Corporate Secretary to the Board




CONNECTICUT RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY

EXECUTIVE SESSION

An Executive Session called for the purposes of discussing liigation, pending Higation

MARCH 20, 2003

)

contractual negotiations and persomnel matters was convened at 10:40 a.m,

DIRECTORS

Chatrman Pace
Director Cohn
Director Martland
Director Rifkin
Director Francis
Director Sullvan
Director Cooper
Director Mengacei
Director Lavrett
Director OBrien
Director Knopp
Director Boone
Director Blake

No votes were taken tn Executive Session,

The Executrve Session adjoumed at 12:09 pm,
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STAFF

Tom Kirk
Jim Boldue
Ann Stravalle-Schmidt

BR
Doug Cohen

AG.
Theodore Doolittle




-~ CRRA Board Meeting

March20, 2003

CONNECTICUT RESOURCE RECOVERY AUTHORITY
BOARD MEETING

March 20, 2003

Held At:
211 Murphy Road

Hartford, Connecticut

Held Before:

MICHAEL A. PACE, Chairperson




RRA Board Megting Marc 20,2003

Page2 Page 4
I Appearances: | Appearances:
2 Directors; 2 Inattendance:
3 BENSONCOMN 3 DAVID ARRUDA
4 THEODORE MARTLAND 4 MDC
5 HOWARDRIFKIN 5
6 CATHERINE BOONE 6 . JOHNMAULUCCI
T JAMESFRANCIS T BRRFOC
§  MARKCOOPER 8
9 JOHNMENGACCI 9 JANEKORVEK
10 MARKLAURETTI 10 BREI
I RAYOBREN il
2 ALEXKNOPP 12 JAMESBURNS
13 R CHRISTOPHER BLAKE 3 Mash
4 14
15 Present from CRRA: 15 THEODORE DOOLITTLE, ESQ.
16 DAVID BODENDORF 16 Office of the Attomey General
[7 JAMESBOLDUC 17
1§ BETTINABRONISZ 18 DOUGLAS COHEN, BSQ.
19 MICHAEL BZDYRA 19 JONATHAN LEWIS, BSQ.
20 ROBERT CONSTABLE 0 Brown Rudnick Berlack lsracls, LLP
21 PETEREGAN 2
22 CHRIS FANCHER 2
23 BRIANFLAHERTY A
¥ THOMAS GAFFEY U
25 GARY GENDRON 2
Page3 Page §
| Appearances(Contd): 1 92 OCLOCK AM. '
2 Present from CRRA: ]
3 THOMASKIRK 3 THE CHAIRPERSON: Call the
4 ANGELICA MATTSCHE! 4 meeting fo order.
5 LYNNMARTIN 5 (Wheseupon, the pledge of
6 ANNSTRAVALLE-SCHMIDT | 6 allegiance was recited)
7 VIRGINIARAYMOND ] THE CHAIRPERSON: Thark you,
8§ DIANESPENCE 8 DIR. O'BRIEN: Mr. Chairman,
9 MICHAEL TRACEY 9 maybe we could take a moment to wish Godspeed
10 10 toaltthetoops.
[l Inattendance; Il THE CHAIRPERSON: Well have a
12 JOHNSTAFSTROM, IR, ESQ 12" moment of stlence in support of our troops.
13 Pullman & Comley, LLC 13 (Pause.)
14 14 THE CHAIRPERSON: Thank you.
5 FRANKMARC) 1 Okay,tis s the March 20th
16 USAHaling & Recycling 16 meeting of the CRRA board of Directors, The
17 7 tem on the agenda next is public comment,
1§ Jerry Tyminski 18 Is there anybody who wishes fo address the
19 SCRRRA 19 board?
il il Secing none, we'll move on,
1 BARRYZITSER, ESQ. i DIR. OBRIEN: I'd move for
10 DPerakos & Zitser, P.C. 22 board approval the minutes of the February
3 | 13 27thmesting, as submitted, with some
4 STEVEN.DIAZ |4 corrections,
25 COVANTA 25 THE CHAIRPERSON: All right,

2 Pages o)



CRRA Board Meeting

March 20, 2003

We have a motion to put o the tabl the
mmtes of February 27 for the record, We
have a second,

You said corrections, ir

DIR. O'BRIEN: I et John
gofirst, Usually he has most of them,

DIR MENGACCL No. I wasnt
able to find any this time, 1% defer to
you, o,

DIR. O'BRIEN: On page 5
there’s  peragraph on the resolution: "A
Working group had becn estblshed oonsisting
of Directors Rifkin and Boone and Ditector
Mengacci.” And I don't believe thats the
enite Working group. There's more people
ivolved. | thought Andy was part of tht
and Jim,

DIR. MENGACCI: And Tom and
John Stafstrom and Betting,

DIR. O'BRIEN: I think the
construction indicates here's only OPM and
the office of the treasurer,

b I L 2 U

Y i GO —
ﬁ.__.-t;@xooo—qcﬂm—hmt‘“’

Page b

Page8
I "of the lected officials." ] beliee the
2 correct wordingis "of the appointed
3 directors" and that also occurs a il
4 lter in that paragraph,
\ THE CHAIRPERSON: 1 think that
6 the Chair could have misstaed it at fhat
T point,
§ DIR. OBRIEN: Im not blaming
9 the secretary.
10 THE CHAIRPERSON: 11l take
1 the blame for
2 DIR. O'BRIEN: But it should
13 e "appointed directors” rther than "elected

14 officials." Thats all T have noticed.

15 THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. John
16 gave Ray the okay so. There's amotion on
|7 the table o accept the minutes, Those are

18 the corrections as suggested. Are there any
19 other corrections?

il Allthose in favor of the

2 approvalas contected, say aye.

2 Opposed?

) variable rate was token at the "advice,"

0 adyice |

Il THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

12 DIR. O'BRIEN: Although they

13 are on the next page on page 6, the bottom of
14 the page, the implication is --the firs

15 sentence following the motion is that the

16 only revision to the budget for Mid-Corn hag
1T 1o do with the MDC operation, and there were
18 other factors leading o that which are

19 discussed aitl bt on the next page,

2 On page 8 under the financial

2t mitigation plan, just the word "from" i

21 missing in the motjon.

A And then on page 11 where the

U Char called for the vote, it stated the

15 resolution needed two-thirds vote, it says

D THE CHAIRPERSON: Jim, can 23 Abstained?
A you- | i On the phone you know we have
%5 DIR. O'BRIEN: Its on page 5, 25 Mr. Bloke

Page7 Paged
I the paragraph following the resolution l THE CHAIRPERSON REPORTER:
] DIR. MARTLAND: Only the named 2 Yes, Ido.
3 duectors? 3 THE CHAIRPERSON: Chris Blake
4 MR. BOLDUC: No. 4 15 on the telephone with us
) DIR. OBRIEN: You can give ) DIR. RIFKIN: Mr, Chairman,
0 the secretary the corrections, 6 Just want to say that  want to apologize
] Two paragraphs below that T advance. Cathy and T have to leave at eleven
8 there'sfusta typo. 1 think the word, the 8 to atiend a budget workshop before

9 Representative Flaherty's subcommittee of the
10 appropriation committee,

1 THE CHAIRPERSON: With

12 everybody holding onto the table, I hope that
13 welre all out of here by eleven,

14 Lets move on. The Chair is

15 going to take the prerogative to move an fem
16 up earfier so that personnel thatare here

|7 canaddress and leave, So if we conld

18 rearrange the order so thatthe item of the
19 tmsurance, which s listed as Roman numeral
20 VIIL be moved wp fo the next item,

2 Jim, are you poing to speak to

2 that?

Ik MR. BOLDUC: Yes, Il just

24 move through it quickly.

25 THE CHAIRPERSON: Lynn, are

M RO e bt frmmy e

3 (Pages 6109)



JRRA Board Megting

March 20, 2003

Jou hee?

MS. MARTIN; Yes, 'm here.

MR. BOLDUC: And we also have
arepresentative from Marsh if there's any
specific questions. Ontab 12 s the action
with regard to ratfying the steering
committee's binding of certain terrorism
coverage with regard to a munber of policies
nder the overall property insurance.

10- It was agreed that four of the

11 policies we would take on terrorism

12 msurance. Two of them were declined. They
13 were declined because the preminms were very
14 costly relative fothe coverage period,

15 And we also, as part of the

16 fmance committee, have put on the schedule
17 fotake a look atthis whole terrorism issue.
18 As youmay appreciate, ifS anew coverage -
19 that's tied into the federal mandates that

20 they process with the insurance carriess

21 There's really not a market out there, and

22 premiums bounce all over the ot

23 Ononeparticular policy it

24 was a $115,000 palicy on a million dolars of
25 coverage that we dechned. The ones we've

CO =3 O W B W) D e

~

Page 10

Page 12

I this sssue came before the finance commitiee
2 af ong potnt or before the full board.

3 THE CHAIRPERSON; 1t came

4 before the board. We authorized the steering
5 committee, and we brought it over o the

6 finance, all right, and they are now looking
Tt have this board, if you will, ratify

8 exactly -

9 DIR. RIFKIN: Js that the

10 action that we took with the full board?

1l THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes,

12 DIR. RIFKIN: | thought that

13 “we said that the terrorism insurance was

14 priced well beyond -

15 DIR. MARTLAND: That was my
16 mpression as well

7 DIR. RIFKIN: And that we were
I8 not going to take on any premsums for

19 ferrorism msuranice over the next year,

N MR. BOLDUC: When I went back

21 nto the notes, the board resolution kicked
22 1tover to the stecring committee to take a

23 look at the policies as they came p. And,

24 1 the steering commttee ecided they needed
25 the msurance, then they would come back to

agreed to were modest relative to the two
that were dectmed that were excessive to the
limits and the terms,

The origmal poticies cannot
be post backdated to last November to the
coverage pertods that had already expired.
S0 1t kind of a work in progress in terms
of this whole coverage in terms of newness
and emotional reaction to

DIR. O'BRIEN: Il move the
motion at the bottom of tab 12 at which the
board would ratify the actions of the
13 steering committee presented by Jim.
14 THE CHAIRPERSON: That's what
15 wete asking for. There's a motion.
16 Do Thear a second?
17 DIR. FRANCIS: Second,
18 THE CHAIRPERSON: (kay.
19 DIR. MENGACCE 11 second
20 it, Oh, there's a second. Okay.
2 THE CHAIRPERSON: Are we
22 looking for comment from Marsh?
23 DIRRIFKIN: Could 1 just ask
24 one question for clarification? Maybe I'm
25 missing something, but I thought that either

[—
4

Page 11

Page I3

the full board for that,

THE CHAIRPERSON: There were
two that were declined.

DIR. O'BRIEN: I think what
Howard 1 referring to s the actions that
once were approved fook place by the steering
commitiee prior to the finance commttee
saying we're going to take another ook and
decline coverage so those were --
10 THE CHAIRPERSON: As part of
1 the steerig commitiee, Mr. Sullivan, as part
12 of the steering commttee is also chair of
13 the finance. As these items kept comng up,
14 Lreverted back to him to review with the
15 finance committee. |
16 DIR. O'BRIEN. Tunderstand
17 that, What Howard's point is the last action
18 of the finance committee was saying lefs
19 take another look at the whole thing, but
20 these approvals were taken by the steering
21 commitiee prior to the finance committee

L= = e B — o T T e — . R
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| 22 doing that. So you're opeating under the -

£ THE CHAIRPERSON: So we have
24 these premiums tota} 14, 17, about $18,000.
25 Right??

4 (Pages 1040 13)
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| MR. BOLDUC: Yes, L from 11/26, and as long as you then paid the
) THE CHAIRPERSON: So we have 1 premum it stayed i effect, If you chose
3 about $18,000 in premiums, 3 notto dot,like the Hartford Steam Boiler
d DIR. BOONE: Justto clrify, 4 policy, it gocs back to having been exchuded
5 the dates are the range of starting dates, > altalong, There was no coverage for any
6 thafs ot astarting date and an ending 6 time period. |
T dafe, 15117 . ] DIR. MENGACCT: Then what
B MR. BOLDUC: They are taring 8 happens afler 4/1/037
9 andending, That' the way the originl 9 MR. BURNS: This is part of
10 policies came out subsequent to the federal 10 the property policy as opposed to a separate
1T ah 1 insurance policy. A termorism exclusion was
1 DIR. BOONE; So $18,000 for 12 added at st years renewal,
13 another week of coverage? 13 DIR. MENGACC So, in effect,
14 MR. BOLDUC: That's the way 14 this is just putting back into place previous
15 those were put in place, yes. Thafs why 15 things thet were nullified by the federal
16 think what we've done with the finance 16 law-
17 committee s to take allterrorism - ag the 17 MR. BURNS: Yes,
18 policies are coming wp for renewal, they've 18 DIR. MENGACCT: - putting
19 been atached fo iders to each policy, As 19 back into our existing policies?
20 the policies were coming ot these were il MR. BURNS: And now the
21 stll policies that were being attached and 21 propety policy is renewing Aprit 1 of 03,
20 they, quite frankly, didn't seem to make 20 and there is something on the agenda to talk
13 economic sense. These predated. These go 23 about thaf, but ferrorism coverage could be
24 back, as Ray said, prior o ths process 24 considered again in the next policy.
25 that's now established. 25 DIR, MENGACCL Okay. Soifs
Page 13 Page 17
] Maybe 1f T could have the I a subscction of our larger property
2 representafive from Marsh explam it a it 2 msurance
3 betterto you, 3 MR, BURNS: Yes,
4 MR. BURNS: Hi, my name is Jim 4 DIR. MENGACCI Okay.
5 Bums. Iwork for Marsh. When the federa] 5 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do you want
b govemment passed the Jegisation in 6 toadd anything?
T November, it immediately mullified the ] DIR. RIFKIN: T don't recall
8 exclustons that were in the policies and 8 the same sequence of events, but 1 don't have
9 granted coverage and put an obligation on the 9 the stuff in front of me 5o -

10 insurance companies then to send notification
I toall of its policyholders and to send a

| 12 quote. They had 90 days to do that from

13 11126, 50 somefime in February, so they had

14 between the end of November and lke the end
15 of February,

16 As they seat those notioes,

[T you only had 30 days to decide whether o buy
| 18 the coverage and pay the premium, So some of
19 the markets actually sent notices in

20 December, and decisions needed to be made by
21 carly January or you would have lost the

20 coverage,

23 And the premium is actually

24 foraperiod of time from 11/26 vntil

25 April 1. So coverage was in effect

 —

10 THE CHAIRPERSON: And

11" unfortunately Andy is not on the phone today.
12 MR. BOLDUC: 1 went back, and
13 that was the seqence in the board

14 resolutions. What we've done is because of
15 allof this hurry up and rush I suggest tht
16 we take it all off the table and not deal

17" with these - when we et tothe next policy,
18 well sec where wete taking it - anything
19" 4o do with terrorism puting t a5 a package
20 and deal with it through the finance

21 committee a5 2 package and decide where we
21 wantto o as opposed fo these littl bits

23 and pieces o be added to each policy. But]
2 agree with you, faitly hefty premiums for
23 very litle coverage,

5 (Pages 141017)
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DIR. RIFKIN: 1d lke to see
for the finance committee a ist o allthe
Various msurance policis fhat we have, 3
summary of the coverage, and the purpose.
MR. BOLDUC: Thats going to
be part ~ n the hast finance committee
meefing we'te going fo have it scheduled fike
it the June meeting tobe 2 comprehensve
9 review of all risk, inchuding insurance
10 polices, o try to put allthis in one picce
1 tomakeit afttle clearer rather than these
12 policies s they come through the processing,
13 DIR. RIFKIN: Thank you
14 THE CHAIRPERSON: Any other
13 questions?
16 DIR. MENGACC: The money is
17 inthe budget, I presume?
18 THE CHAIRPERSON: (Nodding in
19 the affirmative.) Thats whyit was
20 refemed,
2 All nght then, all those in
21 favor of the motion as stated, aye?
23 Opposed?
) DIR. MARTLAND: Aye.
2 THE CHAIRPERSON: Is that an

D e J N Ly P D D e

Page 18

Page 20 %

| idicated inthe recommendatio, we're going
2 1o, again, deal with the terrorism as part of

3 awhole as opposed fo in pieces. As of his
4 date, we don' even bave a quote for what

5 that would be, but you can see from last year
6 that quote was 158,000, which, again, sa

T fairly expensive premivm, but it not pat
8 of thas remewal proposal. 'Thds i just the
basic property tenewal policy without the
10 terrorism,

i1 DIR, OBRIEN: Are you looking
2 for a resolution of the board?

13 MR. BOLDUC: Yes, because we
14 need to renew the policy.

15 DIR. OBRIEN: That's not in

16 here. Twould move that the board authorize
17" the president and/or the chief financal

18 officer to execute the insurance renewal as
19 substanfively as described by Mr. Bolduc,
20 THE CHAIRPERSON: And that
21 would be absent the terrorist insurance,

2 DIR. MARTLAND: Second.

23 DR, O'BRIEN; Yes.

! THE CHAIRPERSON: We have 2
25 second. Any questions? Any comments by the

~

aye as an opposed?

DIR. MARTLAND: Opposed.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Any
abstenttons?

DIR. MARTLAND: I'm somry. |
should have said no.

THE CHAIRPERSON: The Chair
was confused with the aye as the nay.

Okay, motion caries.
10 We'll go back to the next
11 iem. |
12 MR. BOLDUC: There's another
13 one under msurance,
14 THE CHAIRPERSON; Go ahead.
1y MR. BOLDUC: The second one
16 under tab 13, that's the All Risk Propety
17 Insurance. The current policy expires April
18 Ist. We've got arenewal, Again, it had
19 this hitle twast with the tervorism, We
20 basically recommended that we go ahead and
2 renew the policy without terrorism, The
12 policy premaura without the terrortsm for the
13 coming year s a 1,037,164 which is a
14 reduction of about $88,000 from the current
23 year premium of 1.] million, And as

OO - N WY P G D

o
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Page 2l g

I board?

] Allthose in favor of the
3 motion s stated? z
4 Opposed?
5 Abstained?

6 50 moved.

1 Finance. Staffwill present

8 the revemue and expenditure report for the

month of January, Its in your attachment

10 mumber 2.

1l MR. BOLDUC: Tl just have

12 Bettina go through it quickly.

13 MS. BRONISZ: For those

=

| 14 directors that did not see this report in the

15 finance committee package, 1 just wanted to
16 potnt out that we've added, per Director
17 O'Brien's recommendation, tonnage information
18 for each of the projects. I1l just go

19 through each of the projects quickly if you
20 have any particular questions.

2 On the Mid-Connecticut project
22 we have a year-to-date deficit for the seven
23 months ending Jamvary 31, 2003 of 1.

24 million. This s the only project that i

25 running at a defictt, And the major reasons

6 (Pages 181021)
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ofher projects as had been anticipated,

il DIR. OBRIEN: Maybe you conld
12 put thatinfo next month's report, you know,
13 which is which, which is the action of the
14 board and which is just overall mprovements
15 in operation,

16 MS. BRONISZ: Sure,

17 (Whereupon, Ditecors Knopp
18 and Lanret entered the room )

19 THE CHAIRPERSON: Would the
20 stenographer note we have two more gentlemen,
2 MS. BRONISZ: On the Southeast
10 project wele prefty much on fargf, a slight
13 surphus year to date. We are showing

24 increased deliveries and revemues from the
23 Mohegan Sun casino, also increased revemues

 CRRA Board Meeting March 20, 2003

Page 22 Page 4

| for that are waste transport expenses and I from waste diversion spot revenues, Thats

2 expenses related fo the two tranfer tatons 1 pretty much on contract,

3 are signiicanty above budget mainly having 3 Nonproject ventures and

4 todowith the continued operation of those 4 admnmstration, the last two pages, nothing

5 facilities by MDC. The budget had assumed 5 sigmficant there, Nomproject ventures, as

6 that  different contractor would be running 6 ndicafed, will be moving into the

71 7 Mid-Connecticutfund over the next couple of

3 On the Bridgeport project, 8 months so tis page will be dropping off

9 year-to-date surpus of abont $500,000, The 9 And under administration

10" major reason there i general admin expenses 10" theres no major variances to eport,

11 have decreased and also recycling sles have Il THE CHAIRPERSON: That surplus

12 been above merket at the Bridgeport projec, 12 inthe nonproject ventures will then offst

13 The Wallingford project s 13 the deficit in the Mid-Comn project?

14 eportng a surplus for the same time period 14 MS. BRONISZ: Tm ot exactly

15 of§900,000. The main reason there s that 15 sure how the accounting for that wil work,

16 expenditres have been down, general 16 but I~ T'mnot sure how that

17 admnistrative expenditures are down, and 17 THE CHAIRPERSON: ‘The Chair

18 waste transport expenses are down, 18 Just brings that to the table s a question,

19 Of note here,the recyling 19 But we've talked about that before, about the

20 ine item under expenditures for recyeling 20 expenses and revenues from those projects.

2 hasbeenzero. Tunderstand that there is a 21 Ifyoutake a look at the revenues, the

10 ecyclng event corently scheduled t take 22 electric sales,up on top, all right,

23 place in the spring, 23 MS. BRONISZ: The electri

U DIR. O'BRIEN: Ishould have 24 sales, of course. We mainly get revemes

13 asked this last week, but ae the general 13 from the nonproject ventures - usually
Page 23 Page 25

| admin costs down more than their share of I booked in the summer months,

2 what we have reduced headquarters cost, or is ) THE CHAIRPERSON: Al right,

3 that as the recuctions taken by that - the ] MS. BRONISZ: Any other

4 recommendations of staff by this board 4 questions?

3 accounting for those lower -- 5 THE CHAIRPERSON: I would just

6 MS. BRONISZ: Thatsa good 6 comment I think it obvions when we tak

T question. I think it a combination of T about CRRA and we talk about some of the

8 things, Ithink there's been more - there's 8 problems with CRRA basically it focuses on

9 been not as much staff time allocated to the 9 the Mid-Conn project, which we're working

10 through, but we do have three other projects
1 thatare working along quite well

12 Anything else, Betting?

13 MS. BRONISZ: Thats it

14 THE CHAIRPERSON: Jim, doyou
13 have anything to add?

16 MR. BOLDUC: No. I think

I7" things seem to be moving along, Again if
18 you have any other sugpestions on the revenue
19 expense format we keep tring o refine it
20 and get into the issues that are critcal,

2 S0 the one comment ] wil]

21 make, next year  lot of the budget tends to
23 ‘e distributed ona 1/12 basis on the

4 expenses, and we'te going to be taking a Jook
25 atthatto try to reallocate those on a

T(Pages 2210 29)
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month-by-month so they kind of track the
actual actviy as opposed fo ust /12 per
month so we can get a befter ine: And s
the chart right now doesn' really track a
wella the expendituee side, We'e trying
to fing tune that a5 we spread that budget
Text year,

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay.

DIR. O'BRIEN; Mr. Chairman,

would move the resofution at the back of
tah3,

D = N Lo e e D e
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Tab 3
18 seeking board action regarding
disbursemzent of the Auhority funds,

Jim,

MR. BOLDUC: This s jus
basically to recognize the factthat John
Clark will be leaving at the end of the
month, and he was  signer on the wire
transfers, to remove his name from Fleet Bank
and fo replace him, since we do need
coverage, with Rob Constable to be able to do
awire transfer as 2 backup to Bettna and
myself,

Page 26

Page 28

3, projected ‘03, proposed 04, and
projected capital spending through 08 for
each of the projects and short descriptions

of major issues on capital spending on each
of these projects. Ifs pretty

straightforward. And should you have any
addifional questions, our staf s here to be
able to answer them directly,

9 THE CHAIRPERSON: As the

10 director said, the finance committee reviewed
1 ths.

) Does anybody have any

13 questions?

14 DIR, LAURETTL: I have just a

15 quick comment. We had a lengthy discussion
16 at the finance committee about the nature of
17 the capital improvements budge, and 1 would
I8 enconrage everyone to just ake a look at
19 those comments $o that everybody has a elear
20 understanding of what the purpose of the
2 capital budget is and that there are changes
21 that are o be had from time to time

23 depending on any mumber of circomstances tha
AU arises,

OO —3 O B W D s

A THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. We 25 THE CHAIRPERSON: Bud,

Page 27 Page29 §
1" have amotion on the table. Is there a ! DIR. COHN: I aised 2 minor
2 second? 2 issug atthat finance committee meeting, and
3 DIR. FRANCIS: Second. 31 dontt see the note that was supposed to be
4 THE CHAIRPERSON: s there any 4 added. |
5 questions, discussion on his item, 5 MR. BOLDUC: Ifyou go to page
6 replacement of Rob for John, 66, Bud, it on fhe bottom.
1 All those in favor, aye? 1 DIR. COHN; Okay.
8 Opposed? ) THE CHAIRPERSON: Thats what
g Abstained? 9 you'e referring to, sir?
10 S0 moved. 10 DIR. COHN: Yes.

11 DIR. OBRIEN: Mr, Chatrman,
12 would move the resolution a the back of b
13 4 regarding the FY04 capital improvement
14 budget noting that it has been recommended to
15 the board by the finance commitiee,

16 THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there »
7 second?

18 DIR. MARTLAND: Second

19 THE CHAIRPERSON: Allright,
M0 Dr. Martland.

1l MR.KIRK: There's been

12" considerable discussion of the captal budget
13 that took place at the finance commitiee

M4 meeting. The package includes a iy

13 detailed deseription of adopted fscal year

Il THE CHAIRPERSON: Just s0

12 everybody sees, you can see Bud is working on
13 that for us on the bottom of 6.

14 Any other questions?

13 Comments?

16 Sir,

{7 MR. BOLDUC: One of the things
18 we'r going to be doing next year as partof
19 the process, rather than bifircating the

20 capital budget separate from the operating
21 budget we mentioned atthe finance committee
22 we're going to hump them together because
23 basically this needs to be done before the

24 operating budget which willsetthe tip fee.

23 Sonextyear, when we make the presentation,

B (Pages 261029)
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5 tegarding hanler agreements

10 THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. This
11 15 astandard form agreement,

12 Tom?

13 MR. KIRK: Yes, basically just

14 ousckeeping issue here, standard agreement

15 toallow commercial haulers as opposed fo

16 municipalities that have contracts with the

|7 CRRA. Thisaflows commercil hanlers hauling
18 CRRA controlled waste into our facilities

19 establishing new tip fees for those tons,

0 THE CHAIRPERSON: And the

21" contracts reflect each one of those projects,

n Sir.

A DIR. O'BRIEN: It provides

24 that these haulers will deliver afl waste

25 from member towns and may deliver waste from

CRRA Board Mecting March 20, 2003
Page 30 Page 32

11 wellbe presenting the operating and the | nonmember fowns. Js that juston a spot ‘
2 capital budget simultaneously so you'l have 2 basis? What kind of Jead time, what kind of

3 the advaniage of having both pieces, 3 approval 15 there? Because we'te also inthe

4 THE CHAIRPERSON: Perhaps - | 4 Dusiness of exporting waste from time o

5 don'tknow - L know ot the finance meeting S fime,

6 you gave usthat new calendar, Perhaps we 6 MR, KIRK: Correct. We only

T could send it outto every board member, T acoept waste from our contract fowns. The

§ Okay! 8 hauler, the spots haulers, declare it as 8

: MR. BOLDUC: Sure. ) member or contract community waste

10 DIR, OBRIEN: That calendar 10 DIR. O'BRIEN: I'm asking

11" that was presented at the - Im not sure 11" about item 2 on the first page there. If

12 which calendar. Theres going to be some 12 authorized by the Authority they may

I3 revisions made, we hope, to that as we {13 delver-- and ] don't know what the maximms

14 discussed inthe finance commities meefing 14 are- from nonmember towns, And right now,

15 with regard to dates. Well sec buds. 15 since we're in an export business, I'n

16 MR. BOLDUC: Yes - 16 wondering what kind of - in other words, i

17 DIR. O'BRIEN: So welre not up I that on a daly basis, you call up and say we

18 againsta deadline - 18 can accept some and what are those maximums?

19 THE CHAIRPERSON: But af Jeast 19 MR. KIRK: The maxinmum only

20 right now everybody hes the same, i you 20 comes into play if were short on waste, So

0wl stroctwemmind, 21 ight now we're limiling them only to

2 Allright, Wehave amotion, 12 contract and member community waste hanling

23 We have 1t seconded; we've had somie 23 in, sothe max doesntt apply.

24 discussion. Any further discugsion? ! DIR. OBRIEN: Soem?2

2 Comment? 55 really doesnt apply?

Pae) e |

l Okay we're looking for l MR.KIRK: Virginia, am

2 approval. Allthose n favor? 2 understanding that question correctly!

3 Opposed? ] MS. RAYMOND: We can accept

4 DIR. BLAKE: Aye. 4 spol waste. Generally, however, any of the

5 THE CHAIRPERSON: Abstained? 5 haulers that we actually get spot waste from

b S0 moved. : 0. would have separate spot waste agreements.

] DIR. O'BRIEN: Mr. Chairman, | T 1t1s possible for us as we're managing our

8 would move the resoion at the back of tab 8 waste flow to pick up the phone and ask a

9 auler o bring in some waste under these
10 agreements on a spot basis

I DIR, OBRIEN: So its tnily

12 spotbasis, not 2 -

13 THE CHAIRPERSON: No. Well
14" inhere the motion that we cucrently have on
15 the table, all right. ¥ you tumm o page 2

16" on your agenda or atachment 6, you will then
17" see action taken on spot waste delvery

18 agreements with the Bristol recovery project
19 so-

20 DIR. OBRIEN: That's
2 different,
/) THE CHAIRPERSON: - that's

13 duferent, So1 guess the Chai s hearing
24 spof, and the Chair is hearing this i
25 from-

9 (Pages 3010 33)
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l DIR. OBRIEN: I'm referring l THE CHAIRPERSON: At this 5

2 toilem 2 inthe beginning of b 5, M 2. point we could all say thatbut - !

3 Chairman, 3 DIR. O'BRIEN: I'm saying "

4 MS. RAYMOND: Righ, 4 there's a reason for that, Mike. That's why

5 DIR. O'BRIEN: I frying fo 5 T asking the question

6 understand the meaning of that 6 THE CHAIRPERSON: We have a

] MR. KIRK: Tbelieve the short T motion on the table. Did we have a second?

8 answer s it gives us the option of ising 8 DIR. MARTLAND: Yes, you had 2

9 prvate commercial haulers to bring us spot 9 second, |

10 waste f we should need i or desire . And
11 as you mentioned, atthis point in time,
12 welre inan export siration. We're only
13 acoepting contract and member commundty
14 waste,

15 DIR, O'BRIEN: Okay, So that
16 istruly spot. Thats a call today we can

17 take some tomorrow or something of that
18 order?

19 MR KIRK: Correct,

20 MS. RAYMOND: Ifyou look at
21" the Bridgeport project contract, thats the
12 only contract t applies to. If you notice
23 there's a blank in that contract for the

24 Bridgeport standard agreement, and that'
15 what we would fill i with the hauler, Tm

10 THE CHAIRPERSON: The Chair
11" lost it tn the conversation, Any other

12 questions? Comments? Concerns?

13 All those i favor?

14 Opposed?

15 So moved.

16 Next ts attachment 6,

17 DIR. O'BRIEN: Iwouldmove
18 the resolution at the back of tab 6 regarding
19 the Bristol esource recovery facility.

0 THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there a
21 second to bring itto the table?

2 DIR. MARTLAND: Second.

23 THE CHAIRPERSON: Tom, do you
4 wantto address that?

2 MR. KIRK: Also continuing

Page 3

not aware that we had a single one fast year
that we fifled in with  spot total

DIR. O'BRIEN: Okay.

MR. CONSTABLE: Virginia is
Just stating the first two contracts are from
Wallingford and Mid-Conn. Those don't allow
for the defivery of spot waste under these
agreements because we do go out to bid for
the spot waste separately. Under the
10 Bridgeport contract, that allows for the
H delivery of member and nonmember waste, And
12 e o, we have some haulers that bring in
{3 nonmember waste o the Bridgeport project
14 under CRRA contracts, corect, So that
15 second paragraph only applies fo the
16 Bridgeport project.
17 DIR. OBRIEN: Okay,
18 MR.KIRK: Its probably worth
19 mentioning there are no changes this year,
20 This is essentially a renewal contract,
] DIR. OBRIEN: Yes, but
12 wasn' here st year, Tom,
3 MR. KIRK: Neither was L
U DIR. OBRIEN: And there's a
25 reason for that,

SO =3 N W B WD D e
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contract we have with Bristol resource

recovery operating committee to aflow us to

export spot waste to the Bristol project if

we need 1t and they are in apreement to

acoept 1t. We don'toften do that, but ifs

an option we want o keep available to us, 5o

we'd recommmend approval of this agreement,
DIR. O'BRIEN: Chris, use your

e bution unil you'te ready to speak.

10 DIR. BLAKE; Right. Thank

1T you.

12 THE CHAIRPERSON: Any

13 questions on this matter? I11 call for the

4 vote.

15 All those in favor?

16 Opposed?

{7 Abstatned?

18 So moved,

19 board action sought on

20 Ellmgton landfill gas colleetion control

21 system,

2 DIR. OBRIEN: Fmove the

23 resolution atthe back of tab 7,

i DIR. COOPER: Second.

25 THE CHAIRPERSON: ] believe

D 3 O Ly e Gl D e

e
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Peter Egan will address this,

MR KIRK: Tm not sure i
~ Peter 1 hete to answer any questions if
weneed i, but thas i also an extension of
a contract, Our origimal contract called for
athree-year agresment and three single
one-year extensions. Our new purchasing
policy requires every three years a new bid
be performed. Due fo the nature of this
particular contract and the new nature of the
procurement policy, Peter discussed the
options of renewing this particular contract
for one more year with Bud Cohn and his
committee and recommend a contimation of
this contract for one year after which we
will rebid i,

Peter, did you want to talk to
the specific -

MR. EGAN: I can briefly just
outlme theissue here and I just take any
questions, To reiteate, this isto extend a
contract to operate the Ellington Landfil
gas collection control system for 15
additional months beginning Aprl 15, two
weeks from now, through the end of June of

c_\omﬁ@u‘-h-wh—a—b

FTESEBEEESS s oo s s =

10 Atthe botiom for - on the botiom of page

Page ) |

looking for a total of 37,8517

MR. EGAN: No. I'mJooking
for a total of 37,851 for routine services
for the nex! 15 months, an additional $4,000
forthe remainder of his fiscal year, and
then an additional $15,000 for nonroutine
services for next fiscal year, The fotal i
approxiniately -

THE CHAIRPERSON: If's 57,851,

CxD =3 SN Ly B D D e
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11 fiseal year 03/04 budget has 30,281 and 25
2 roufne, $0 we've got 55

13 DIR. OBRIEN: So we're

14 covered,

15 DIR. LAURETTL. M. Chairman,
16 two questions. How long has Handex been
{7 employed by us?

18 MR. EGAN: Since April st of
192000,

2 DIR. LAURETTL: So who had the
21" contractbefore them? Were they bonght out?
20 Were they - because this is an exising

23 contract for three years, And, you know,
2 recognize the name Handex, and T don't recal]
13 them being involved for that length of time

Page 39

2004. Tintend to go out and rebid this
activity next spring for a three-year femm
which would comumence in Jly of 04
What I'm seeking approval for
15 amending the confract o contine fo
emmploy the current contrac! with the 15
additional months for the same price that
they've been working for for the past three
9 years. Tmalso seeking approval foran
10 additional $4,000 in nonroutine services for
11" the remainder of our fiscal year, And
12 thirdly, seeking approval to expend $15,000
13 for nonroutine servicesfor fiscal year 2004,
14 The original contract scoped out routing
13- services which were defined, and that
16 incuded a task associated with nonroutine
17" services, which 1 lst some of here, and each
18 year we estimate what those nonroutine
19 servioes may be. And ] think 15,000 based on
20 what occurred over the las yer s going
21 to cover the activity for the next fiscal
2 year. T actually have more than $15,000 in
23 the budget, and atthis time 1 think his is
M4 all Im agking for.
A THE CHAIRPERSON: So you're

D e F N LM e L e e

el |

with CRRA,

MR. TRACEY: 1 can answer that
question. That contract was bid out publicly
atthe same time as the Shelion O&M contract
was bid out. That was bid out, ke Peter
saud, in AprilMay of 2000 |

DIR. LAURETTL: You said that
this is an existing three years - an
extension of the three year,

10 MR. EGAN: The contract that

11 was awarded three years ago contemplated an
12 iniial three-year period and then two

13 additionalthree-year renewal options. So
14 was really ~ if we went the whole distance,

13 it would be nine years. The new procurement
16 policy suggests that we bid professional

{7 technical contracts every three years

18 I iseussed this with the

19 procurement commitee, and the feeling of the
20 committe was that this partoular type of a
21 service s nof exacly what was contemplated
20 necessarily regarding the threg-year it
23 and secondly, extending it for 15 months also i
24 affords my group additonal necessary fime o
13 appropriately rebid the projec
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I essentially was ina
position in eatly Jamyary where it ocourred
to me that we couldnt simply extend the
contract necessanly under the new
procurement policy, but, at the same time, |
had very imited time to rebid this effort

I've talked to Handex, They
agreed to hold their price for the next 15
9 months. That' how we got to where we are
10 today. I'mnot sure ifTve answered your
1 question
11 THE CHAIRPERSON: Mr. OBrien.
13 DIR. O'BRIEN; Two things:

14 First, Id ke to commend Peter for his

15 proactive implementation of the new policy
16 rather than just letfing it become a

{7 Tairball, Second thing, to clarify your

1§ comment, My, Chairman, regarding the amount
19 of money, about §7,600 of the total that

20 Peter i askang for will ocur in this fiscal

1l year, notnext. So we have more than enough
12 money m the next fiscal year to cover

13 Peter's proposal for the next fiscal year

24 budget for the Ellington Landfil, a5 ]

15 understand it?

O . O Ly P G D e
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| when we're not there yet and that we even

2 know that we need 1 given our economic
3 situation.

4 MR. EGAN; May I respond fo

5 fhat!

6 THE CHAIRPERSON: Sure,

1 MR. EGAN; To answer your

8 second question first, 1 could hold off
secking the approval for next fiscal year'
10 expenditures at this time, and I would be

1 Dack here tn May or June, I thonght it was
12 prodent and expeditious to do it all in one
13 item and one board package.

14 To respond to your first

15 question, the time and effort required to
16 assemble a public bid is not insignificant,
17 1T bid this -- if we bid this out right

18 now, we may - ths is my personal opinion,
19 We might find somebody who would give s a
20 price of 28,000, 27,000, We might find that
21 we get bids above the existing 30,000, Fora
22 savings of §2,000 over 15 months, §3,000 over
2315 months, compared to the effort that staff
4 hasto put into a public bid, it was a

25 business decision to go ahead and do this

.

MR.EGAN: Thaf's correct.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Thank
Jou. .
DIR. MARTLAND: I'm curious,
Are there many companies that do this?

MR. EGAN: There's probably -
when we bid this out we'll probably get two
or threg compantes that will bid on
Ellington. Just for your information, Im
going fo be here af the April directors
meeting. Essentially, we're going to do the
12 same thing with the Shelton ndfilt gas O&M
13 contract. We're going to extend that through
14 the next fiscal year, That operator has
15 agreed to hold their curreat pricing, and we
16 will rebid that activty next spring,

[7 DIR. LAURETTL: Given the
18 economc climate, 1 feel that something like
19 this should have been rebid. I think that
20 any contract, because of the economic
21 climate, we shoutd fake the opportunity to
2 seeif there are mote savings to be had.
3 The other point | want to make
24 151 don't know that ifs necessary to star
15 appropriating money into next year's budget

T
b
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DIR, LAURETT: Youknow, |
Peter, from a busimess standpoint, when you
run a municipafty you face the same type of
things. And if you're going to effect a bid
for services that you require on a regular
basts, I'm not sure that I agree with the
amount of time that you're saying is
necessary that staff has to spend. Yes, the
bid has to be revisited to see if there are
any changes that need to be made, but this s
not rocke science.

S0 I would disagree with you
there. And, you know, what's the sense in
having a policy board that requires you to
rebid it every three years? Every department
6 will be back here saying, okay, il going to
{7 take vs a long time and a ot of money to put
18 these buds together, so lef's ask the board
19 foran extension. We're never challenging
20 the marketplace if we do that,
2 THE CHAIRPERSON: Let me go
10 to,1fTmay, just one second, can  go to
23 Bud? Bud, there was comment that they
24 referred this to your committee, Do you have
25 comment on that?

e LD D
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| DIR. COHN: Yes. Ourthinking
2 was that, number one, it was originally bid
3 sotheprice in the contract was based on a
4. bid process; mmuber two,tht the thre year
5 thafs n thestaute isreally aimed o

6 professional services primarily, o there was
T agray area whether it applied fo this or

8 not. There was number fhree, if can

9 rememberit '

10 DIR. O'BRIEN: The Aprit st

I st dafe was the third ome,

12 MR. COHN: Yes, the short

13 time. Butalso important s the fact that

14 they are keeping the same price, 1fthey had
15 asked for an inerease, it would be a whole
16 different matter because that would be

17 outsde the past bid,

18 THE CHAIRPERSON: Ray, you had
19 acomment,

0 DIR. O'BRIEN: Two of the

2 comments, Bud, and the factthat you're
10 keeping the same price, whereas the contract
23 renewal allowed them an ncrease, | think
24 eter was diligent in coming before the

23 commitee considering the time frame, and ]

Page 8
lose. And, frankly, when you change a :

1
2 contractor on atechnical actvity hike this,
-3 you operate at a higher risk because of that

4" Joss of mstittional knowledge and

5 operational knowledge of the system, and a
6 the Shelton Landfll tht s particlarly

T e,

8 And that was another reason

9 why Im going o seck next month o keeping
10" the same contractor at Shelton in addition o
11 the three reasons that Ive just discussed,
12 The fourth one s their knowledge of that
13 system,

4 THE CHAIRPERSON: Sit.

15 DIR, KNOPP: 1 just assume

16 that this contract was awarded originally as
1T aresult of a competitve bid.

1§ MR. EGAN: That's correct.

19 DIR, LAURETTI: Butifs three
20 yearsold.

2 THE CHAIRPERSON: Ifs, ]

12 think, a good comment, M. Laureft's point
13 about policy,the factthat staffhad poneto
24 the policy commitiee and reviewed it tht
23 the dollars are n the budget and, as Bud
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think he also neds to request authorization
fornext year; otherwise, we cant execnte
the contract that would commit vs to tha
expenditure next year.
MR. EGAN: If 1 may make one
more brief comment?
THE CHAIRPERSON: Any other
comment from the board or a qestion?
Peter,
10 MR. EGAN: Just one other
11" comment, Aud this actually applis more to
12 the Shelton actvites than the Elington
13 activities that Il b here four weeks from
14 now discussing. Some of the activites for
15 which we employ contractos have a degree of
16 complexity o them. There s a learing
1T curve o understanding a gas collection
18 controlsystem. 1S important that we
19 consider that when we Jook at vendars, Ifwe
20 bring a new vendor in to operate the
21" Ellington orthe Hartford or the Shelton s
20 system or ofher actvites that we oversee,
13 there's a learming curve,
U There is, in some cases, a ot
15 of msfitutional knowledge that you will

WO D =l N LA e G D e
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I said, the price s atthe same level, |
2 ‘Any other further comment?
3 Concern?
4 Allnght. We'll call for the

3. vote, All those in favor of the motion as

6 presented?

1 Opposed?

§ DIR. LAURETTI: Abstained,

g THE CHAIRPERSON: Mr, Lawrett

10 wall abstain,

Il DIR. O'BRIEN: Mr. Chairman, ]

12 will move that the board authorize the

13 president to express their acoeptance or

14 consent to the electricity sales curtailment

13 agreement for the Southeast project. Who's

16 presenting that?

17 THE CHAIRPERSON: Ifthe

18 gentleman would hold that, T would ask -

19 well, you've already put it on the table

2 Is there a second?

2 DIR MARTLAND: Second.

n MR. KIRK: Ifyou look at |
13 attachment 8, in our Southeast project our
2 electriity contrct calls or the abiityof |
%3 our customer, CLP, to curai sals,

Ty Dy
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1 essentially to shut us off and open up the | are we having an executive session? |

2 breaker. When that happens there is zero ) THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes.

3 electric sales, } DIR. RIFKIN: I'd like to

4 They have the right to do that 4 taise a legal tssue with respect ~ that

5 because of when the contract was contermplated 5 might have an impact on this - approving

6 many years ago there was anticipation of 6 this, but I would ke to do 1 1m executive

7 periods of time during the year when they'd T session to geta clanfication,

8 have too rmuch power and needed more safefy of 8 THE CHAIRPERSON: Do you want

9 gnd, and gnid operations needed to remove 9 tomake amotion to table?

10 energy from the grid. 10 DIR. RIFKIN; SoI'would move

s

Subsecquent o the contract
being written, there has been a need for
power almost all the time; however, the ight
of CLP fo burm off that highepriced Southeast
power still exasts in the contract, This
curtallment agreement aflows us to stay on
ling with CLP, continue to sell powet to
them, albeit at a reduced and negotiated rate
or essentialy at a rate equal o the cost of
power from the wholesale market, Ifs a
-win/win for us. CLP also wins. They get
cheaper power from our plant. And we win
because they grve up their right fo
essentially dispatch us off fine, and we
confimie to enjoy revenes during those what

A S OGS 1D S o oo O o~ W e o o

11 that we table thas untl after the executive

12 session,

13 DIR. OBRIEN: Second.

14 THE CHAIRPERSON: Al those in
15 favor of tabling

16 Opposed?

7 Somoved, Well table this,

18 DIR. O'BRIEN: Ialso recall

19 Director Rifkin said hie would have to leave
20 byeleven. Perhaps we could pet info that

21 executive session?

i THE CHAIRPERSON: We've got an
23 hour,

i DIR. O'BRIEN; I'm trymg to

25 move 1t along here.
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normally would have been zero electric
revenue houss.

DIR. O'BRIEN: Then we can
continug to bum garbage then, too.

MR. KIRK: And continue to
process waste. Actually [ think we have a
bypass condenser at that plant, so that
probably would't have been an issue, But
not having to start wp a bypass condenser is
[0 always a good idea from an engineering
[l standpoint, |
2 If you have any particular
13 questtons on the agreement or the curtailment
14 schedule, Chris Fancher is here from the
15 staffto answer those, -
16 DIR, O'BRIEN: Has Southeast
17 approved this yet, consented?
18 MR. KIRK: Yes, Jesry
19 Tyminskt
i MR. TYMINSKL: We've approved
it
1 THE CHAIRPERSON: Questions?
33 Comments? Allright, And wel call for the
M vofe on curtatlment - yes, S,
A DIR. RIFKIN: Mr. Chatrman,

>

Page 53

| THE CHAIRPERSON: You're doing
2 awonderful job, sir. Keep going.

3 What I would like to do s o

4 back to staff who will update the board on

5 stafus of the rat, this project. I think,

6 Michael, are you going to do this?

] MR. TRACEY: Im gomg o

B aftempt to keep this very short, Last fall

9 the board approved appropriation for us to

10 commence with a feasibility study to

1 mvestigate the prospect of hauling our waste
12 stream from the Mid-Connecticut project fo an

113 out-ofstate facaliy.

14 Very briefly, the Authonity is

15 required under the Municipal Solid Waste
16 Service Agreements with the municipalites to
17 provide disposal services for all the

18 residual waste streams penerated by the

19 Mid-Connecticut project. The waste siream
20 total 15 approximately 300,000 tons, which is
21 made up of approximately 50,000 tons of bulk
22 and nonprocessibles which originate from both
23 the WPF, which is about half of that 25,000
24 {ons, and there's 25,000 tons of bulky

25 material that's brought into the Hartford
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Landfill Process residue, there's
approxmately 0,000 tons thats produced per
year of that from the WPF, and there's
spproxamately 180,000 fons of ash residue
that's produced over a the power block
facilifes.

As you know, the importance of
this 15 based on the irmnent closure of fhe
Hartford Landfill. Our lafes estimates on
at are that the process rsidue and bulky
Waste area is going to be closed
approximately two years from now in mid-3005,
13 The ash residue area, based on our current
14 estimate, should last to the end of 2008 or
15 early frst quarter of 2009,

16 The options that we have that

17 the Authority has to take care of these
18 residhual waste strearus are o either truck
191, o ail it or possibly even o barge

20 The feasibifity study had a number of

21 objectives. What we wanied to do is

10 determine the achual physical easbilty

23 providing railservice at the South Meadow
U site. We achually bring a ral fine in

23 within that area. Ifwe're able to do fha,

D T B MDD S0 —d o L B L D e
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I conoeptual cost impacts for those,

2 Again, the access would be

3 provided on the northerly end of the sie

4 and that would be a spur ine offof the

5 Connecict marketing authoriy side whichis
6 the farmers marke!, -

] The location of the ral yard

8 that we chose would be within the CRRA owned
9 parcel 2 of the power block facility property
10" and it would be west of storage tank 3,

11 There's a figure, figure 7, in the handont

|12 that shows where we would bring the ai Hne

13 m,
i Our consultant also teamed up
15 with a ailtransportation expert, and welve

16 looked attwo specific modes of

17" transportation by rail. One was gondola

18 railears, and the other method would be

19" containers. Containers ae exacdly what

20 they - they are a box structure, There's

2 two different types: 62 cubic yard

22 contamers and 25 cubic yard containers,

23 Myself and other members of

24 the team that took a look ot this project, we
15 went upto the Boston arca where Allied Waste

Page 55

Wete going to mvestigate different methods
of rail ransport,

Inithis particular case there
wete two methods that we investigated. More
significantly, we were going to anayze the
conoepts of the impacts of the cost on the
layout at the facifity. And lstly, we were
going o estimate the costof transportation,
- operation and maintenance of the faclity
10 We came up with - we
11 originally started with two site acoess
12 points and fve differentral yard ayous,
13 We narrowed that down, We met with the DOT
14 office of rail. They concurred that there
15 was already a crossing in the area of the
16 power block faciity across Reserve Road and
17 the northerly end of the site. Qnoe that
I8 trash crosses Reserve Road there's an aocess
19 to'bring a ai ine south into the power
20 block facilty, which is shown on one of the
1 nextfigures, but s basically we would bring
21 aralling in underneath the Charter Qak
13 Bridge. Two ofthe potential ral yard
24 locations were looked ot and developed in
25 mmuch more detail and we had developed

\bmﬂc\m&wwﬁ
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curtently 15 haufing material ot by rail via
this method. So both of these methods are
used i different parts of the country, and
on a conceptual basis, both of these methods
would work at our facility,

There's some details in the
handout on both of the differenttypes of
scenarios that we looked at. The gondola car
method is essentially a method by which three
10 wastestreams would be conveyed over to
11 another location on the ite. They would be
12" dumped ino open top ailats, They would be
13 covered and then they would have fo be
14 broughtout. It would require a fily
15 significant covered area, It would be
16 approximately - it would require a building
17 size of approximately 100-by-600 feet which
1815 very very large. We would be equired to
19 Keep the rain off of the materia
20 environmentally,as well as when e ship i
1 we have someone o pay fo shipping water,
2 Some of the other constraints
23 that we had looked at that were on ste have
24 todo with the CL&P property itself. It
23 would require the reocation of some overhead

OO —J O W e WD D —
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| transmission lines and also some other | temediated right now under the site

2 ilties that are currently on site, For 2 temediation contract. Ifs possible that

3 the gondola method our estimated cost to 3 there would have to be a revision to that,

4 build the rail yard and bring the rai line 4 Some of the other things that

5 fo the site would be about five and a half 5 would have to be done, a trafic study would

6 million dollass. - 6 have to be frther looked at as far as the

] THE CHAIRPERSON: Option two? T permitting procedure fo place the facility a

8 MR, TRACEY: Im coming to § the plant, There are some other

9 optiontwo. Option two is the container 9 miscellaneous permts that were required by

10 method. It wonld be somewhat different than 10 the DOT. There's an encroachment permit to

11 acovered building The containers I achually let us go undemneath the Charter Oak

12 themselves would be located at the discharge 12 Bridge. We would have to get formal approval

13 points at the facility where the waste 13 by Conn DOT office of rarl which would

14 streams are. The containers themselves would 14 require a public hearing, The City of

15 beloaded and then covered and then brought 15 Hartford would require, in addition fo zoning

—_—
L=

over to the flatbed railcars on site, It
wouldn't equire a special building, but i
would require some other specialized
equipment, gantry cranes and special loading
equipment that would be required to lit the
containers and put them on the railcars and
take them off the raileass,

There would also be a capital
layout for the contamers to ship some of the
materials. The raifroads won't lease the

T~ 2 2 2 o D bl ek e
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16 permits, there's some inland wefland permits
17 that would also have to be sought and

18 approved, and there would also be a number of
19 vartous environmental permits that would also
20 have o be looked af,

2 The study right now is

22 substantially complete. We're in the process
23 right now of evaluating the transportation

24 costs. Some of the other things that we.also
25 want1o Jook at 1s whether or not we ship all

contamers because they consider them to
be - the potential exists that they are
going to be damaged quite extensively. In
this scenario, the estimated capital cost for
the rail yard construction 15 a lttle over
$4 million and the capital cost for the
contamers and support equipment with that i
almost §3 million. And I don't have an
option three right now, Mike,

Ong more page, Ray. Let me
finish. A couple things, some other things
12 that would have to be addressed if we were to
13 go ahead with this project, we would have to
14 purchase for parcel three from Northeast
15 Utilittes. That would be the location of a
16 commercial bulky waste area. Relocation of
17 the 23 kV and 115 kV transmission lines wonld
1§ have to be finalrzed with CL&P. Those costs
19 would also have to be further identified,
20 As you're aware, that site
21 also consists of a significant amount of
22 contaminated soil. We're doing an
23 environmental cleanup on that area ripht now.
24 The area where the rail yard would be located
25 would have fo be remediated. I's also being
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of the waste streams via this mefhod, And

what 'm geting at with that 5 obviously to
shap you need fo get as much of the material
in the railcar as possible,

And the disconnect with that,
with our waste streams, i just the bulky
waste maferial, When the bulky waste
material comes out, 1ts loose. Its not
really cost-effective to ship that by rail by
10 - iself. 1t posssble that it can be shipped
11 if's commingled with another material or
2 1fif's shredded, but some of those other
13 details still have to be looked at in a
14 little bit more detai,

15 THE CHAIRPERSON: Ray.

16 DIR. OBRIEN: A couple of

7 things. I think there 15 third option 1

18 would like to see you look at just so that we
19 have the comparison to justify the cost of
20 the yard, and that is shuting containers to
21 an offsite section where they can be put on
22 flat cars 5o that we know that the cost of

23 buying property, constructing the yard and
U everything else 15 cost ustified.

25 Id also ke to-- and I'm

D
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L sure s going to beinthe sy, but how

1 many vehicles are we going to - how many of
3 these containers are We going fo be moving
4 daily? Youte talking about bulky and

5 nonprocess that ooks to me, i Fm doing my
6 mah rght, somewhere around 500,000 cubie
T yards a year, and yet you've only got a 62

8 cubic yard container for i, That's an awfl
9 ot of contaners moving n a year,

10 MR.KIRK: Mike's number of

11" about §3 million for container investment
12 seflects how many we would anfcipate, But
13 15 also irmportantto know that there's

14 couple of different options wele considering
15 that mchude shipping offallof our waste,
16 shipping off some of ur waste, keeping the
|7 ash here, keeping the bulky here. There are
| 18 alot of different options.

19 At s point in the study

{20 about all we can say is - and we have done
21" more mumber crunching than is indicated in
22 your bandout, And Mike has indicated we
13 think, athis poiat n time, it premature
24 to throw dolfars per fon out there, But at
25 this pointntime, we can say the rail haul

Page 84

1 essentialy elimnate ol of the process

2 residue that needs to be disposed of there

3 Unforhunately it would also tncrease the

4 amount of ash residue we would generate. But
5 the ash residue, if you recall, we have

6 enough room t the Hartford Landsifl trough
T 2008,

8 S0 there are certainly some
options available fo us ll being

1" anticipated. But actually to answer your

o

T question, all of them are complicated by the

12 fact that the Hartford Landfil] at its

13 present rae, will run out of space well

14 before, and welr not as prepaed as we

I3 should be for it

16 THE CHAIRPERSON: S,

17 DIR. KNOPP: Is there any

I8 selationship between the lfimate destination
19 for this stuffand the type of

20 transportation; in other words, are there

21 phaces where we might send i that are not
22 accessible by rai that would give us more
23 chotces and if we were o select a rail

24 option we'd be limited to fewer destinations?
2 MR KIRK: Yes. Alllandfill
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1 il an option. Ifs probably akso safe
to say s ot a eureka. If's not going to
save us a fortune, but i's certamly il
an option we want to pursne because we
have -~ because there are some legitimate
savings that could be possible in using ra
and an export option i addition fo or
mstead of trucking,

THE CHAIRPERSON: Sir
10 DIR. RIFKIN: Tom, do we have
11" atime frame here that indicates by when we
12 need o make oertan decisions in order to
13 address the excess waste that we'e going to
14 have because of certain conditons of the
15 Hartford Landfll?
16 MR.KIRK: Yes. The Hartford
{7 Landfifl 5 going to fill wp before we're
18 able to build and execute a plan such as
19 ths. But that's not necessarily a terrible
20 scenario because we always have the rucking
21 option which we tilize with our excess waste
2 now. There are also other options that could
13 extend our Hartford Landfil inghyding an
24 achual extension o the Jandfil burning
25 process residue in the plant which would
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that acoept out-of-sate waste accept it by
truck. Some accept itby ral, Bssentiall,
the waste destinations in consideration for
s now by truck inchude Seneca Meadows in New
York, which s up in Schenectady, Rochester,
panhandle New York, Western Pennsylvans,
Ohio Jandfills and Virginia Jandfills,

There's a barge proposal in
s infancy that would potentially involve
10" export to Virginia landfils, a large
11 Massissippi Jandfill of about 2,000 acres
12" and at st count they were Jooking at
13 offshore destinations, inchuding the
14 Caribbean. That'  development projet
15 absolntely in its infancy.
16 DIR. RIFKIN: We could send
LT our waste instead of ovr corporations.
18 MR. KIRK: Actually there's
19 history in the business of the infamous
20 garbage barge that saled all over the
21" Caribbean. 1 personally would hope that the
20 CRRA notbe interested in exporting our waste
13 offshore. 1 don' think that's a viable
24 option. And that paricular project of
15 barging othside the state would have huge -
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tamificaions to the market in the state.
Their volume necessary to be effective i
tbout 5,000 tons aday. Removing 5,000 tons
& Qay from the state would create a huge void
ind mstantly depress prices to the $30 cost
of dotng business range at all of the
privately owned rash to energy plans.

S0, n the highly unlikely
event that that project takes off -1
shouldn' say highty unlikely, | think its
gotalot of challenges in front of it but
i that project were to po, there would be
ramafic changes in the market face of
Connecticut,

I guess to answer your
Question, there are many options today
avalable fos, but ol of these options are
fhuid. There s much discussion of import
taxes, o he extent they are legal, on
landfills in Obio and Penmnsylvania, host fee
tncreases. The cost of fuel in gettng the
waste from here to Ohio or Pennsylvana is
always a factor,

Al of those will be changing
over the next few years as we continue to
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1
2
3
4
|5 Nicejob,
b
1
§

Page 8
really need to be Jooked at so that we can |
continue business in what 3 in the best

public interest,
Okay. Michael, thank you.

Okay. I'm going to go back to
you, Ray, You're going to move this agenda
for me so we can reach tis eleven o'clock
9 for both Cathy and Howard, We're looking a
10 the Wallingford execution of the consent
H order, 9. 1 enteriain a motion o bring it
2 tothe table. |
13 DIR. OBRIEN: So moved,
14 THE CHAIRPERSON: Is therea
13 second?
16 DIR. FRANCIS: Second.
17 THE CHAIRPERSON: Peter, are
18 you going to discuss this, please?
19 MR. EGAN: Yes,
i DIR. OBRIEN: What are we -
2l THE CHAIRPERSON: Wallingford.

Vi DIR. OBRIEN: 1know the

23 project welre talking about, but I'm saying
24 what 15 the motion we're being asked for. Is
25 ttjust--

investigate raif haul, barging and other

options that change the amount of waste we

will generate or have to export, There's no

casy answers. Unfortunately, I wish we had

started this process about three or four

Jears ago. | |
THE CHAIRPERSON: The Chairis

going o ust throw in there are some other

thungs that really come into play when we

10 talk about this, and that is to make sure

11 that we do have options, that other

12 companies, be they national or other, don'

13 create a monopoly effect that we have no

14 options. We also necd to consider looking at

15 new opportunities, if you will, and ] use

16 that n small letters and quotes, within the

17 State of Connecticut that CRRA would have

I8 factlties which to send its residue and

19 bulky waste and perhaps fandfill. 1 think it

20 would be neglectful for us af Jeast not to

2 consider that, and there has been some

22 discusston with myself and some of the

13 members of the steering commitice and some

24 members of staff on that,

A S0 1 think allthe aptions

N
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THE CHAIRPERSON: Executive
consent order,

MR. EGAN: This is not a board
action item,

DIR. OBRIEN; 1 don'tthink
board action is required here,

MR. EGAN: In December of
2000 - approximately 10 or 11 years ago,
9 when the solid waste permit was issued fo the
10 Wallingford facility, it did not have an
11 expiration date. Modification was made to
12 the facility inthe mid-nineies, and when
13 the DEP approved that modification, they
14 nserted an expiration date to the solid

D =3 O L e ed D e

15 waste permit for the Wallingford combuster,

16 That expiration date was in December of the

17 year 2000. Covanta had the contractual

18 responsibility o submit a timely renewal

19 application, and did not do so. CRRA also

20 dud not track that compliance due date,

21 Consequently, Decerber 2000 came and went and
22 the pemnit was not renewed.

B CRRA discovered this in

U Jamnary of 2001 and immediately notified the

25 DEP that the permit had not been renewed and
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| that the aciity was, in fact, operating | three violations that this consent order '

2 wathout a soid waste facility operating 2 fined Covanta and CRRA for, $25,000 for not

3 pemm, 3 havinga permit, and then approximately

4 Covanta and the DEP and CRRA 4 15,00010 20,000 for the other two, We

5 met and agreed o solve this issue by 5 successtully negotiated the $25,000 down fo

6 - entering info & consent order that would 656,00 because we took advantage of a policy

T provide a writien document under which the T that has to do with self-policing in this

8 facility wonld continue to have authority to 8 state because we proactively immediately

9 operate during an interim period of time in 9 notified the DEP and met the nine conditions

10" which a new operating permit applicaion
11 would be assembled and submitted to DEP and
12 approved and a new solid waste permit would
3 beissued.

14 Tttook about 12 months o

15 negotiate that consent order. In addition to
16 the 1ssue of faiture to renew the permit or
7 not having a permit, DEP rolled in three

18 other violations that hiad been uncovered
19 an inspection in December of 2001, They
20 proposed a penalty of approximately $45,000,
21" §25,000 for not having an operating permt
22 and the ofher 20,000 or approximately 15,000
23 10 20,000 associated with fathure to store

24 wood pallts in the appropriate place,

15 stacking the waste too high on the fipping

10 under thet policy. We argued that we i
11 owe any of the $25,000. It was taking too
12 long to negofiate, and we agreed that we

| 13 would - we asked them if they'd reduced i

14 75 percent, and they agreed to do thel,

15 The issue of waste transfer

16 and of the area whete wood pallets are

17 stored, CRRA agreed with Covanta that we, the
18 CRRA would pay that portion of the fne, the
19 reason being the pallets had to be moved.
20 And the reason for the waste transfer is

21 because of the elevated levels of waste thai
22 come into the facilty from time o fime, and
23 1t1s the elevated levels of waste that

4 require the transfer.

o~

Sy

A John Clark and I, in

I floor, and transferring waste out of the
2 facility.

3 CRRA and Covanta successfully

4 negotiated the issue of waste stacking height

5 out,and DEP withdrew that. The remaining

6 two violations the DEP would not back down
T on,although CRRA believes thatthe faility

8 has been authorized to transfer waste since

the permit was issued approximately 12 years
10 ago. Tt was not; however, worth batling

1 with the DEP over that issue, and the consent
12 order actually provides a mechanism now under
{3 which we can transfer waste

14 Waste 15 transferred when the

15 volume on & particular day is more than a

16 facility can handle and we firsttry and

17 divert waste to other facilties. Whenwe

18 have reached the maximum under which we can
19 divert, we have to call the traslers and

20 actually transload on the tipping floor

21 That s what the DEP calls transfer of waste,
22 We do that when we need to, and this congent
13 order provides us with the mechanist in order
A todothat,

25 S0 there e essentially

L
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discussions with Covanta, agreed that we
wold py tha porion o the peraly. I

was not worth the time and the effort to
contimue to discuss and negotiaie with
Covanta over approximately $15,000 when the
factlity was operating without a soid waste
operating permit. The major reason for
getting this consent order signed was so that
we had a writien document in place tha

[T N, e A o - . e R

o =

110 authortzed operation of the faciliy

Il Consequently, the fina

12" agreement incloded Covanta paying the 25

13 peroeat portion of the $25,000 penalty, which
14 15 approximately §6,200, and CRRA paying the
15 other two violations which amount to $16,200
16 Thelieve. We executed that in February and
17 submitted itto the DEP. We should have the
18 final copies back any day now.

19 Any questions?

2 DIR, LAURETTL: Mr. Chairman,
21 1 just ke to ask Tom iftheres been any

22 mechanism put in place that would rigger
23 response or a reaction by CRRA going forward
24 for any permits that may expire so that we

23 don® get o this situation again’

oD
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l THE CHAIRPERSON: Some fime
2. 4g0, youmight recall, Id asked Peter. and
3 be came here and he showed us a document
4 bout ths thick ising allthe permts, ol

5 the dates,all of the expiration dates, So

6 that was putin place as a kickoff because of
7 this

§ MR, KIRK: There are two

9 thungs  think, Mayor Laurett, that are

10" mportantto note. One s that this

11" shortcoming was discovered by our internal
12 auditing, environmental anditing, which is
13 critcal component of any contro! system in
14 our busimess. That program is going to

15 contimue. Bt asa resultof the findings of
16 that audt, we've crcated a compliance

|7 calendar. The kickoff wag a purely

18 environmental effort - in fact,its being
19 ran out o Pter's roup - but it is being
20 expanded to nchude a software-based

)1 notification program for all of our notices
20 and requirements,not justenvironmenta,
13 legal requirements, board notice

24 requirements |

A Anythung we're required to do

Page T4

Page 76

l MR. KIRK: T ust kick it

1 off. Tom s here to answer any questions.

3 This 15 an extension of our agreement with

4 FCR, the outfitthat does our recycling right
5 next door here. As aresult of our findings

6 with our previous relationship with CROC, i
T was etermined that we perform an audit of
8 FCRand its operations with us, Weke happy
9 to report that that audit was performed and
10 the results are all good.

1l We were pleased by what we

12 found, FCR appears to be, by ll

13 appearances, a very legttimate and well rn
14 company. The minor findings that we did find
15 were arelated company selling some plastics
16 residue. We did some accounting fests on
17 those particular transactions and found those
18 to be all appropriate and legitimate. So

19 we're pleased to recommend an extension of
20 this contract for another year with the

21 proviso that we may be looking to rebid that
21 agamna year from now. I that fair Tom,

A MR. GAFFEY: Yes. We've

24 actually prepared the bid documents and have
25 them i Jegal for review so wele readyto

on a timely basis will be tracked by thas
program uch that mistakes such as these
don't occur agan. That program is prefty
extensive, and if's in process as we speak.
Ron, our newest hare in the environmental
division, 1 heading that up under Peter's
direction,

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. The
Chatr is Jooking at the fime, and if there'
10 any further comments or discussion on this
[1 matter, if not, I ike to move on. Thank
12 you, Peter,
13 We've got recycling. Board
14 action wall be sought regarding the service
15 agreement for operation and maintenance of
16 the contamer recyeling for Mid-Conn,
17 attachment D,
1§ DIR, O'BRIEN: I} move that,
19 THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there a
20 second?
) DIR, OBRIEN: 11l move the
12 resolution at the back of 10,
3 DIR. KNOPP: Second,
U THE CHAIRPERSON: We have a
5 second. |

~
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test the marketplace. As early as the
summertime, we could put it out o bid and
seg what we get back, but this is a very
favorable rate for processing recyclables
THE CHAIRPERSON: Ray,
DIR. O'BRIEN; Yes. I would
52y - you seid you may be going ouf and
Tont's memo indicates you will be, and 1 hope
9 thatisthe case. 1would suggest perhaps a
10 40-day extension to get us coincident of
1 this, to get us coincident with our fscal
12 years, but that can come up later,
13 MR.KIRK: Actully, Jim had
14 mentioned that our goal isto try and effect
15 timing in allof our decisions such tha they
16 make sense. Insurance i the biggest pain,
17" 1o be honest with you, becase you constantly
18 have insurance issues coming before the
19 board. But ideally all of ou contracts will
20" be conned in such a way fo match our fscal
21 cycle and to allow the board fo consider all
2 similar issues at the same time,
3 THE CHAIRPERSON: The
24 resolution at the back of this tem; "The
25 President is authorized to extend the service

m ‘J-c\ t-.JI -h- w l‘-; L
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I agresment for the operation and maintenance I Now itlooks ike they will be effective

2 of the container service with Redemption for 2 the end of March, So we may be changng

3 one year unfl May 21, 2004, subsantilly s 3 those dates.

4 presented” 4 With respect o the baling

5 DIR, O'BRIEN: Right, And Iin 5 option change, I did tell you that that was

6 Just Suggesting thatat a foture meetmg, if 6 inthe works duringthe lst meeting, But

T 1t makes senseto all prtis, o come back, T basicaly this s a very, very limted saety

8 moveitto June 30th of that year so wee 8 net forvs. Itsays what happens if, for

9 comeident but not today, |9 example, we stop our ransloading at the

10 THE CHAIRPERSON: Yes. Any

1 discussion?

12 Allthose in favor?

13 Opposed?

4 Abstained?

15 So moved.

16 Next item, legal. Board

17" action will be soughtregarding the recycling

18 agreement with Murphy Road Recycling, LLC,

19 Attachment 11,

il DIR. O'BRIEN: 1wl move the

2 resofution atthe back of Attachment 11

e
T

tegarding the Murphy Road Recycling, LLC.

3 . THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there a
24 second?
2 -~ DIR. MARTLAND: Second.

10 factlity at $4 ton, What happensif, in

1 addition to that, we haven't moved them fo
12" our ocation at 211 Muphy Road? What
13 happens if the contractor we'resellng itto
14 now goes belly up and e cantt find another
15 contractor? What kind ofsafety et might we
16 have? And one of th safety nets would b,
17 well, why don' we just 2o back o bling for
18 a limited period of time. And, ifwe did
19 under the present situation, it would s
20 be a profitable opportuity for s, notas
21 profitable s what's going on now given the
20 current prices of paper so that you have to
13 ave like three or four things happen that

24 are mot anticipated and then this is

%3 possible safety nef,

l THE CHAIRPERSON:- Okay,
2 Attommey Zitser, 1 think you'e familiar with
3 thas case, yes?

4 MR, KIRK: Let me set this one
5 offagain. Alsowe had previously brought
6 thistothe board a the ast meeting in

T hopes of getting this approved. Thisis

8 another attempt to do so. There are a number
) of changes here. Andinresponse fo - there
10" are a number of changes versus the Jas

11 version you saw o thelat meeing, Our

12 terestis in assuring that ll these

13 things, changes, should they be substantve,
14 we wanted the board t Jook at it agin,

13 There is one I would suggest s substantive,
10 and 9 let Ationey Ziter speak fo that

17 that s the bling option, paragraph 8.

18 MR. ZITSER: Iwill, of

19 course, address ! the changes or any

20 changes that you have. T note that there's

11 no substanive change tothe Alled apreement
12 with one exception which isn't substantive.
13 Msbecause we obviously baven' signed the
2 agreements yet, and they were supposed fo be
15 effective at the end of Febrary, hough

<>
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Page 81
] The only change with respet
LYo this tem, basically, isthat I had put
3 down in the original baling option that o
4 matter what happens to the price of paper
5 wete ot going to share in any loss, even
6 though we're oing to share in any profi
T Obviously, the contracor says well, ifyou
8 wantto share in the profits why shouldn'
9 youalso share on the downside,
10 What we limately agreed to
11 was rightnow paper is sellng say,for
12 example,at 50, $55 2 on. The processing
13 e would be 40, What would happen if
14 droppedtto 30, which hasn' happened ina
15 Tong ime? Theyd eat it between 40 and 30,
16 We woulds't bear any loss. What would bappen
{7 if it fll below 307 Then we would stat
18 bearing that lossbefore $30 perton. What
19 would, nreait, happen if the paper market
20 totally crashed a those levels israther
21 than have any such Joss as we look af ofher
22 options and maybe bring them onto the
23 Mid-Comnectiout faciity, i that were
U permitted. Bot Im justsaying thi
15 consider to be  substanive change hecause
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1 1t theoretically possible that if
everything went awry and we had to use this
option and then on top of hat the paper
market crashed below 30 is there a risk?
Yes, there's that small risk. And so]
consider that to be substantive no matter how
minor the risk,

The other major change would
be tern 9. This i a posiive change, but
1fs a substanfive change to make sure that
Realty and Recyeling maintain adequate
msurance on the recyeting facilty to
protect our interests, 1 am going o have
them get n touch with our risk manager fo
make sure. Theyve assured me they have
adequate insurance, but I've assured them
that thats @ determination that I feel more
comfortable having the risk manager make,
~ Theotber changes here ws
one that was brought fo my attention by
Attorney Stravalle-Schmidt that 1 should
explain. There i under section 6, the lease
payments, & provision that refers to
proration of rea estatetaxes. And Jet me
explain what that means. The taxes from the

Page 82

give CRRA the opportunity to define what
adequate 1 n this Janguage.

MR. ZITSER: Lactually asked
Lynn Martin what she had considered to be
adequate, I sent them allof the imts and
areas, They've indicated o me tentatively
that they have that insurance in place, but ]
didn' actually have it in writing from them,
That's one of the reasons, for example, that
10° Thave asked in the resolution that you give
11 salitle flexsbility with positive changes
12 thatare im our ierest but don't increase

D

| 13 ourrisks, because I might want to put down

14 specific limits under that insurance

13 provision after I discuss this further with

16 them and with Lynn to specify what s, i

17 fact, deemed adequate by us,

18 DIR. O'BRIEN: Or at Jeast

19 what I'm asking for i that the language

20 adequate msurance "as determined by CRRA" -
21 15 justthat fte phrase in there, "as

20 determined by CRRA."

I And then the other one, and 1t
24 goes tothe motion, Lunderstand what youte
25 saying about substantive changes that are of

Page 84

town don' come out every month, They come

out xther every six months or every year,
And what we wanted to make

sure 15 that if, for example, the tax bill

comes out in October to cover the previous 12

months, that Allied understands that for the

period of time until they transfer it to the

Antornoceis they are responsible for i, and

then for the period of time that the

10 Antonnoccis under Murphy Realty take over the

1 operation forward, they're responsible for it

{2 but under no cirenmstances are we responsible

13 fort

14 So that's the only reason that

15 that 15 1 there fo make it clear to the fwo

16 parties that there will be a proration of

17 that because 1t not a bill that comes out

18 onamonthly bagis.

19 There are no other changes

20 that T would consider to be substantive,

21 cither positve or negative,

2 Yes,

23 DIR. OBRIEN: With regard to

M- your msurance, ifem 9, ke the language

25 that they maintain adequate, but it doesn'

Y =)
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benefit, and I would go along with that, But
Twould like to addto the motion that the
president will then notify the board at it
next meeting of that change,

MR, ZITSER: Right, Again,
with respect to the adequate insrance, we do
have an arbitration provision in there in
case there’s a disagreement between the
9 parties. 1 don'tanticipate thatthis is
10 gomg to be a problem area,
Il DIR. O'BRIEN: Okay.
2 MR, ZITSER: Butif it did
{3 become a problem area, I can ell you that if
14 Lynn Martin determines that there's a need
15 for additional insurance we're going to
16 demand additional insurance.
17 THE CHAIRPERSON: All right,
18 This wraps it up now. As you have advised us
19 before, we needed to globally take care of
20 Allied,
2 MR. ZITSER: I'm poing to have
20 acall at sbout two o'clock with Allied's
23 counsel up in whatever state they are and

L L S TS ~ S I R .

| 24 Murphy Realty's counsel to get down our whole

25 checkhist of what needs to be done, We want

Page 85
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10" been working on thi, oo, the three of You,
1l Right?

12 MR. GAFFEY: Allset,

13 THE CHAIRPERSON: Any

14 qestions rom the board? T wil tfl you
15 that Barry has worked very ifieatly on thi
16 forus fora long time,

17 DIR. OBRIEN: With good

1§ results

19 THE CHAIRPERSON: With pood
20 results. And so has Amn and Tom has been he
21 fill dog on his for 2 while, and we

2 wppreciatet

A We bave & motion on the table
I DIR. OBREEN: Doyouwant
5 & formal amendment o requitethe presiden

T

March 20,2003
Page 86 Page 88
I todothis, actually have al the papers L either you or the president to give CRRA's
2 Signed, sealed, delivered by the end of his 1 consent o a 2003 agreement with American
3 month, and we'te going o set down a 3 RefPuel and Northeast Utifties in the
4 schedvle, and Il also contract the 4 packet in a Jtter dated February 18th, fom
5 president a fo his avatability. 5 Northeast Utiitis to be approved.
6 THE CHAIRPERSON: Ans, any 6 DIR. O'BRIEN: Second.
T comments? Al set on this? ] THE CHAIRPERSON; All right.
§ MS. STRAVALLE-SCHMIDT: Yes, 8 The Southeast gentleman is here so this i
9 THE CHAIRPERSON: Tom, youtve Y the approval of that, Okay?

10 MR. TYMINSKL: Thank you.

I THE CHAIRPERSON: Is there.a
12 second?

13 DIR. OBRIEN: 1 seconded it
14 THE CEAIRPERSON: All those in

115 favor?

16 Opposed?

[7 Abstained?

18 Now the Chair will entertain a
19 motion -

20 DIR. O'BRIEN: The motion was
21 the one that was fabled,

2 THE CHAIRPERSON: Was the
13 motion that was tabled o approve the

24 Southeast Project curtaitment of electric
13 salerenewalas substantially presened.

to notify the board if any beneficia
substantive changes have been made)

THE CHAIRPERSON: 1 hink that
would be just part of is responsibilies
and I'm sure he would do that

All those in favor of the
motion as presented?

Opposed?

S0 moved.
10 THE CHAIRPERSON: Now, I think
11" with time, 20 minutes, ] would enter nto
12 executive session,
13 DIR. O'BRIEN: So moved,
1 DIR. MENGACCE: Second.
15 THE CHAIRPERSON: Second.
16 (Whereupon, an executive
17 session was held from 10:40 o'clock an,
18 wiil 12:100'clock pm)
19 THE CHAIRPERSON: We've exited
20 executive session, 165 12:10. Novotes
21 were taken,

) Coming out of executive
13 session, Alex,

L DIR. KNOPP: Mr. Chairman, ]
23 move under tab § that the board authorize

WD D ] N L e e D e

o
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] DIR. O'BRIEN: And noting fha
2 Southeast has already approved it
3 THE CHAIRPERSON: As stated.
4 DIR MARTLAND: Negotited it
5 THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Is
6 there a second)
] DIR. KNOPP: I second.
§ THE CHAIRPERSON: Discussion?
9 All those in favor?
10 Opposed?
§i S0 moved,

12 DIR. O'BRIEN: Mr. Chairman, |
13 move to add to the agenda anitem pertaning

14 to participation n the New England NEPOOL,
15 Twant o add thatto the apenda.

16 THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. The
17 gentleman made a mofion. Is there a second?
1§ DIR. COOPER: Second.

19 THE CHAIRPERSON: All these in
20 favor of addition o the apenda?

2 Opposed?

2 S0 moved.

JA DIR. O'BRIEN: Imove the

24 resolution: "Resolved:* That CRRA shall
13 apply to become a articipant i the New

LR

e ]
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Eingland Power Poot under the New England
Power Poo agreement dated as of September 1,
1971, as amended, and the President of CRRA
1 authorized to execute a counterpart of the

o perform its obligations under the
agrecment upon the effectiveness of ts
membership.

f DIR. KNOPP: Second.

10 THE CHAIRPERSON: Allright,

11" Discussion,

12 DIR, O'BRIEN: The membership

13 would ot be effective before July 1, 2003,

14 but the application s due in April

5 Apnt 9th, T believe,

16 THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. We
17 have 2 motion seconded.

18 All those in favor?

19 Opposed?

N So moved.

2 Moving on down, we'l go to

21 the chairman and committee reports. Do you

| . }
LI ]

want to go yours first becanse we're al
stretching for time here?

2
.

Page %0

agreement on behalf of CRRA and fo cause CRRA

Page®)

| sequirements of the ethics commission,
] DIR. FRANCIS: Ript

3 THE CHAIRPERSON: Any
4 comments? Questions? Concerns?

5 And with the motion made by
6 the vice chair of that committee, I

7 enfertama vote, All those in favor?

§ Opposed?
9 Abstained?
10 Sir,

1l DIR. FRANCIS: The second is
12 the work hours policy that would apply to any
13 fulltime employee. And under this poliy it
14 would specify the standard work schedule
15 being 83010 5:00, Any alternative work
16 schedule would have to be approved by the
7 president with written approval. Andhe so
18 indicated that he'l have a set of core hours
19 that he would require everyone to be there,
20 and this kand of gives some uniformity fo the
21 work policy within the organization,

1 DIR. LAURETTE I just have a
23 question on this. With respect to the

24 wntten approval, that the company

25 DIR. FRANCIS: Yes. There are 25 president; i1t not?
Page 1 Page3) |
I three sems under the organizational synergy I DIR. FRANCIS: Yes. The
2 and human resource committee that we ask for 2 approval would be by the president
3 action on. The firstis the employment 3 DIR. LAURETTL }t has nothing
4 separatton agrecment policy. And there were 4 1o do with the board members?
5 changes made since last month which I believe 5 DIR. FRANCIS: No.
6 everyone got in their packet. s a policy b DIR, LAURETTL: Twould hope
T that applies to involuntary separations oaly. T that on tlems ke this that we would allow
8 1t contends and has n there that no employee 8 the president the latitude to make

p

has any confractual ightto & separation pay
10 and would not be used for issues such as

11" cause or gross misconduct, It does give the
12 president discretion and offers some

13 guidelines for how he would consider

14 separation pay if he thought 1 was

15 approprate, and provides that i not exceed
16 the stafutory level thats been approved by
17 the board of directors for doing that,

18 DIR, O/BRIEN: It second.

19 DIR. FRANCIS: So1would move
20 the resolution atthe end,

) THE CHAIRPERSON: We have it
10 seconded. Ifs my understanding that this

13 was reviewed by one of our outside counsels?
U DIR, FRANCIS; Yes.

25 MR. KIRK: And meets the

9 adjustments as he felt was appropriae for
10 the successful operation of the organization.
1l DIR FRANCIS: T would agree.

12 DIR. LAURETTL Iknow that

13 for the tnterim period before there was a

14 president there was a mumber of the board
15 members who were very involved in the

16 day-to-day operation. Andnow that we have a
17 prestdent, that's what | would think would be
18 s mission that he would have that task

19 Decause at the end of the day we're poing f
20 old hum accountable for things that are done
21 ornot done,

2 DIR. FRANCIS: agree. 1

13 ‘elteve, and Tom can certainly speak fo it
24 but T believe he's in support of policy.

25 MR. KIRK: Yes, very much so.

24 (Pages 3010 93)



(RRA BoudMecing

March 20, 203

This i important. There are a mumber of |
diferent policies, both writen, mwritten,
assumed, oal and otherwise govemning
differen groups of employees having a work
hours polcy approved by the board i
mporant, and | apprecate very much your
conments about giving management at the
company the ability to be able to do what's
necessary to get our mission done and provide
for basic business pracices such a5 staring
tmes, finis fntes and other implementation
of policies st by the board, So1
apprectate that,

DIR O'BRIEN: Second,

THE CHAIRPERSON: 1 assume
that that was your motion,

DIR, FRANCIS; Yes,

THE CHAIRPERSON: Allright,
And since we already had some comversation,
any other comments?

Secing none, Id entertain a
vote. All those in favor

Opposed?
4 Abstained?

25 And the gentleman again,

SO 1 O W e e D e
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1 Copies were passed outof theJeter that '
1 went back to Capitel Propertis regarding
3 ther lease proposal, Their Jease proposa!
4 was 50 far out of acoeptable range that
5 nstead of doing a counterproposal we fold
6 them the reasons why we st could' ccept
T 1t We gave them enough hints 50 fthey
wanted to come back with something very
substantialy better they know the areas
10" where they can improve it
1l We also had the legal staff do
{2 areview of our current lease and also a

- O

13 subseauent setlement agreement relative o

14 some Jease terms that occurred fo make sure
15 we were covered in the event that the

16 building owner wanted fostrt'eskinning’
17 ttwith us sl in there, and we seem to

18 have  substantial amount of rotection
19" terms of enovation and posstility of

20 addtional claims based on the righ t

21 unencumbered ocoupancy, Thats where tha
2 stands,

23 We've been working our way

24 through policy revisions, We fnished our
25 markup of the travel reimbursement

DIR.FRANCIS: The third stem
15 dealing withthe health reserve fimd which
has been used in the past as a wellness
benefit for employees. We did have 2
commttee Who locked ot t o look at options
to that use. Bssentially the recommendation
from the committee of employees was fo keep
1 the same which is that employees can
sequest an amount up to - for reimbursement
10" an amoust up to $300 for wellness relted
11" expenses. And the organizational and Synergy
12" commttee supports that recommendation and
13 would move the resolution atthe end which i
14 that we continue that and that we appropriae
15 10,000 from that health reserve which now s
16 at 84,000,
{7 DIR. O'BRIEN: Second.
1§ THE CHAIRPERSON: Discussion)
19 Allthose in favor!
il Opposed?
2 S0 moved,
) Okay, procurement, Bud,
23 DIR. COHN: Ihave a couple of
24 things o report. Lettrs were passed around
5 atthe meeting that went back to Capitl

SO -3 O L B WS D —

D

Page 95

L R I = I I .. T Y

Page 7 §

regulations. They should probably be
inchuded in the board package for next month,
And if the notice hasn't gone, that should
be - the 90-day notice hasa't started, Tt
should tart - I hope they're listening to
me. Ann, on the trave] reimbursement was the
notice mads?

MS. STRAVALLE-SCHMIDT: Yes,
And it because of the situation that it
10"t east 30 days. And the way that the
11" Connectient Law Journal works, you have t
12 putin 1 days before  comes out, It comes
13" outonly on Tuesday. Tt would be seady for
14 the May meeting,
15 DIR. COHN: Okay. Others that
16 we're working on. We've made two passes at
17 the bylaws, and well be making  third pass
18 at the beginning of next month when we mest
19" again, and hopefully that will be the Jast
20 pass, 5o that' ready o go to notice and the
21" board. We went through a ~ this jsn
10 actuallya policy. Hs basicallyaleter -
13 of mstructon to staff regarding whatto do
24 when they getan FOI request, Thats being
25 revised for some changes in the Jaw notably

Y =

23 (Pages 410 97)



RRA Board Mecting

March 20, 2003
Page 98 Page 100
| that on Jage contracts - and I've forgotten I wil, that will be going out to all chief "
2 hat the threshold numberis - that 2 elected officials kecping them abreast of
3 matersals inthe hands of a contractor, ot 3 thus bil. T think the responsibility, the
4 st in our hands, are now subject o FOY and 4 duty here, 1s 1f we are really interested in
5 we want staff and contractors to kaow that so 5 seetng this passed, because 1t means a
6. this 15 bemg revised, 6 substantial amount of relief to the
] We also have the apency's T municipalifies, we need to do as much as we
8 ethics policy on our agenda and had a meeting 8 can o keep this afthe surface and not let

9 with the ethics commission and is doing

10" markup based on that meeting and based on
11 changes in the law that have occured from
2 time o time,

13 Then we also fooked at the

14 software policy. And the software policy, we
15 ave just adopted the state software policy,
10 And there we just asked for a review that we
17 have--that we're using the most recent

18 state software policy.

19 [ think that's about it

0 MS. STRAVALLE-SCHMIDT: 1 just
1 also wanted to add that were adding that

12 FOIA language to our contracts going forward.
13 We usually have a provision that says that

M we're allowed to examine your documents, but
5 henceforth we're going to just remind the

9 it fall behind the scenes,

10 The other things that are

1 going on 15 Torm and Peter and some of the
12 ofher staff are keeping a look at some ofher
13 bill that are out there that may not be in

14 CRRA's best inferest, if yon will

15 particularly when it comes to other ash

16 Tandfills or other things of that nature, It

17 does show that we need somebody on staffat
38 some potnt to follow this stuff becanse it
19 there and you're not aware of it watil the

20 last minute.

2 With that all said, anything

21 that you can do a3 a board membe to go back
23 to your areas, 1f you will of the state and
24 encourage your colleagues to support our
25 nitnative. Again, when we look at

people that we confract with that they could
be subject o FOT as well and that we might
be asking them for some documents,

THE CHAIRPERSON: Okay. Very
briedly, the Chairman, Tom, myself, Ray and
Steve, I know Mark came to the hearing on the
eavironmental committee, We spoke on behalf
of the billthat we would lke to see put
9 forward, It was an interesting experience,

0 from the Chatr, to see Some of the ofher

|1 things that had been going on there.

12 As you know, o bil] wasnt

13 presented tht day, but the topic was there
14 We wall continue to try to build consensus
15 and ry o reach out through our chief

16 elected officials o encourage their

|7 representatives to suppor this bl

18 realizing fult well thatthere are Jobbyists
19 outthere not having the same perspective on
10 this issue that we do, that they have invited
I big city mayors, Iunderstand, to atleas
11 one gathering to fry to solcittheir suppor
3 forthis.

i I have some meefings going on,
15 and I have some other communications, if you

L e B e A A — R S R e
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| Bridgeport welretalking $9 aton. When we
2 takea look at some of the billsthat are on
3 the table, if you take a Jook af the New

4 Tersey bill, it would need and demand a whole
5 new expense system for municipalitis.

b Allight. Tm oing to break

T off. And, Ted, you and Ray had an issue on
8 benefictal wse. Can you bring that vp?

g DIR, OBRIEN: Before we bring
10 thatup, 1 just wantto say that Tom and

11" Brian also came to the Housatonic Resource
12 Recovery Authority meeting a week ago fo
13 present the case and wound up getting a

14 resolufion from that authority i favor of
13 the escheats bil, .
16 DIR MARTLAND: I just like
17 to say Ive been talking to legislators, and
18 Tve had a question regarding ash sinc I've
19 been here, And, obviously, with the Jandfi]
20 and the Hartford nearing closure, | suggested
21 anidea of cold the legislatre reqire us
20 and environmental rotection to come up with
23 some kind of report in the out years asto
24 what to do with ash, and if there's any other
23 way other than just burying it ortaking it
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outof stte, i it conld be remsed ke some
of our employees suggest. I been done iy
ofher states,

And [was advised to the
effct thatthat type of egislation, the
Window for offering a proposal s much ater
than for ofher types of ction, So there s
awindow of opprtuity for s o approeh
the appropriate commitecs - and I1] be
advised s 1o which ones they are, T not
that knowledeable. Maybe Alex would be -
to request that we do have 2 committee and
ty to-come up with some kind of sofution in
the outyears fo ash because we jut cant
be burying it fo ever and ever,
16 DIR. LAURETTE: 1 just have a
[T question, Mike, for you and for Tom with
18 respectto the ash fandfl, s my belief
19 that T think the resohtion to our problems
20 going forward is another ash Iandf
2t somewhere n the state of Conneticut and ot
| 12 anywhere else. Are there any plansto
23 pehition DEP?-
) THECHAIRPERSON: We're
23 Tooking at, as 10 before, even with other
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| other facfitesash throughout the state

1 andifs n contast o the experience of

3 ofher states regretably, Other sttes

4 routinely use ash at muach Jess cost than

5 Connecticut does,

6 In our Last meeting with the

T DEP about two months ago,fhe solid wast
8 divison, they iformed us basicallythe

9 advice was don't go there. We have even more
10" ammo now than we've bad i the past why we
11 would be very uninterested and uninclined to
12 consider beneficial ash rense in Comneatient,
13 Were not dismissing the idea, but we think
14 thats going to beatongh road tohoe when ~
15 the DEP s not supporive of our effors o
16 develop beneficial ash rense options

7 DIR MARTLAND: What I lke
I8 it seeis at least give it a whirl and study

19 and putthe onus on them to try o think i
20 terms ofreuse because wete going o have

21 ashup the kazoo,

2 MR. BGAN: Justa point of

13 information to Divector Martland’s comment,
24 Currenily there’slegilation fhat reqire

23 the Department of Environmenta! Proteefon

stu, we're Jooking at 2 variety of

alteratives of Connecticut ste, as well
MR. KIRK: Peter's group has

been charged with investigating - following

up on & DEP investigation some years ago that

identified 13 ifferent sites throughou the

state as potentral bulky waste slash MSW

landfill or ash fandfills. There's also the

question of the Putnam Landfll and whether

10 or not that landfil was developed as an ash

11 Tandfill in-conlict with exiting

12 legislation that we read to reserve ownership

13 and operation of all ash landfills in

14 Comnecticut to the CRRA, Both of those are

15 being investigated. I think our mogt fikely

16 scenario s trying to find  green field ash

17 landfil development site somewhere in the

18 state to meet ol the states ash disposel

19 needs moving forward,

] Asto benefiial reuse,

21 unfortunatly th feedback we get rom the

10 state s even worse than ifs been in fhe

23 past the state meaning the DEP, They have

24 been ananchor i our effort to develop

23 beneficial ash reuse options for our ash and
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develop and periodically wpdate what' caled
"a solid waste management plan." This was
first publshed in 1989, I think and they
tssued a draftin 1999, and they've not
finalized i, CRRA submitted extensive
comments. Amnually, CRRA is required to
submit what is refereed fo in the stafute s

an anmia} phan of operations to the DEP which
9 essentially s intended to iscuss how CRRA'
10" game plan dovetais into the solid waste

11" managemert plan, which, at this point, 13

11 usta draftand the DEP maybe, | elive s
13 thinking of revisng it again, 16§ now

14 somewhat out of date,

15 S0 my comment is the

16 egislation may already be n place that

17 suggested prhapsthis onght to be ut n

1§ plce.

19 DIR. MARTLAND: Twas jus

20 hoping to get something to ask for a plan for
21 the out years between the two grous a5 to
2 whatto dowithit. Twasnt (hinking of

3 trying to g into the specifics ecanse

24 thats your at. But ] ws st hoping that

15 wetryto get DEP thinking about other things
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than just teling vs to take it out of stae.

MR. EGAN: Thats a very key
pablic poliy decision hat this tate has
gotto make,

DIR MARTLAND: Theyare
supposed fo be domg it 1was advised from
the people whom I talk o thafs one of thei
charges, but they don't scem to acknowledge

1t |
10 THE CHAIRPERSON; Tom.

Il MR. KIRK: 1 think, finally,

12 sfyou'l notice, the Hartford Courant ran

13 ourad for two senor vacant positions,

14 senior counsel environmental and operations
15 division head, John Clark's group. s a

16 great ad. Im encouraged by the inferest I've
17 had throngh my contacts in the industry in
18 Johw's group. I'm surprised, J guess,

19 because some of the restrictions we have i
20 trymg o aftract some folks here, but I'm

21 very encouraged by the interest so far, And
22 Twould suggestthat if any ofthe board

23 members are tired of oiling $0 hard for CRRA
24 forno pay, they might want to throw in for
25 some of these jobs,

OO =g SN WY e LD D e
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THE CHAIRPERSON: And with
that, any ofher comments? Directions? All
night. And with that, the charpe is the
bottle bal.

DIR. O'BRIEN: Move we
adjourn.

DIR. COOPER: Second.

THE CHAIRPERSON: Thak you,
everybody.

10 (Whereupon, the above
t - proceedings were adjourned at 12:34 o'clock
12 pm)
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MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT - FINANCIAL RESULTS

REVENUES

Service Charges Solid Waste - Members
Service Charges Solid Waste - Contracts
Servioe Charges Solid Waste - Spot

Bulky Waste - Municipe]
Bulky Waste - Commecial
DEP Certified Materials
Recyeling Sales

Metals Service Charge
Electricity

Miscellaneons Income
Interest Income

Use of Reserves

TOTAL REVENUES

EXPENDITURES
General Administration
Debt Service/Administration
Waste Transport
Regional Recycling
Waste Processing Faclity
Power Block Facility
Energy Generating Facility
Landfil - Hartford
Landfill- Ellington
Transfer Station - Ellington
Transfer Station - Bssex
Transfer Station - Torringion
Transfer Station - Watertowm
171 Murphy Road

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

SURPLUSIDEFICIT)

TONNAGE

Deliveries Tons (CRRA)
Diverted / Exported Tons
Processed Tons

For the Period Ending February 28, 2003

| % Utilization
FY 03 Budget Badget YID  Actwal YID VTD Variance  of Buduet
PSOBIONT 3991045  SM98T05  SWETH0 4TS
ST 0518055 004 (46013 6326%
000 289333 S4BAIBE  g10Asss  11156%
SLABOD  $B3BG6T  SI03AR (8I3S100)  s59%
SI000  SAB000  BASE ;M) 4498
9000 S1867 SIS 0I8T  43081%
SL36L82S 90350 $9s8STO S50009 0%
000 BB 8650 BUT 13160%
SIS0 $95S5000  BI0SSIS00  $098502 e
SBA80  BAGRO8T  SLsATe  (3%0313)  168%
SLITB0  SISE6T BSOS (M) 0%
$18852133  §12,568,080  $12.568,088 B) 666
SRI0T40  SSOI8290 SOOI B8R I
00005 BI060 B G605 628%
S0000244  S11393496 SITAOSTL (S122%5)  5B36%
SOI0AT  $5740067 81 (S2801865)  9047%
PO 5000 SI8N96  MMSE 4705
$1935080  SI46150 SIS SLE0TIEE  sa91
SISSIBAST  $10540.087  $10383736  $18551 5781%
SIBSTY  SLASTIO  $950546  MSIB I
BY09319 259546 MM S S495%
79250 S16167  S07968 SR 3504
P79366  SI911  SMMT (89153 0.59%
SOOI BI0081  MATLGS0  (BIDSE)  8248%
MOTTSS BILKS  H04M Sl 58.16%
ML BTSB BT (309 5981%
08I B3 S (B155) 686
SEOTOIL  SSO3ILML SS06634I3  (B3S0T) 594
(29574 @13049)  (5221099)
B0000 580000 5B 3712 67.1%
00 MU N U 161.2%
0000 560000 S35 (46%) 62.5%




MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT - VARIANCE ANALYSIS
February 2003

REVENUES:

v Service Charges Solid Waste - Spot: increase reflects ghove budget solid waste
diversions from the Wallingford project

v Bulky Waste - Commercial: achual reflet seasonal irends while he budget does not,

v DEP Certfied Materials: increase due to new oontracts that pay the Authorty to acoept
cover soil at the Hartford Landfil,

v Miseellaneous Ineome; under-budget due t timing factors i.c. permit fees and reeycling
fees or Stratford facility),

o Interest Income: s below budget due to market ctors and roduction n eserve levls.

EXPENDITURES:

v Waste Transport Expenses: ~over-budget due to higher-than-cxpected deliveries and
lower-than-budgeted processing,  Also, the budget anticipated a private contractor to
perform transportaton servioes instead of MDC. a a redueion i cost o § per fon,

v Transfer Stafion - Ellington: Hopper and Scale repairs and paving costs were ot in

operating budget. - Also, the budget assumed 2 private contractor would operate the
faciity instead of MDC, at a lower cost,

v Transter Staton - Esex: over-budget due to booking local adminisiration cost at the

beginning of the iscal year. Also, the budget assumed a private contractor would operate
- the facilty instead of MDC, at a lower cost

Mid Connecticut Year-to-Date Excess (Deficiency) of
Revenves Over Expenses
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BRIDGEPORT PROJECT - FINANCIAL RESULTS
For the Period Ending February 28, 2003

% Utihization

FY(3Budget  Budget YID  Actwal YID YTD Variance  of Budget
REVENUES
Service Charges Solid Waste - Members ~ $25,565.837  $1703891  $17670982  $620.071 69.13%
Servioe Charges Solid Waste - Contracts ~ $15,727,258  $10484839  $9.693.036 (5790909) 61.64%
Ash Disposal Pees 3800698 $2559,99 2665049 $105.250 69.41%
Recycling Sales SLOCDAET  $666978  $1383005  §71697 138.33%
Rental Income SLIBSIZ  §MSETs STOsM0 (§IS139) 63.30%
Miscellaneous Income 5000 S666T  $M863  SI3006  11945%
Interest Income §255,000  §170,000 §36,659  (§133,341) 14.38%
Useof Reserve (Shellon LF Posclosure) — §650000  $4333%3 397067 (836,660 61.10%
TOTAL REVENUES §8,166772  BILIILISE  $32600081  $488.900 67.68%
EXPENDITURES
General Administration SLIBHS  §T05807  $498495  $207402 41.76%
Debt Service/Administration 0305 S1481537  §1453.807 §27.640 65.42%
Resources Recovery Facilty P03 $20360007  SLU85L081  (4708M)  6813%
Ash Disposal I0ATL  $49%0981  S5HT0M8  (8230.73) 69.91%
Waste Transport B9 46649 B0 $460 61.93%
Regional Recyeling SLO18623  SL74ST0  $1589.661  $156,088 60.71%
Landfill - Shelton SLEIL050  SL215000  $1131435 $83,665 62.08%
Landfill - Waterbury $13,800 §9,00 §2,188 §6.912 16.58%
Transfer Station - Darien 0850 81513 $123%9 §1874 54.09%
Transfer Station - Fairfield §25.850 §17.033 §5,334 §11,899 20.63%
Transfer Station - Greenwich IS $1L750 §3,334 56416 30.26%
Transfer Statton - Milford §33.015 $22,183 §4.735 §17448 14.23%
Transfer Station - Norwalk 42,041 §28,498 (85.034)  §335% (11.78%)
Transfer Station - Shelton §13.400 §8.933 §394 §8,539 2.94%
Transfer Station - Trumbul S4000  $16000 545 $10255 23.94%
Transfer Station - Westport 3500 §21667 $333 $163% 1641%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES §B070226  $32,046817  $32,053,804 (86.987) 66.68%
SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) §96,546 Sodded  $5462M
TONNAGE
Deliveries Tons (CRRA) 600,000 400,000 392,164 (7.836) 65.4%
Delivered Tons (Company) 120,000 80,000 §4.455 4455 104%
Total Deliveries 20,000 480,000 416,620 (3,380)
Processed Tons 720,000 480,000 488,170 8,170 67.8%




BRIDGEPORT PROJECT - VARIANCE ANALYSIS
February 2003

REVENUES:

v Service Charges Solid Waste - Contracts; reflects the loss of CRRA contrac fonnage.

v Recycling Sales: reflects continued above-budget market sales,

v Miscellancous Income: - increese is due 10 a non-budgeted one-fime sale of eqpipment
(flare} at the Shelton Landfill

o Interest Income: is below budget due to market factors,

EXPENDITURES:

v Generel Adminisration:  costs relect a reducton in direct charges for salaies and
associated overhead and below budget legal costs.

v Transter Stafions: variances due to timing of capital expenditures.

Bridgeport Year-to-Date Excess (Deficiency) of Revemmes
Over Expenses

8,000
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WALLINGFORD PROJECT - FINANCIAL RESULTS
For the Period Ending F ebruary 28, 2003

% Utiization
FY(3Budget  Budget YID  Actual YID YID Variance o Budget
REVENUES
Service Charges Solid Waste- Members ~ $8360000  $5,573333 5451477 (SM4L8s6)  s8.06%
Servioe Charges Solid Waste - Spot 30000 §220000 862885 (§157.115) 14.50%
Electricity 2030850 $8.020367  $8.7485T  §714290 64.21%
Miscellaneous Income 17500 $11667 §4475 (§7,192) 10.43%
Interest Income SOB000  B4S3IB BM98%0  (add%4) I
TOTAL REVENUES SUAIE350 14278000  $14483533  $204.633 60.02%
EXPENDITURES
General Administration ST3584 SIST3 10084 $103.669 41.59%
Debt Service/ Administration $6.090753  S4193835 4I5S ($13960) 6131%
Resources Recovery Facilty U056 5380424 5585981 (5205,550) 6147%
Ash Disposal 813365 S1888910  $1906945  (5180%9) 59.56%
Waste Transport PLEAOI2  SI6408 136366 $980.042 12.56%
Recycling 0000 $26,667 0 6607 0.00%
Landfill - Wallingford SLOSAN0  $1056933  $938213  $118700 S341%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES MBI S14778900 13413064 5865836 55.19%
SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) §0 50 $1.070469
TONNAGE
Deltveries Tons (CRRA) 18,000 105333 103,652 (1,682) 65.6%
Diverted / Exported Tons 20,000 13333 6,005 (7.268) 30.3%
Processed Tons 138,000 92,000 96,898 4,898 10.2%




WALLINGFORD PROJECT - VARIANCE ANALYSIS
February 2003

REVENUES:

v Service Charges Solid Waste - Spot: revenues are down due to increased supply
available from member towns,

v Interest xcome is below budget due to market actors

EXPENDITURES:

v General Administration: ~costs reflect a reduction in direct charges for salaries and
associated overhead and below budget legal costs,

v Waste Transport: expenses are down as a result of the Mid-Comnecticu project
acceptance of diverted waste,

v Reeycling: curently scheduling electronc reeycling events for the Spring.

Wallingford Year-to-Date Excess of Revenues Over Expenses
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SOUTHEAST PROJECT - FINANCIAL RESULTS
For the Period Ending February 28, 2003

% Utilization
‘ FYO3Budget BudgetYID  Actwl YID YTD Variance  of Budget
REVENUES
Service Charges Soid Wastp - Members —— $9.080,100  $6,053400  §6,459.33% 3405938 63.92%
Service Charges Soid Waste- Conracts 8861750 $574500 488221 (5662790  S10%%
Service Charges Solid Waste - Spot RST00 SI6OIB  BA6S  SM5S5 1480
Interest Income SN0 SM666T BT g1 1821%
Use of Pror Years)Net Ases SLR06  $921508 00N 00
Use of Reserve (Montvill LFPosiclosre) —— $140,000 ~~ $94667 62002 ($32005)  4L13%
TOTAL REVENUES SILO%0812  §7959875  $7368 166 ($591,70) 35.36%
EXPENDITURES
General Administration 03889 $60593 8542400 960193 50.59%
Debt Service/Administration SLUB60I2  $85TM1  $85735) 01)  5836%
Resources Recovery Facility S0,88,164  $45543 B4 53301 50.35%
Ash Disposal SLUS810 130548 $1.780380 ($149,832) 63.91%
Recycling R3S SO $275%9 (538,316) 13.35%
Landfill - Montville S0 §Is466T  $1237) §30.015 51.79%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES SILI%8ID  §7959875  §7523.605 §436,250 4.63%
SURPLUS/(DERICIT 30 0 §15549)
TONNAGE |
Deliveries Tons (CRRA) 178,000 118,667 125,310 6,043 1040%
Delrvered Tons (Cotnpany) 69,000 46,000 42939 (3,061) 62.23%
Total Deliveries 247000 164,667 168,249 3,582
Processed Tons 247000 104,667 167,140 2473 67.67%




SOUTHEAST PROJECT - VARIANCE ANALYSIS
February 2003

REVENUES:

v Service Charges Sofid Waste - Contraet; budet assumption ncluded SCRRRA
contracting with private hauler for waste deliveries which did not transpire,

o dervice Charges Solid Waste - Spot: seflects above budget diversions from the Mid-
Connecticut project, |

v Interest Income; is below budget due to market factors

EXPENDITURES:

v General Administration: oosts reflect a reduction in direct charges for salaries and
associated overhead and below budget legal costs,

v Resources Recovery Facilty: Net resource recovery faciity expenses are below budget

due to above budget elecricity revemues from increased ensrgy sals and higher average
unit rafes,

Souheast Year-o-Date Excess (Deficiency) of Revemes
Over Expenses
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ADMINISTRATION - FINANCIAL RESULTS
For the Period Ending February 28, 2003

- Yo Utifization

FY 0 Budget  Budget YID  Actual YTD  YTD Variamee  of Budget
REVENUES
Mid-Connecticut Reimbursement MBS S2806751  SLAT6SH ($330.150) UM%
Bridgeport Reimbursement §1,048.925 SOILET  $536.340 (§75,5%3) 43.65%
Wallingford Reimbursement §496,523 SI000%8  $303,143 §13,505 52.53%
Southeast Reimbursement S8 SIS @156 4.81%
CRRA Energy Reimbursement $49 443 §18.84 §55.930 $27,088 94.16%
Miscellaneous ncome $125,000 917 $13493 $62,006 107.94%
Interest Income $30,000 $17.500 §17.001 ($200) SL78%
TOTAL REVENUES $6,796892 3964854  $3645.929 ($318,925) 46.30%
EXPENDITURES
Personal Services $305999 2608499 $2619152 §9.347 50.12%
Non-Personal Services SLI34400 L5068 46l 8300707 38.25%
Capital Expenditures $44.000 §25,667 56,807 $18 860 12.06%
Debt Service/Administration $112.491 §65,520 §38.318 §7.302 5543%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 30796892 $396484  $36286%8 §336,16 46.07%
SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) §0 il $17.001
Variance Analysis:

General Adminsitation expenses contine to be reduced where appropriate




NON-PROJECT VENTURES - FINANCIAL RESULTS
For the Period Ending February 28, 2003

% Utilization

FY03Budget  Budget YD Actwl YID YID Variamee  of Budeet
REVENUES |
Electricity (1) SISTT - $38B810 Ue 8B .13%
Miscellaneous Income (2) 23,805 15870 10800 (§5070) 45.37%
Interest Income (3) 0 0 81160 281160 0.00%
TOTAL REVENUES SIS0 B0681  $4.939340  $1.099,668 81.58%
EXPENDITURES |
General Adminisration (4) MBS BMSTT O SsLIM $Imans 8.55%
JETS LS8 BS03 90481 ($158.179) 69.33%
Energy Generating Facility SINBL L0614 D30 $164884 53.48%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 549950 $3666633  $33865%5  $280,098 53.12%
SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) 0931 $IMME 1552814
Variance Analysis:

(1) Electricity budget reflected use ofthe Jes primarily during the summer months,

(2) Budget ineludes revenes from a billboard lease which have not yet been received.

(3) Budget reflected zero inferest income. Actual reflects inferst being retained in investment acconnt,
(4) Reflcts below budget divect charge of emnploye hours and allocation of verhead,




Revenue And Expenditure Reports

& Major Variance Analysis

February 2003




MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT - VARIANCE ANALYSIS
February 2003

REVENUES:

v Service Charges Solid Waste - Spot:  increase reflects above budget solid wast
* diversions from the Wallingford project,

o Bulky Waste - Commercial: actual reflect seasonal trends while the budget does not |

v DEP Certfiod Materials; inerease due o new confracts that pay the Authority o acoept
- cover soil at the Hartford Landfil,

¢ Miscellaneous Income: wnder-budget due 1o tming fuctors (.. pemit ees and recyeling
teesfor Stratford faclity),

v Inferest Income; i below budget due o market factors and reduction in reserve levels,

EXPENDITURES:

v Waste Transport Expenges; over-budget due 1o higher-than-expected deliveries ang
lower-then-budgeted processing,  Als, the budget anticipated a private contractr to
perform transportation servics instead of MDC at a reduction 1n cost of §1 per fon

v Transfer Station - Bllington: Hopper and Scale repairs and paving costs were not in

operating budget.  Also, the budget assumed 2 pravate coniractor would operate the
faclity instead of MDC, at  lowe cogt,

v Inansfer Stfion - Essex: over-budget due to booking local administration cost 3¢ the

beginning of the fiscal year, Also, the budget assumed a private contractor would operate
the facility instead of MDC, at a lower cogt |

Mid-Connecticut Year-to-Date Excess (Deficiency) of

Revenes Over Expenses
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BRIDGEPORT PROJECT - VARIANCE ANALYSIS
February 2003

REVENUES:

v Service Charges Solid Waste - Contracts: reflets the loss of CRR A contract fonnage,

v Recycling Sales: reflects confimued above-budget market sales.

v Miscellaneous Income: nerease is due to 4 non-budgeted one-fime sale of equipment
(tare) at the Shelton Landfil

v Interest Income: s below budget due to market factors,

- EXPENDITURES:

v General Administration: costs reflect a reduction in direc charges for salaries and
associated overhead and below budgetlegal costs,

* Tnansfer Stafions: variances due to timing of capttal expenditures.

Bridgeport Year-to-Date Excess (Deficiency) of Revemes
Over Expenses
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WALLINGFORD PROJECT - VARIANCE ANALYSIS
February 2003 |

REVENUES:

v Service Charges Solid Waste - Spot. - revemues are down due to fncreased supply
available from member towns

v Interest Income: i below budget due to market factors

EXPENDITURES:

v General Administration: costs reflect 3 reducton i diect charges for salaries and
associated overhead and below bugge legal costs.

v Waste Transport: expenses are down ag 2 gogyl of the Mid-Comnectiut project
acceptance of diverted waste,

v Recyeling: comently scheduling elecronic tecycling events for the spring

Wallingford Year-to-Date Excess of Revenmes Over Expenses
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SOUTHEAST PROJECT - VARIANCE ANALYSS
February 2003

REVENUES:

v Service Charges Solid Waste - Contract budget assumption fncluded SCRRRA
contractng with private hauler fo waste deliveries which did pot franpire,

* Service Charges Solid Waste - Spot; reflects sbove budget diversions from the Mig-
Connectieut project, |

v Inferest ncome: is below budget due to market factrs.

EXPENDITURES:

v General Administrtion: - costs reflct a reduction i digec charges for salaries and
assoctated overhead and below budge legal costs,

v Resources Recovery Faciity: Net resource tecovery facility expenses are below budgét

due-to above budget electriity revenes fiom increased energy sales and higher average
unt rafes,

Southeast Year-to-Date Excess (Deficiency) of Revemnes
Over Expenses
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NON-PROJECT VENTURES - FINANCIAL RESULTS
For the Period Ending Fobruary 28, 2003

% Utilization

FYO3Budget BudgetVID  ActulYID YIDVarmee  of Budget
REVENUES '
Electricity (1) SIS Bnsl M0 583578 T1.23%
Miscellaneous Income () 23,805 15,870 0800 @500 453%
Inferest ncome (3) 0 0 28160 $281160 0.00%
TOTAL REVENUES 5195 09681 - 34939349 §1,099,668 §1.58%
EXPENDITURES | o
General Aduministration (4) M6 U gt §273.33 8.55%
JETS WAXKST S 1| S Y ($158,178) 69.33%
Energy Generating Facility SIOBL 2506154 2341270 §164,884 348%
TOTAL EXPENDITURES 59950 666653 8338655 §280,098 53.12%
SURPLUS/(DEFICIT) 95T $Im0g  §1550814
Yariance Analysis:

(F) Blectricity budget rflected nse of the Jts primarily during the summer months,

(2) Budget includes revemues from a billboard ease which have o yet been received,

(3) Budget reflected zero interest ncome, Aol reflects ineret being retained in investment accoun,
(4) Reflecs below budget direct charge of employee hours and allocation of overhead,
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RESOLUTION REGARDING THE DISSOLUTION OF
CERTAIN PROJECT RESERVE ACCOUNTS

RESOLVED: The General Administration Funds which inchude the Ash Re-Utilization

Reserve, Development Fund, and Recyeling Trus along with the Wallingford Future Use
Reserve and Wallingford Clean Air Act Reserve be dissolved.

FURTHER RESOLVED: The existng reserve balances be redistrbuted by project as
follows and reclassified from Designated Board to Unresticed Undesignated:

General Administration

Ash Re-Utilzation Bridgeport Operating Reserve ~~ $100,000
Mid-Ct Operating Reserve $100,000

Southeast Operating Reserve ~~~ § 32,500

Wallingford Operating Reserve ~ § 17500

$250,000

Development Fund  Entire balance (Balance as of Decemmber 31,2002 was $49,572) to
General Adminisration Operating Reserve (Balance as of Decermber 31, 200 was §0)

Recycling Trust ~ Entire balance (Balance as of December 31,2002 was $24,388) to
be re-allocated o the Bridgeport and Mid-Comnecticut Project Operating Reserves as a
percent o tote tonsprocessed by each project for fiscal year 2000,

FURTHER RESOLVED: The existing reserve balanes be re-Cistributed by project as
follows and reclassfied from Designated Board to Restricted:

Wallingford Future Use e belance (balance as of Decermber 31,2002 was

$1,147,328) to Wallingford Tip Fee Stabiization Fund (balance as of December 31, 2002
was $4,771,049)

Clean Air Act Entire balance (balance as of December 31, 2002 was

§750,000) to Wallingford Tip Fee Stablization Fund (balance as of December 31, 2002
was $4,771,049)




Conneticut Resources Recovery Authority
[nterim Reserve Analysis

April 17,2003

The ollowing arethe esuls of an inerim analysis of CRRA seserve accounis performed
by management. This interim analysi s only for the CRRA reserves held i the Short

Term Investment Fund (STIF) and does not inchude the accounts held by the Trustee or
bank accounts

Ofthetwenty-nin (29) existng resrves shown n Exhibit A, management s
tecommending the issolution of five of the reserves o this fime, Individual eserve
portfolios for these five reserves are attached (pages marked 1,3, 4,24, and 25),

Attached is the memo provided to the Finance Committee along with the resofution
approved by the Finence Committee, At this time, management i seeking approval from
the CRRA Board of Directors a the Aprl 2003 meefing to adopt the attached resolution,
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Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
[nterim Reserve Analysis

April 4, 2003

Attached s an nferim analysis of CRRA reserve accounts, This infeim analysis is only
forthe CRRA reserves held inthe Short Temm Investment Fund (STIF} and does not
inchude the accounts held by the Trostee or bank accousts, T i the intent of Management

to pertorm & reserve analysis annually and present any recommendations to the Finance
Committee in October,

Cortently CRRA has twenty-nine (29) funds as shown in Extibit A. These fnds aze
eggregated into the one CRRA STIF account, Although all ransactions (deposits and

withdrawels) flow through this one STIF account, acoounting maintains records to frack
individual reserves for reportng purposes

Attached to this inferim reserve analysisare the following;

v Schedule OF Short Term Investment Funds (Bxhihi A)

v Schedule Of Short Term Investment Funds (witeoommendations) (Exhibit B)
»  Individual Reserve Summarieg

The exhibits summarize the funds into three disinct categories;

v Restricted (Contract, Acbifration Decision, Trustee, DEP Consent, efc.
v Unrestricted
0 Board Designated (Resolution) (For Specific Purpose)

0 Board Designated (Budget Process) (For Specifi Purpose)
0 Undesignated (Operating Reserve)

Each of these categories requires different procedures to manage the funds, The
“Restricted” funds requires input from an outside party, “Untestricted” but Board

designated requires aresolution from the CRRA Board of Directors, and “Undesignated”
15 decmed available cash,

As a resultofthisinteri resrve analysis management i requesting approval of the
attached resolution.




Connectient Resourees Recovery Authority
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Connectient Resources Recovery Authority
Aprl 4, 200

()  Account:  ASHRE-UTILIZATION FUND

Project:  General Administration

Purpose:  To tnvestigate and develop ash vitrification or ofher ash
reutilization alternatives,

Fund Basis: - Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
not be found. However, the amount received from each of the four projects was
based upon the amount of ash produced be each project.

Fund Source: Initial funding was from each of the project’s rsk fund ag
escribed below,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: $250,000
Supporting Documentation;

Approved by CRRA Board of Directors on June 22, 2000, The following is the
resolution and minutes from the June 2000 Board meeting, Complete minutes
available in the reserve backup file

Chatrman Ellef requested a motion to add an item to the agenda, Director Belden made
a motion to add the referenced topic to the agenda, Director Webster seconded the
 motion which was approved unanimously.

Chairman Ellef requested & motion on the topic. Director Belden mads the following
mofion;

RESOVLED: That an Ash Reutilization reserve be established in the amount of

$250,000 for the purpose of investigating and developing ash vitification or other ash
reutilization alternatives,

FURTHER RESOLVED: That the reserve amounts be set at the following amounts by
project;

Bridgeport Project ~~~ $100,000
Mid-Connecticut Project $100,000
Southeast Project ~~~ § 32,500
Wallingford Project 17500

§250,000

FURTHER RESOLVED: That proceeds in each project’s risk fund in the amount listed
above will be withdrawn to fund ash reutilization reserves,

Director Tansi seconded the motion, The mofion previously made and seconded was
approved unamimovsly.

Recommendation:
Discontinue fund and return amounts back to project operating reserves,

U
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Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

Account:  HEALTHFUND

Project:  General Administration

Purpose: o provide funding for various means of controlling the costs of
health insuranice premiums, including,but not Limited to, employee “wellness”
progtans, funding o ate ncreases, and funding of premiven payments,

Fund Basis:  Information as to how the total fund balance was deterrmined could
not be found,

Fund Souree: Initial funding of §179,000 was from excess teserve avatlable ag 2
tefund from Blue Cross & Blue Shield of Comnecticut poficis,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $83984
Supporting Documentation;

Approved by CRRA Bord of Directors on Aprl 20,1995, The following ae the
mintes from the April 1995 Board meeting;

Director Phillips said enclosed in the Board's package is a report that CRRA i
recenving a escrve fund from Bl Cross and Blue Shield amounting to $179,000. He
sid the Finance Committes approved a resohuion which s atached to the package
establsting a health fund which would be used primarily as a welltess program for
employees. He said the Personnel Comumittee reviewed this mater tis moraing,

The motion was made by Director Phillps to approve the resolution establishing 2
health find atached to the minutes as Extibit A, Vice Chairman Selden seconded the
motion and it was unanimonsly voted,

Director Berliner asked ifthe $179,000 is meant to be stietly for wellnes. Director
Phillps seid onty $20,000. Director Berliner asked if you could use his to underwrit
any yeatly increases with Blue Cross Blue Shield. Director Phillps sid i could be,
Director Berliner said it should not be “could be” but it “should be” sinoe CRRA is ot
self-insured so o set this money aside in order to do that we need to uaderwrite future
year increases as thy come. Chairman Fay said stff wants to eport the money in this
teserve: and wil come back lter to the Board with the dispostion of the money and
tecommendation on how it should be spent, Director Berfiner said that it is nice that
CRRA had good years but we all know there are preat variations and there will be some
bad years. Chairman Fay said absolutely. Mr. Guidone said that is the primary purpose
- for creating the fund, to put those dollars aside, and to commit some to 2 wellness

program, but the main purpose would be o avoid futwre spkes or address e spike
1SS0S,

Recommendation:

Pertorm comprehensive review to determine the precise need of this reserve and

s rlationship to the wellness program. Provide feedback during the annual
TESEIVE 1EVIEW Process,

Y
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Connecticut Resonrces Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

Account:  RECYCLING TRUST

Project:  General Administration

Purpose: To increase ecyeling and weste reducion education, make capital

and operafng oost ontributons o existing CRRA reeycling systems, expand
opportuntis or recycling of new items, increase research and development of

ash recycling efforts, and fmprove participation n residential and commercial
recyeling collection systems,

Fun Bass: Information s to how the tota fund balance was detenmined could
not be found.

Fund Source: Inital funding came from the $500,000 Wheelabrator contribution
and the ransfer of $500,000 from the Developmment Fund.

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $2438
Supporting Documentation;

Approved by CRRA Board of Directrs on July 20, 1995, The following s the

resoution and minutes from the fuly 1995 Board meeting. Complete minutes
available n the teserve backup file

The motion was made by Director (sic) to approve the resolution atached to these

minutes (Exhibit B) concerning the creation of the recyeling trust find.  Director
Dominy seconded the motion,

WHEREAS, the Connectiut Resources Recovery Authority (CRRA) has substantial

investments in tecyeling processing ceners, reeycling education centers and tecycling
transfer stations in Connecticut that have Jed o a dramatic ncrease in recycling, and

WHEREAS, in recent years the state’s economic condition and excess disposal capacity
have slowed the growth of ecycling: and

WHEREAS, increase efforts to recycle resource recovery ash residues may
substantially reduce the coss o ash disposalfor all CRRA projets: and

WHEREAS, Wheelabrator has contrbuted $300.000 to the creation of @ CRRA

Recycling Trust Fund as a sesult of the setlement agreement concemming the Lisbon
facility; and

WHEREAS, the Development Fund of CRRA designed for new projecs s no longer
lkely to be used for new waste-to-energy facilites and can be better uilized by
focusing on increasing recyeling investments: WHEREFORE IT IS HEREBY

RESOLVED, that the CRRA Board of Directors hereby authorizes the creation of a
CRRA Recycling Trust Fund which shall be used to increase recycling and waste
teduction education, to make capital and operafing cost contibutions to existing

recyoling systems, and o fnerease research and development of ash recycling
opportunies; and be it further

()




RESOVLED, tha the Recyeling Trust Fund shall iiafly be funded by the $500,000

Wheelabrator contribution and the transfer of $500,000 from the Development Fund;
and be it further

RESOLVED, thatan intil expenditure from the fund of $200,000 shall be authorized
to'be paid to the SCRRRA recycling program.

The motion previously made and seconded was unanimously voted

I additon, he CRRA Bosrd of Directors approved Recyeling Trust Fund

Guidelmes on September 21, 1995. The following s the resoufion and uidelines
from the September 1995 Board meefing,

Director Philips sid th following item was the reeycling trut fund guidelines which
the Finance Committee i recommending to the Board

The motion was made by Director Phillps to approve the recycling trust fund

guidelines attached as Exhubit B, Director Belden seconded the motion and i was
urenimously voted,

CRRA Recycling Trust Fund Guidelines
September 1995

A Contributions to and disburscments from the CRRA Recyeling Trust Fund shal be
approved by the CRRA Board of Directors,
B, The purpose of the Fund will be to

1. ncreas¢ recycling and waste reduction education
2. make captal and operaing costcontributions to exsting CRRA recycling systems
3. expand opportunites forrecycling new items
4. ncrcase escarch and development of sh reeyeling eforts
3. tmprove participaton i residentialand commercial reeycling ollection systems

C. - Connecticut waste management project, municipalities, local authorities or regions
may tequest such funds by providing application to CRRA management sating the

purpose, need, detaled deseription of the proposed project and amount (with budge)
requested.

D. After CRRA management review, proposed expenditures from the Fund will be

considered by the Finance and Planning Commiftes prior to recommendation to the
Board of Directors,

E, Disbursements from the Fund shll be considered inthe following priorites;
1. CRRA afflsted recycling projcts (Vi Connesticut and Bridaepor)

2. CRRA waste management projects or contracted municipaties

3, Other existing recycling systems

4. Other Connecticnt municipalites, regions or authoritis
F. - All decisions regarding disbursement of funds will be at the sole disereton of the

CRRA Boerd of Directors, including any conditions the Board may deem appropriate.
G. - These guidelines may be amended from tme tofme by the Board of Directos,

Recommendation:

Disconfinue fund and alloate back to the Mid-Connectcutand Bridgeport
Projects operating reserves as follows:

Tons Processed 2002 % Allocation ~ Amount
Bridgeport 58,99 3%  §10480.84
Mid-Connecticut 78,881 % §1390L16
Total 137877 §24.388.00
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Connecticut Resourees Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

Accont:  DEVELOPMENT FUND

Project:  General Administration

Purpose: To provide for non-project specific activiies such as: ash re
utiization studis, public education eforts, general recycling efots, facility
iting and ash andfill development and other multiprojection PUIPOSES,

Fund Basis: Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
not be found.

Fund Source: $600,000 from a §1M settlement with American Ref-Fuel (not
rehted to the Southeast Project),

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $49.572
Supporting Documentation:

Approved by CRRA Board of Directors on August 20, 1992, The following are

the minutesfrom the August 1992 Bord meeting, Complete minutes avalale n
the reserve backup fle

Vice Chairman Selden made 2 motion to approve the Resolution for Adoption
by the Board of Directors of the Connectiout Resources Recovery Authority
Establshing a Development Fund (attached to these minutes as Exibi A).
The motion was seconded by Director Philfps

The motion previously made and seconded was then unanimously voted.

Recommendation:

Transtr funds into the General Administation operaing reserve and close

account,




()

Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
Aprl 4, 2003

Account:  REGIONAL RECYCLING CENTER EQUIPMENT
REPLACMENT (PAPER)

Project:  Mid-Connectiout

Purpose:  Toreserve fnds necessay for possble capitl T6Pair of
replacement,

Fund Basis: - Coniract tats that CRRA shall contribute $125,000 on an anmual

basisto thi reserve. Informetion as to how the contribufion amout was
determined could not be found,

Fund Source: All documentation found indicates that funding of ths reserve has
occurred through the operating budget

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: $1677425

Supporting Documentation;

Fund requited under an existing agreement with Capital Recycling of Comnecticut
Ine. dated November 23, 1990. Confact expired February 28, 2003, The CRRA

Board of Directors approved this contract on September 18, 1990, The following
is Section 10.4 of the agreement;

Stetion 104 Capitalized Renewal and Replacerment Fund

CRRA shall estabish  separae bk aooount for th pupose offunds necessary for possible
capitl rnewal orreplacement, On the st day of each Operating Year, CRRA shall deposit
it such account the amount of One Hundred Twienty Five Thousand Dollar ($125,000).
Unless a second baler has been instaled pursuant to subsections 10,3 (a) or 10.3 (b) during
the it ive years of tis Agreement, the Company shallnotbe enited 1o draw upon sich

-+ account for repair and. replacement of Facility equipment except i exceptional

circumstances with the permission of CRRA,

Onee a second baler has been installed or uring the remaining ferm of this Agreement, the
Company shall be entiled to draw wpon such acoount to provide necessary equipment

replacements and repais upon ten (10) Days prior writen motice fo CRRA and upon
CRRA’s consent, which shall not be vareasonsble wittheld, Such writen nofice shll
inchude the following, at & minimum: items o be replaced and repaired, the cause of
equupment o, cost of eplacemen or repir, ncluding Cost Substantiation; and the new
useful life of any replaced or repaired tem. CRRA shall be entited to draw upon such
acoount upon ten (10) Days writen notice to the Company to make reasonable expenditures
for the renewal, repar or replacement of any and all stationary or immobile equipment

purchased and installed at the Facility, Upon termination of this Agreement, all funds
temaining in the account shall revert to CRRA,

Recommendation:
Perform a comprehensive review of this reserve and if relationship o the long-

term strategic plan of the recycling facilites and prepare a recommendation for
the annval reserve review process,

y
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Connectiout Resources Recovery Authority
Aprl4,2003

Account:  REGIONAL RECYCLING CENTER EQUIPMENT

- REPLACEMENT (CONTAINER)

¥ —

Project:  Mid-Connectiout

Purpose:  Toreserve funds necessary for possible captalrepairor
teplacement

Fund Basis: Contract states that CRRA shall contribute $50.880 on an annual

basis to this reserve. Information as to how the total fund balance was deterrmined
could not be found,

Fund Source: All documentation found indicates that fnding of this reserve has
occurred through the operating budges,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $667,082

Supporting Documentation;

Fund required under an existing agrecment with FCR Redemption Inc.dated
February 22, 1997, Contract expires May 21, 2003, The CRRA Board of
Dircctors approved the contract on February 20, 1997, Complete minutes

avatlable n the reserve backup file. The following i Section 3,11 of the
agreement;

Section 3,11 Capital Repair and Replacement Fund

A CRRA shall maintain an account for the purpose of reserving the funds necessary fo
possible capital repair or replacement, Deposits into this account shall be made

atmually by CRRA in the amount of Fifly Thousand Bight Hundred Eight Dollars
(850,880.00).

B. During any term of this Apreement,the Company shall be entitled to draw upon such
 account in accordance with generally accepted acoounting principles wport ten (10)
calendar days prior writien request to CRRA of such withdrawal and CRRA’s
wrtten consent of the same, which consent shall not be wnrcasonably withheld. Such
wrtten request shallinchude the following, at a minimu; tems to be replaced and
tepaited, the cause of equipment falur, cost of replacement or repair. fncluding
Cost Substantiation, the new useful lfe o the replaced or repaired item, CRRA shal

be entiled to draw upon such account upon ten (10) calondar days writen notice to

the Cormpany to make reasonable expenditures forth renewal,repat orreplacement

t of any and all stationary or immobile equipraent purchased and installed at the
Faclty. For purposes of this Section, a capital repair or replacement shall be
deemed to b a repir or replacement, iche singulaly o n the aggregate asociated

With the same piece of equipment an greater than Two Thousand Five Hundred and
007100 Dollrs (§2,500.00) in value, to a capital asset which either extends or
cahances the wseful ffe of dhe asset in accordance with gencrally accepted

accounting principles. Upon termunation or expiration of this Agreement, all funds
remaining it the account shall revert to CRRA,

Recommendation:

Perform a comprehensive review of this reserve and it rlationship to the long-

term stratego plan of the recycling facilites and prepare a recommendation for
the annual reserve review process,

()
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Comnectient Resources Recovery Authority
Apil 4, 203

Account:  MDC ARBRITRATION ESCROW

Project:  Mid-Connecticut

Purpose:  To meet therequirements set by the Arbiration Panel regarding
the indirectcost mafter in the CRRA versus MDC dispute

Fund Basis: - Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
fiot be found,

Fnd Sources This amount of 25% of the total indirect costs claimed the MDC i
st aside monthly based upon actual MDC bilings. Costs are projected on an
annua] basis in the operating budget,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: $2,930,344
Supporting Documentation;

The following language is from the Arbiration Panel decision in tegards fo the
matte of CRRA versus the MDC dated April 19, 2000, A complete copy of the
arbitation decision is available in the reserve fil,

"...We directthat CRRA pay 75% of the total amount owed to MDC within 14 days of
this decision and that the balance be placed in an interest bearing escrow acoount
pending the frther determinations of this panel”

Recommendation:

Continue nder current procedures. Resurrect efforts to evaluate faimess of
ndirect ost allocation methodology and prepare potental altematives,
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Comnecticut Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

Account:  HARTFORD LANDFILL CLOSURE

Project:  Mid-Connecticut

Purpose: T cover theanticipated expenditures associated withthe cloure
of the Bulky Waste and Ash Residue areas of the Hartford Landfil,

Fund Basis:  Updated armaly during the budget process by the Environmental

Division, Current cost estimate n real dollars o close the landfil in FY06 and
FY08 15 $7,038,003,

West slope closure complete in FY06 (24 acres closed FY03, and 32 acres closed
FY06). These closure cos etimates are based on a costof 75,00 per acre, as
specified wnder the existing permit, DEP hag recently suggested to CRRA that

they may require the permit to be modified t specity closure with a synthetic cap,
at an estimated oost of approximately $110,000 per acre,

Bund Source: Transfer of funds from the Mid-Connectiout Retained Harnings and
annual contributions rom the aperating budgets,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; 6,744 807

Supporting Documentation;

The CRRA Board of Directors approved a transfer of s in the amout of
§1,650,000 to this reserve on May 18, 2000. The following are the minutes from

the May 2000 Board meeting. Complete minutes available n the eserve backup
file,

Chairman Ellf requested a motion on the refsrence topic. Director Badyra made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That the FYOO-FYOS Capitl Irprovement Budget be adopted,
substantialy a presented atthis meeting,

FURTHER RESOLVED: That §5,700,000 of Mid-Comnectiat Project Eamings be
esignated to the capital reserves as outlng below:

Waste Processing Facility Modificaton Reserveg:3 925,000
Hartford Landfill Closure/Post Closure Reserve $1,650.000
Clean Air Act Reserve 125000

Total 5,700,000

The motion previously made and seconded was passed unamimously.

Recommendation:

Continue to operats under existing procedures, Review reserve during the annyal
TESCIVE TEViEW, |
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Comnectient Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

Account:  HARTRORD LANDFILL POSTCLOSURE

Project:  Mid-Connecticut

Purpose:  To coverthe costs associated with the mordtoring and maintenance
of the Hrtord landfll aftr the certified closure of the landfill.
Fund Basis: Updated anmwally during the budget process by the Environmenta
Division, Current costestimates in real dollars to cover the costs associated with
the monitoring and matntenance of the landfl for five year (as required under

the existng pemmif) or thity years (sandard operating practice) after certified
closure of the andfill are $2,163,741 or §14,806,701, respectively.

Fund Source: Cureently there are no funds in this reserve,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: 0
Supporting Documentation:

Under the existng permit CRRA isrequired o have five years of post-closure
reserve setaside or be able to pass the financial assurance test, However,there s
& legal question regarding whom the obligation to fund this reserve belongs to,

CRRA or the City of Hartford. CRRA is continuing to review this matter with
outside counsel,

Recommendation:

Obtain a legal interpretation of the contractto determine CRRA’s liabilty,
Prepare  recommendion for the anmual reserve review process




Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
Apil 4, 200

(10) Account:  ELLINGTON LANDFILL POSTCLOSURE

Project:  Mid-Connecticut

Purpose: To cover the costs associated with the monitoring and maintenance
of the landfll for thirty years after the cerffied closure of the landfil,

Fund Basis:  Updated annually during the budget process by the Environmental
Diviston. Current cost estimate in real dollars to monitor and matntain the landfil
15 $3,620,943.

Fund Source: All documentation found indicates that funding of this reserve has
occurred through the operating budget

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002 §1.107 045

~ Supporting Documentation;
Approved by the CRRA Board of Directors during the anmual budget process.
Recommendation:

Contme to operate under existing procedures. Review teserve during the anmal
TSEIVE IEVIEW.




Connecticut Resourees Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

(1) Account:  RISKFUND
Project:  Currently shown in General Administration, Accounts are

establshed for each ofthe four projects (Bridgeport, Mid-Comecticut Southeast,
and Wallingford),

Purpose: T protect CRRA projects against catastrophc losses.

Fund Basis: - Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
tiot be found,

Fund Source: All documentation found indicates that funding oftis reserve has
occurred through the operating budget,

Fund Amounts As Of December 31, 2002: Bridgeport $2,525,874
Mid-Connectiont  §4,689.964
Southeast § 250211
Wallingford §1,039.788
Tota §8 505,837

Supporting Documentation:

The CRRA Board of Directos approved the Policy Establishing the Risk
Finencing Plan, which included the Risk Fund on September 18, 1990, On
December 19,1996 the CRRA Board of Directors approved a modification to the
CRRA Fisk Fund Policy. The resolutons and minutes e voluminous. Complete
minutes are available in the reserve backup file

Recommendation:
Perform  comprehensive teview to determine more precise definition of
catastrophic losses and the relationship to existing insurance coverage, levels of

slf nsurance required, and overal enterprie isk evaluaton, Prepare o
tecommendation for the annual reserve review process.




Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
Ayl 4,200

(12) Account:  WASTE PROCESSING FACILITY MODIFICATION

Project: ~ Mid-Connectiont

Purpose:  To cover capital expenditures associated with the Waste
Processing Facilty,

Fund Basis:; - Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
ot be found.

Fund Source: Transfer of funds from retained earnings and contributions from
the operating budget,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; §3,121.364
Supporting Documentation:

Munutes found suggest the CRRA Board of Directors approved this reserve in the
past. As part of the capitl improvement program the Board approved a
tesolution on June 18, 1991 to transfer §8,624,000 from retained eamnings for
WPF mprovements. The CRRA Board of Directors adopted resolutions t
designate Mid-Connecticut retained eamings to the WPF Modification reserve in

the amounts of §4,490,000 and §3,925,000 on June 17, 1999 and May 18, 2000
tespectively.

Complete mimtes are avalable i the reserve backup fle

Recommendation; |
Perform a comprehensive teview of tis reserve and it rlafionship to the ong:

term capital improvement and prepare a recommendation for the annual reserve
TEVIEW PIOGESS.




Comnecticut Resourees Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

(13) Acomt  ROLLINGSTOCK

Project:  Mid-Connectiout

Purpose:To cover costs associated with the purchase of new andior ebuilds
of equipment such as ractors, ralers, loaders, containers, sweepers, ef.

Fund Basis:  Tnformation a5 to how the total fund balance was deternrined could
ot be found,

Fund Source: Transfer of fnds from retained earmings and contributions from
the operating budget

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $2,051.737
Supporting Documentation;

Minutes found suggest the CRRA Board of Directors approved tisreserve inthe

past, On June 17, 1999 the Board approved aresolution to transfer $680,000
trom retained earnings to this reserve,

Conmplete minutes are available in the reserve backup file

Recommendation:

Perform a comprehensive review of this reserve and it relafionship to the long-

term capital mprovement and prepare a recommendation for the anmwal eserve
TEVIEW PrOCESS,

(13)




Connectiout Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

(14)  Account:  POWER BLOCK FACILITY MAINTENANCE

Project;  Mid-Connecticut

Purpose: To cover expenditures of any future power block needs.

Fund Basis:  Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
niot be found.

Fund Souree: Transfer of $500,000 from retained earings,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: $500,000

Supporting Documentation:

As pan of the FY2001-2006 Capital Improvement Budget the CRRA Board of
Ditectors approved the following amended resolution on June 21, 2001,

RESOLVED: That the FYOLFY06 Capital Improvement budget be adopted
substantally as presented at this meefing,

FURTHER RESOLVED: That $1,000,000 of Project Retained Earings be designated
tothe appropriat capital reserve accounts by Project as described below:

Bridgeport 50 5 0
Mid-Comnectiout
Transfer Station Maintenance § 500,000
Power Block Facility Maintenance 500000 §1,000,000
Southeast 50§ 0
Wallingford S |
Total $1,000,000

Complete copies of the minutes are available in the reserve fle

Recommendation:
Perform a comprehensive review of tis reserve and it relaionship to the ong:

term capita improvement and prepare a recommendation for the annual reserve
TOVEW PIOCESS,




Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

(15 Accomnt:  TRANSFER STATION MAINTENANCE

Project:  Mid-Connecticut

Purpose: o cover capital ependitures associated with any transfer stations,

Fund Basis: - Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
not be found,

Fund Source: Transfer of $500,000 fom retained earmings,
Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $463.916

Supporting Documentation;

As part of the FY2001-2006 Capital Emprovement Budget the CRRA Board of
Directors approved the following amended resolution on June 21, 2001

t

RESOLVED: That the FYOLFY0§ Capital mprovement budget be adopted
substantilly s presented a this meeting

FURTHER RESOLVED: That $1,000,000 of Proect Retained Eamings be desipnated
to the approprate capitlreserve accounts by Project a described below:

Bridgeport 50 5 0
Mid-Connecticut
Transfer Station Maintenance § 500000
Power Block Facility Maintenance 500000 §1,000,000
Southeast 50 5 0
Wallingford 50 8 0
Total §1,000.000

Complete coptes of the minutes are available in the reserve fle,

Recommendation:

Pertorm a comprehensive review of this reserve and it telationship to the long-

term capita improvement and prepare a recommendation for the anmual reserve
TVIEW PIOCESS,

(13




Comnecticut Resources Recovery Authority
April 42003

(16) Account:  JETS RESERVE

Project:  Mid-Connecticut

Purpose: o cover the future Energy Generafing Facility (EGF) operating
oSS,

Fund Basis: The infal reserve estimate projected anticipated electricity
tevenues from the Jes ess operating and mintenance costs of the Jets and

Energy Generating Facility (EGF) to determine what level of reserves was
tequired to cover fiture costs of the EGF,

Fund Source: Received $20M as part of the CL&P and Enron Power Marketing,
Inc agreement,

Find Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $20,000,000

Supporting Documentation;

In addition to the attached leter to State Street Bank and Trust, the CRRA Board
of Divectors minutes and resolutions from the November and Decermber 2000
Board meetings fmply tha the intent of the prior CRRA Board of Directors was o
set aside these funds to cover future costs of the EGF. Furthermore, although
there i no specifc resolution inregards to this reserve, it i management's
opinion that this reserve was se-aside forthespeeific purpose staed sbove o
stisy the Trustee. Howeer, in light of the on-going (uestions regarding this

account management has requested Bond Counsel confirmation regarding hi
matter.

Recommendation:

Perform a comprehensive rview of tis reserve and present it part of the
anmual reserve review process.




Connecticut Resourees Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

(7 Acount:  WATERBURY CLOSURE

Project:  Bridgeport

Purpose:  To pay for enticipated expenditures associated with the closure of
the landfil,

Fund Basis:  Updated anmally during the budget process by the Environmental

Division, Current cost estimate in real dollars to close the landfill in FY0S is
§300,000.

Fund Source: Inifal findings indicate that the finds came from contributions
made through the anmual operating budget

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; §199,037
Supporting Documentation:

The minutes indicatethatthis account was frs established in July 1991, The

Board of Directors has been approving contributions to this account as part of the
anmual budget process

Recommendation:

Continue to aperate under exsting procedures. Review reserve during the annual
TESCIVE 1EVIEW,




Connecticnt Resources Recovery Authority
April4, 200

(18) Account:  SHELTON LANDFILL POSTCLOSURE

Project:  Bridgeport

Purpose:  To cover the costs associated with the monttoring and maintenance
of the landfll for thirty years after the certfied closure of the landill

Fund Basis: - Updated annvally during the budget process by the Eavironmental

Drvision. Current cost estimate in real dollars to monitor and maintain the landfill
15 $11,579,668.

Fund Source: Initial findings indicate that the funds came from contributions
made throngh the anmual operating budget since pre 1990,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: $2,382.514
Supporting Documentation:

The board mimutes suggestthat the CRRA Board of Direcors approved the
ctcation of the Shelton Landfil eserve. As part of the capital improvement
program the Board approved a resolution on June 17, 1999 to transfer 2,734,000
trom retained eaings to the post-closure eserve. In additon, the Board through

adoption of the annual budget has been authorizing annual contributons into this
TESErVe,

Complete mimutes are available fnthe reserve backup file

Recommendation:

Continue to aperate under existing procedures. Review reserve during fhe anmual
TESEIVE TEVIEW.,




Comnectieut Resources Recovery Authority
Aprl 4, 2003

(1% Account:  SHELTON LANDRILL FUTURE USE

Project:  Bridgepor

Purpose: To set aide funds in anticipaton of expendifures associated with a
DEP Consent Order and to cover a porton of the costs associated with permit
requirements elaing to future use options ofthe andfi

Fund Basis: - Amounts based wpon the amount e a5 tated o the DEP Consent

Order ($230K) and a porton oftheprefiminary estimates o the cost o implement
he fuure use options af the landfll (§430k).

Fund Souree: Funded from the FY(3 Operating budget,
Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002 §0

Supporting Documentation:

The following i the resolution approved by the CRRA Board of Directors
Janvary 16, 2003 and the Jamuary 2003 minotes

WHEREAS: CRRA desires to creats a divisibl reserve account within the Bridgeport

Project for the Shelton Landfil for future use expenditures of the Shelton Landfil
(*Shelton LandfillFuture Use Reserve);

WHEREAS: CRRA desires to fund the Shelton Landfil Future Use Reserve with
630,000 from the Fiscal Year 2003 Operating Budget of the Bridgeport Projct:

RESOLVED: That the CRRA Finance Department is authorized to create a Shelton

Landfll Future Use Reserve and fund it with $630,000.00 from the FY03 Operating
Budget of the Bridgeport Project,

Chairman Pace requested a motion on the reference topte. Diector O'Brien made the
following motion;

WHEREAS: CRRA desies to create  divisbl reserve aceout wii fhe Bridgeport

Project for the Shelton Landfll for future use expenditures of the Shelton Landfil
(*Shelton Landfil Future Use Reserve’)

i
?

WHEREAS: CRRA desires to fund the Shelton Landfill Future Use Reserve with
630,000 from the Fiscal Year 2003 Operating Budget of the Bridgeport Project

RESOLVED: That the CRRA Finance Department is authorized to create a Shelton

Landfil Foture Use Reserve and find it with $630,000.00 from the FYO3 Operatng
Budget of the Bridgeport Project

Director Sulivan seconded the motion
The motion previously made and seconded was approved unanimoﬁsly.

Recommendation:

Continue o operate under exiting procedures. Review reserve during the annual
TESEIVE TEVIEW,
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Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
April 42003

(0) Accont:  BRIDGEPORT RECYCLING TRUST

Project:  Bridgeport
Purpose;

Fund Basis:  Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
not be found.

Fund Source;
Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $50,000

Supporting Documentation:

Research is on-going,
Recommendation;

Recommendation will be made during the annval reserve revie,

(20)




Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

(1) Accownt:  MUNICIPAL REPLACEMENT RESERVE

Project:  Bridgepor
Purpose: To set aside funds to migatethelossof the Muricipal Fund,

Fund Basis: - Updated annually during the budget process by the Finance

Division. Current estimate required o stabiliz tip fees in nominal dollrs i
§3,518,600,

Fiund Source: Funded from the annual operafing budget.
Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $67.13
Supporting Documentation;

The CRRA Board of Dircctors adopted this reserve as prt o the annua operating
budget on December 20, 2001,

Recommendation;

Contine to operae under existng procedures, Review reserve during fhe annual
TESEIVE TEVIEW,

(2




Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2008

() Accomnt: TIPFEE STABILZATION

Project:  Wallingford

Purpose:  Fund established per the municipal solid waste agrecments with

the towns forthe purpose of paying all ora potion of system costs for any
confract year,

Fund Basis: - The municipal serviee contracts stipulate that any surpluses or
deficits are to be deposited or withdrawn from this reserve,

Bund Source: Per the agreement all surpluses or defiets are o flow through this

account. These deposits and withdrawals require approval from the Wallingford
Policy Bord.

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: $4.771,049
Supporting Documentation:

Below s the contract language in Section 6,03 in reference o this accout,
otherwise known as the Municipal Disposal Fee Stabilization Fund, The entre
section pertaining to this Fund is available in the reserve folde,

Atleast one hundred ffty (150) days prior {0 the beginning of each Contract Year, the Municipal
Disposal Fee will be calculated as follows;

System Cost and System Revenue for each Contract Years shall be cstimated. The
estimated System Cost shll be (i) ncreased by that amout, if any, which the Policy
Board and the Authority determine is to be deposited i the Muricipal Disposal Fee
Stabilzeton Fund, or (i) decreased by that amount, if any, which the Policy Board and
the Auhority determine i5 to be withdrawn fiom the Municipal Disposel Fee
Stabilization Fund and applied against System Costs.

Recommendation;
Continug to mainfain account as required by contract,

(2)




Commecticut Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

33) Account:  WALLINGFORD POST-CLOSURE

Project:  Wallingford

Purpose:  To cover the costs associated with fhe monttoring and mainfenance
ofthe lndtl for thirty years after the cetiied closureof the land il

Fund Basis: - Updated annvally during the budget process by the Environmentsl

Division, Current cost estimate in real dollars to monitar and maintain the landfil
15.§12,169,624,

Fund Source: Contributions have been approved through the annual operating
budge,

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: §3954.621

Supporting Documentation;

Below s Section 3,12 of the Amended and Restated Munieipal Solid Waste
Delivery And Disposel Contract between CRRA and the Town of Wallingford in

reference to this account, The entie section of the contrac pertaining fo this
teserve 15 available in the reserve folder,

The Authonty, withthe approvalof the Policy Board, shall establish a fund ifended fo
meet any and all costs and expenses related to the Facilty, the Site andlor the Residue
Disposal Sitefs), including but ot limited to environmental clean-up costs and post
closure monitoring cost, which may result from the use of the Factlity, The Site and/or

the Residue Disposal Site(s) pursuant o this Agreement but which are not quantified or
do not arise unti after this Agtecment otherwise ends.

In- addition, the following language is from Section 6.12 of the Lease
Agreement between CRRA and the Town of Wallingford,

The Authority shell provide il post-closure. maintenance and moniforing of the

Demmised Property required by then applicable DEP tegulations. The provisions of this
Section 6.1 shell survive the term of this ease,

Recommendation:

Continve to operate under existing procedures, Review reserve Quring the anmyal
TESCIVE feViEw.

)




Comnectient Resources Recovery Authority
Apil 4, 2003

(M) Account:  FUTURE USE

Project:  Wallingford

Purpose: - To cover fiture costs on the projetinchuding potentil debt
tepayment from the previous stablizaion financing that was done in 1991 as wel
a5 other coststhat may be assocated with thei exiting o new ash lndfi,

Fund Basis: Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
not be found,

Fund Source: Inifial contibution made fiom FY92 surphus. Other contributions
have come fom annual operating budget

Fuud Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $1.147328
Supporting Documentation:

The CRRA Board of Directors approved this reserve February 18, 1993, The
following are the minutes o the February 1993 meeting;

Mr. Guidone said as the write-up in the package deseribes the Wallingford Project had
a very posttive year. He noted that the Wallingford Project ended FY *9) wih
approximately a half million-dollar surpls during the FY '94 budget review process,
He noted that the town finance offcials as wellas the policy board itelf decidd tha
they wish to distrbute those dollrs not as all revenne in FY *%4 but only a portion
thereof, He said they have set up a reserve for fture costs on the project for years to
conne, nchuding potential debt repayment from the previous tabilization financing that
was done in 1991 as well as other costs that may be associated with thei existing or
new ash landfil. He said s projectdoes not have a reserve of this sort asal the other
projects have and §2 a ton of that surphs will be dedicated in a reserve for future use

forthe prject. Of cours, he said, any expenditures would be approved by this Board
i the budget process,

The motion was made by Director Bertinuson to approve the following resolution for
Wallingford Project Reserve Fund. Director Selden seconded the motion

RESOLVED: Tht a future use reserve be desipnated for the Wallingford Project with
an nital contribution of $250,000,

Additonal funds of §2.6 million and $125,000 were aproved as prtofthe
FYO0 and YOI anmual operating budgets respectivly, This addiiona
funding was for the purchase of land adjacent to the Wallingford landfill for
plume conirol. CRRA purchased the land in September 2001 for §1,981,209,

Recommendation:
Transfer funds into the Tip Fee Stabilzation Reserve and close account,

(4




Comnecticut Resources Recovery Authority
Apil4,2003

5) Accomt:  CLEANARACT

- Project:  Wallingford

Purpose:  To cover the anticipated expenditures for the instalation of 2

Metcury Control System and rlate fems associated with compliance with the
State MWC rule.

Fund Basis: Information as to how the total fund balance was determined could
not be found,

Fund Source: Funded from the fiscal year 2000 opecating budget
Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002; $750.000

Supporting Documentation;

Approved by CRRA Board of Directors on March 16, 2000, The following is the

tesoluion and minutes from the March 2000 Board meeting, Please note that tis
was & Consent Calendar item,

Chairmen Ellf requested a motion concerning the referenced calendar, Ditector
Belden made the following motion:

RESOLVED: That a capital reserve of $750,000 be established in the
Wallngford Project to fund the installation of a Mereury Contro System.
This reserveisto be designated as the “Clean Afr Act Reserve” and i to be

funded from amounts appropriated for his installation in the FY00
Operating Budget,

Ditector Smith seconded the motion which was approved utianimovsly.

Recommendation:

Project has instituted other solutions to meet the State MWC rule, Therefore, the

tecommendation s o transfer funds into the Tip Fe Stabilzation Reserve and
close account,

(%)




Connectient Resources Recovery Authority
April 4, 2003

() Account:  MONTVILLE POST-CLOSURE

Project:  Southeast

Purpose:To cover th costs associated with the monitoring and maintenance
of the landfll for thirty years after the certfied closure of the landfil

Fund Basis: - Updated anmually during the budget process by the Environmental

Division. Current cost estimate in real dollars to monitor and maintain the landfil
15 $2,880,941,

Fund Source: Payment of 2 million rom the Mohegan Propeties, LLC
pursuant to Section 4.5.4 of the Ground Lease Between Southeastern Comnecticu
Resources Regional Recovery Authoriy and Mohegan Propertes

Fund Amount As Of December 31, 2002: $2.175 480

Supporting Documentation;

The CRRA Bod of Directors approved the following resoluion on October 2,
1999:

Chairman Ellef equested a mofion on the refesence topic. Director Winkler made the
following motion:

RESOLVED: That §2,000,000 received by the Authority from Mohegan Properties,
LLC, pursnant to Section 4.54 of the Ground Lease Between Southeastern Comectiut
Resources Regional Recovery Authority and Mohegan Properties, LLC (the “Cround

Lease”) be deposited into the Montville Landfill Postclosure Reserve as required by the
Ground Leas.

FURTHER RESOLVED: That $990,000 of exising finds in the Montville Landsi
Postelosure Reserve by de-desiguated for application to oher project PUIPOSES,

Director Tansiseconded the motion which was approved unanimously,

Recommendation:

Continue to perate under existing procedures, Review reserve during the annual
TESCIVE TEVIEW,

(2
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P&CDRAFT 4/10/03
23 approved by Finance
Committee on 4/10/03

SUPPLEMENTAL
RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE
CONNECTICUT RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY
TO AUTHORIZE AN INTERIM FINANCING FROM THE
STATE OF CONNECTICUT FOR THE BENEFIT OF
THE MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT

- WHEREAS, the Comecticut Resources Recovery Authorty fhe *Authority”) has been
doly established and constitted as a body plitc and comporae, consfifuting a public
instrumentality and political subdivision of the State of Connectiut (the “State”), o carry out the
purposes of Chapter 446¢ of the Connecticut General Stautes, Sections 222-260 ¢t seq., as the
same has becn amended and modified by Public Act No. 02-46 the “Act” and, collectively with
Sections 22e-260 et. sq. of the Connectiont General Sttutes,the “Stafute”); and

WHEREAS, on February 27, 2003, the Board of Directors of the Authority approved a
tesolution (the “February 2003 Resolution”) authorizing the Offcals of the Authority, namely
the Steermg Committee of the Board, the President and the Chief Financial Officer of the
Authority, to submit an application to the State Treasurer and the Secretary of OPM, in the name
of and on behalf of the Authority, in connection with the extension by the State of a Joan to the

Authoriy in an aggregate amoust not fo exceed §115,000,000 o support the repayment of debt
tsued by the Authority on behalfof the Mid-Connectieut Pojec (the “Financing”); and

WHEREAS, Section 5 of such February 2003 Resohution further authorized the

Offcal, prior to the finalization of the proposed Financing, to enter into an interim financing
amangement with the State (the “Interim Financing”); and

WHEREAS, the Authorty desires to enter into an Inferim Financing arrangement with

e Stte substantially wpon the tems and conditions authorized in fhis Supplemental
Resolution,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of the Authority;

Section 1. That theaction of the Offcials ofthe Autharity, n enfering into an Interim
Financing amrangement with the State of Connecticut n the form of a loan in an amount ot o
exceed $22,000,000,be and the same i hereby authorized and approved.

ection 2. That the loan from the State shall provide for the Authority to request
advances from the State through June 30, 2004 in an amount not to exceed §22,000,000, the
proceeds of which shall b expended by the Authorty to support he repayment of debt service
on the Mid-Connecticut Project during the remainder of the Authority’s fiscal year 2003 and

fiscal year 2004, and shall further provide for an amertzation schedule setting forth the
repayment of such loan through December 1, 2012




Section 3. The Officials are authorized and directed to perform and take such other
actions 25 may be desirable, necessary, proper or convenient to accomplish the ntent and
purposes expressed herein, and the performance thereof by such Officials shall be conclusive as
to the approval by the Authority of the terms thereof

ectiond.  This supplemental resolution shall take effeet immediatly, and shal
supplement and modify the February 2003 Resolution, Notwithstanding the foregoing, all other
terms and provisions of the February 2003 Resolution shall remain in full force and effect,

Date

BPRT/68305.2/CGBIAT360373
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RESOLUTION REGARDING AMENDMENT OF THE

SERVICE AGREEMENT BETWEEN CRRA AND
EMCON/OWT, INC. FOR SERVICES ASSOCIATED WIT

1

it GAS COLLECT

|

ONAND CONTROL SYSTEM AT TH

)

SHE

ILTON LANDFILL

RESOLVED: That the President, Chairman, or Vice-Chairman s herchy
authorized o amend the Agreement for operation and maintenance of the landfil
ges colletion and conrol system o the Shelon Landfillwith EMCONIOWT

Inc. substanfially a discussed and presented at thi meging,




Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
Contract Summary for Contract
entitled

Agreement for Operation and Maintenance of a Landfill Gas Collection and Flare
System at Shefton Landfill

Presented to the CRRA Board on:  April 17, 2003

Vendor/ Contractor(s): EMCONIOWT, Inc.

Effective date; June 1, 2003

Contract Type/Subject matter: ~ O8M - Landfil Gas System

Facility (ies) Affected: Shelton Landfil

Original Contract; Effective June 1, 2000

Tem: Three year, with two 3 year extensions

Contract Dollar Value: $651,376.00 (Includes nstallation of new header
and wells system, rental of temporary flares, and
three years of O&M)

Amendment(s): Three (3)to date. This wil be the fourth.

Term Extensions: One. From June 1, 2003 through June 30, 2004.

Scope of Servicss: Operation and Maintenance of the Shelton Landfl

(Gas Collection and Control System.

Other Pertinent Provisions:




Memorandum

To: Thomas D. Kitk, President

From: Peter W, Egan, Director of Environmental Services

Date:  April4, 2003

Re: Shelton Landfil Gas Collection/Control System - Contract Amendment

Executive Summary

CRRA employs EMCON/OWT, Inc. (“EMCON”) to operate and maintain the landfl
25 collecton and control system at the Shelton Landfill parsuantfo  serviee agreement
that was approved by the CRRA Board of Directorsin April 2000, and which expires on

May 31, 2003. Tam secking approval to extend the contract for an additional 13 months
through the end of fiscal year 2004,

)

Diseussion
Extension of Term of Service Agreement

Following the initil three year tem of the service agreement, which expires on May 31,

2003, the service agreement contemmplated two three year renewal options for the routine
servioes prescribed in the scope of work.

Atthis ime, I wish to extend the agreement only through June 2004, rather than exercise
the firs renewal option for an addtional three year period. intend to re-bid the activity
during sping 2004 fora three year term, effective July 1, 2004,

CRRA’s Procurement Policies & Procedures, which became effective November 21,
2002, require that proposels for certain professional and technical servioes be solicited a
least once every three years. 1 discussed extension ofthis agreement with the Policy and
Procurement Committee. The Comunitee agrecd that, based on the particular services
tncluded under this agreement, extension ofthis sevice agreement beyond the origina
three year term i in accordance with CRRA's Procurement Policies and Procedures

EMCON has managed the system saisfactorly during the first three year term of the
contract. A new enclosed landfillges flare was instaled in May 002 and began
opeation i June 2002, EMCON has operated this new flare during the past 10 months




developing valuzble knowledge and experience regarding system operation, CRRA
tends to make several modifications o the lare and the collection system during the

next 6 months to improve ifs operation. Accordingly, I beleve it s prodent and fn
CRRA's nterest to employ EMCON through June 2004,

EMCON has agreed to extend the contract for an additionl 3 months (Tune 2003
through June 2004), and hes also agreed to hold ifs lomp sum price for outine services a
the currentyear contract ate of §93,812.00 per year. (The first renewal option provided
for an incrcase n anmual outing service charges to §98,575.00, an increase of 5%).

Thereore, the pro-rated 13 month fump sum price for June 2003 through June 2004 will
be §101,620.71,

An amendment to the Agreement to extend the term is attached heret,

Non-Routine Services

The scope of work in the service agreement also includes a task associated with non-
touting and emergency operation and maintenance services, Bach bidder provided a unit
price schedule for condueting this task (e.g; hourly rate for persomel, daly rate fo
equipment, etc), and these rates are prescribed in the BMCON Agreement,

EMCON periodically conducts non-foutine and emergency services which result in
addtional costs. Examples of non-routine services include the following

Non-Routine/emergeney responses due to flae outages or malfunctions.
Installation of new gas monitoring probes or gas collection wells
Repairs to the gas system header or collection wells

Reparsfupgrades to the gas condensate collection system.

Non-Routine servioes are estimated each year and incorporated into the Shelton Landfill
budget. EMCON has also agreed to hold their time and material rates for non-foutine
services at the curent Jevel.

Routine and Non-Routine Services for Fiscal Year 2003

Because the EMCON contractterm date did not match CRRA's fiscal year, adequate
funds were not encumbered against this contract o the beginming of FY"03 to provide for
toutine expenses through the end of FY"03. Also, at tis ime additional money needs o
be encumbered for Y03 to provide for non-toutine services,

FY'03 funds have been used o pay for ental of the temporary flares which were in place
through June 2002. Between June and November 2002 EMCON was called out to the
landfll  mumber of times to attend to flare outages associated with the “shakedown”
period ofthe new flare. Additonally, there were several lare outages during December
2002, and Jamuary and February 2003 dueto very low ambient air temperatures; alo, two
separate sections o the header piping experienced a blockage o two sepatate occasions




due to gas condensate freezing in the line, Consequently, non-routing expenses have been
higher than anticipated during this fiscal year.

In addifion to approving an extension ofthe agreement with EMCON, I seck approval o
encumber additional funds against the EMCON contract for FY"03 expenses, s
summarized below.

Summary

At this time, I seek approval for the following

. Executing an amendment o extend the service agreement for 13 months for a
not to exceed lump sum price of §101,629.71 for routine services (§7817.67
for FY'03 and $893,812.04 for FY'04),

L. Approval of §23.453.00 for routine services for fiscal year 2003,

Approval of §20,000,00 for non-routine services during 2003,
Approval to expend $45,000.00 for nom-routine services for fiscal year 2004,

The fiscal year 2003 Shelton Landfill budget has sufficient fonds remaining to cover both
the routine costs for March, April and May ($23,453.00), and the non-routine costs for
the remainder of FY"(03 ($20,000.00 estimate).

The fiscal year 2004 Shelton Landfill budget includes $143,575.00 for routine and non-
routing services associated with the landfll gas collection and control system.




FOURTH AMENDMENT TO AGREEMENT FOR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE
OF A LANDFILL GAS COLLECTION AND FLARE SYSTEM AT SHELTON
LANDFILL

This Fourth Amendment To Agreement For Operation And Maintenanee Of A Landfil
Gas Colection And Flare System At Shelton Landsil (“Third Amendment”) is made and entered
if0 s of the st of Tune, 2003 (he “Bffectve Date”), by and among the CONNECTICUT
RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY, 2 body pliic and comporate, constitufing a public
strumentality and politieal subdivision o the Stae of Connectout, and having  principal place
of business at 100 Consitution Plazg, 17t Floor, Hartford, Connegticut 06103 (the “CRRA”) and
EMCON/OWT, INC, & Delaware corporation, having a principal place of busingss at Ope
International Boulevard, Suite 700, Mahwah, New Jersey 07495-0086, the successor corporate
eafty of IT CORPORATION, a Califoria corporation, having a principal place of business at
2750 Mosside Boulevard, Morroeill Pennsylvania 15146-279) (the “Confractor”),

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT |

 CRRA and Contracor enteed nto an Agreement Fo Operation And Mainfenance Of A
Landfill Gas Collction And Flare System At Shelion Landsil,dated s of Tune 1, 2000, (the
“Intial Agreement’), in order o have Contractor provide for CRRA operation and mainfenance
end mprovement srvices fo the System t the Landsil The Infial Agreement was amended
porsuant 0 a First Amendment To Agrecment For Oeration And Maintenance Of A Landfl
Gos Collecion And Flare System At Shelton Landil between CRRA and Contractor, dated as of
Qctober £, 2000 (the “Firt Amendment”), and pursuant to a Second Amendiment To Agreement
- For Operation And Maintenanee Of A Landsil Gas Collection And Flare System At Shelton
Landfill between CRRA and Coniractor, dated as of ] anvary 1, 2002 (the “Second Amendment?),
and pursuant o a Third Amendment To Agreement For Operation And Maintenance Of A

Landfill Gas Collection And Flage System At Shelton Landfill between CRRA and Contractor,
 dated as of Apel 1, 2002 the “Thid Amedment”,and the Inial Agrement together with he
First Amendment, Second Amendment, and Third Amendment are hereinafler collectively

tetered fo s the “Agreement” CRRA and Contoactor now desire to amend the Agreement to
extend the term and to inerease the Contractor's cormpensation,

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutl covenants, promises, and
represenations contained herein, and for offer good and vluable consideration, the receipt and

suffciency of which are herchy acknowledged, and pursuant to Section 9,15 of the Agreement
the partes heteto hereby agree as follows,

TERMS AND CONDITIONS

1. Definitions, Words orferms bearing initel capital etrstha are sed and not defned i

this Fouth Amendment shall have the same tespective meanings assigned o such words
or terms 1n the Agreement,




L Term. The first sentence of Section 4.1 o the Agreement is hercby amended to read ag
follows;

The term of this Agreement shal commence on e Bftective Date and shall terminate on

June 30, 2004 unless ofherwise terminated or extended in accordance with the erms and
conditions hereof

3 Soome of Services. Exhibit A of the Aggeetien s herchy amended to incorporae the
tollowing new languages

~ Forthe fime period ofthe extended erm s detild i Paragraph 2 above, Contractor
shallprovide CRRA the same Services o provided under the Agreement, including the

Non-Routine and Emergency Services which shal be charged o the same it prices
deteled in Schedhle 1 of Bubibit D of the Agrecment,

4 Contractor's Compensation, Exhiit D of the Agreement is hereby amended to
ncorporatethe folowing new language which detils the tta] addifiona compensation

that Contractor vill eceive fo the addifional Servics o be provided by Contractor o
CRRA as a result ofthe extended term detaled i Paragraph 2 above; |

4 June 1, 2003 o June 30, 2004 $101,620.71

. Rafification, Fxeeptas spectfially amended by this Fourth Amendment, all of the

frms,covenants and provisions o the Agreement ae hereby raffied and confirmed in ]
Tespets, and declred t be andshal emain i ull force ang effet. |

N WITNESS WHEREOF, the partes hereto have caused this Fourth Amendment to be
duly authorized and exeeuted effofve as of the day and year first set forth above,

CONNECTICUT RESOURCES
RECOVERY AUTHORITY

By:
Thomas D, Kitk
Its President

Duly Authorized

[T CORPORATION

By.

Its

| Duly Authorized
Legaldeptfonns/Amendmentszdpt/She]ton[andﬁll/EMCON/OWthO&MamdApﬂO{}J
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Resolution Regarding the Authority's Option to Extend the Term of the Agreement for Waste

Transportation and Transfer Station and Rollng Stock Operation and Mainenance Services
(Contract No, 024105)

RESOLVED: The President is authorized o exercise the Authoritys option o extend Contract
No. 024105, Agreerment for Waste Transportation and Transfer Station and Rolling Stock
Operation and Maintenanee Services, for fwo one-year periods ending June 30, 2006,




Conecticut Resources Recovery Authority

Agreement Extension - Torrington and Watertown Transfer
Mation Operation and Maintenance Agreement

Apil, 203

The Authority hascompleed negotiaions with CWPM, LLC to wawind the amendment o he
curtnt agreementthat resulted i the transfer of wnership from the Authorty to CWPM ofcertin
roling stock. These vehicles are used to tansport weste received a he Torrngton and Watertown

transfer stafionsto fhe Mid-Comectiont Proect Wase Processing Facility and are operated by
CWPM employees under the current agreement,

Undertheterms ofthe new agreement 1) ownersip of the tolling stock will revert back to the
Authority, 2) the Authority will exercisethetwo one-year contact extensions (through June 200)

presetly avulable and 3) CWPM will have the option o purchasethe tolling stock in 2006 4 the
then market value of $298 000,
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RESOLUTION REGARDING A REDUCTION IN WASTE
DELIVERY HOURS AT THE HARTFORD LANDFILL,

RESOLVED: Thatthe Board of Diectors hereby approves a change t the
delvery hours for the Hartford Landfll, as published in the MID-

CONNECTICUT PROIECT PERMITTING, DISPOSAL AND BILLING
PROCEDURES, substantially as presented and discussed at fhis meeling,




Connecticut Resources Recovery Authorify
Hartford Landfill - Reduction of Delivery Hours

April 17, 2003

Fxecutive Summary

With the infent of reducing operating costs af the Hartford Landfill, CRRA and the
Metropoliten District Commission (‘MDC”) have developed a revised operating schedule
for the Hartford Landfill. This particular cost savings measure was discussed in the

CRRA' Steering Committee Report submitted to the Board of Directors and the
Legislature in December 2002.

In conpunction with reducing the hours during which MDC staff will operate the landfil

CRRA needs to also reduce the hours during which the landfill aceepts defivery of waste
from commercial haulers.

Accordingly, [ seek Board of Divectors approval to reduce the defivery hours currently in
efteot at the Hartford Landfil, and as published in the MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT
PERMITTING, DISPOSAL AND BILLING PROCEDURES.

Discussion

MDC and CRRA have developed a revised schedule for MDCs landfill staffthat reduces
the number of hours that cerain MDC staff need to work at the landfill Esseatially,
landfilling actvites will no longer begin as early n the day as has been the cage,

Delivery hours for all Mid-Comnecticut Project facilites are published in the MID-
CONNECTICUT _PROJECT PERMITTING, DISPOSAL AND  BILLING
PROCEDURES. In order to reduce the hours during which waste will be aceepted at fhe
landfill, CRRA is obligated to revise the MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT
PERMITTING, DISPOSAL AND BILLING PROCEDURES to reflet the new delvery
hows. These procedures also obligate CRRA to provide 30 days writien notic o all
commercial waste havlers and municipalities subject to these procedures. CRRA has
provided fhis notice o all permitted waste haulers and muicipalites with which CRRA
has contracts The revised delvery hours are scheduled to go ino effect o May 5, 2003,

Changes to the MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT PERMITTING, DISPOSAL AND
BILLING PROCEDURES require approval by the CRRA Board of Directors, CRRA is
also required by staute to publish a notice in the Connecticut Law Journal 30 days in
advance of CRRA's Board of Directors taking acton in this regard. A notice was
published inthe Commecticut Law Journal on March 1. A copy ofthe notice is attached




This change will not disrupt deliveries of process residue and non-processible waste
generated af the South Meadows Waste Processing Facilty, or of municipal waste
combustor ash generated at the South Meadows Power Block Facility,

The change in hours is as follows:

Former Delivery Hours New Delivery Hours
Monday - Friday |~ 6:30am-3:00 pm 8:30-3:00 pm
Saturday 6:30 am- 100 pm 8:30 - 12:00 noon
Sunday Closed Closed
Financial Summary

Operaing the landfill at these reduced hours is expected to result in an effective reduction
of approximately 2 full time MDC staff postions at the landfill. This equates to a
savings of approximately §125,000 per year in Hartford Landfll operating expenses.




March 11, 2003 CONNECTICUT LAW JOURNAL Page 3D

- CONNECTICUT RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY

Proposed Reduction of Operafing Hours
ot the Hartford Landfil

Pursuan to Conn. Ge. Statsections 1- 121 and 222268, amended, Connecticut
Resources Recovery Authority (“CRRA”) herchy gives notice by publication in
the Connecticnt Law Journal tha it inends to reduce the delivery hours for the
Hartford Landfil,as prescribed in the Mid-Connectieut Poject Prmiting, Dispoga
ind Biling Procedure, at s April 17, 2003 Board Meefing at :00 am, 2t te |
- Regional Recycling Center, 211 Murphy R, Hartfrd, CT. Inetested persons may
present their views af that time. Persons may present ther views t the Boatd
meeing and/or submit writen comments prior t0 or a the Board meeting,

The purpose of his change is to reduce anmual operafing costs at the Hartford

Landfill, which will benefit the 70 member municipalites of CRRA’s Mid-Connecti-
cut Project,




TAB §




RESOLUTION REGARDING AN AGREEMENT FOR THE DELIVERY
OF YALE UNIVERSITY WASTE TO THE WALLINGFORD PROJECT

Resolved: The President is authorized to enter into an Agreement for the defivery
of mumicipal sold waste to the Wallingford Resource Recovery Facility
substantially as presented at this meefing




Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority
Contract Summary for Contract
Wallingford Project Solid Waste Delivery Agreement - Yale University

Presented fo the CRRA Board on; Apri 18, 2003
Vendor/ Contractor(s): Yale Universtty

Effective date; July 1, 2003

Contract Type/Subject matter: June 30, 2004

Facilty (ies) Affected: Wallingford Resources Recovery Facilty

Original Contract: 1998
Tem: February 14, 1998 - June 30, 1999

Revenue Dollar Value: Approdimately 3300 tons @ $60.00fton, §198,0004r

Amendment(s):

Term Extensions: None

Scope of Services: Delivery of MSW to the Wallingford Plant

Other Pertinent Provisions: Tip fee of $60.001on, the University is fimted to defivering
200 tonshnonth, deliveries may be reduced by 50 tonsimonth i prior written
nofification, delveries are inferruptible at the Authoriy's sole discretion




Memorandum

To:  TomXKirk President

From: Virginia Raymond, Project Analys
Date: April 1, 2003
Re: Wallingford Project Solid Waste Defivery Agreement

Since 1998 the Authority has provided a wastedisposalagrecment fo Yale University
tor MSW deliveris to the Waltngford Project, The Yale Agreement is renewed each
iscal year and 1 smilar to the Wallngford Project tandard commercial haulr
agreement withthe following exceptions:

v Yale's delveriesto the Wallingford lantarefimited to 200 tons per
month

+ Deliveries may be seduced by 50 tons per month with prior writen notice

v Deliveries are interruptible af the Authority’s sole iscretion

o Tup fee s §60.00 per ton, $5/ton above the project member town rate of
§35ton

Revenvue to the Wallingford Project under this is approximately $198.000 year,

It 15 recommended this agreement be presented to the Board of Directors for their
approval,




WALLINGFORD SOLID WASTE DELIVERY AGREEMENT

THIS  WALLINGPORD SOLID WASTE DELIVERY AGREEMENT (the
“Agteement”) is made and entered nto as of ths [ day of Tuly, 2003, by and between the
CONNECTICUT RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY, a body politc and corporate,
consttuing & public instrumentality and politcal subdivision of the Stae of Connecticut,
having ts principal offies at 100 Congtitution Plaza, 17th Floor, Hartford, Connectent 06103
(hercinafler ‘CRRA”) and YALE UNIVERSITY, a Comnecticut privat university, having ts
faciliies offioes af 2 Whitney Aveme, New Haven, Comectiout 06510 (hereinafter “Haley”
the term “Hauler” also incluges any affilites, subsidiaries, related entities and agents),

Preliminary Statement

 NOW, THEREPORE, in consideration ofthe myfu covenants, promises and
tepresentations contained herein, and for other good and vauable consideration, the receipt and
sufciency of which are herchy acknowledged, CRRA and Hauler hereby agree as follows,

Pursuant o theterms and conditions setforh below, CRRA i willng o aceept Acceptable
Waste collected and delvered by Hauler to the Wallngfor resourcesecovery faclty located at
530 South Cherry Streetin Wallingford, Comectcnt fhe Tacility”),

Terms and Conditions

1 Alltermethat ae not defined in this Agrecmentshall have the same respecive meanings
assigned fo such termg in CRRA’s Wallngford Project Pemmiting Disposal and Billing
Procedures {fhe “Procedures”), which Procedues age hereby incorporated by reference
herein and made a part bereof as if sch Procedures hod bee attached in their entirety o
this Agreement, For purpases of tis Agrecment, (1) the ten “Wesi Projects”shall mean the
16Sources recovery projects operated by Wheelabrator Environmentsl Systems, Inc.
Bridgeport Resco Company, L., or Riley Energy Systems of Lisbon Corporation and
located in Lisbon, Connecticut, Bridgeport Connecticut, Peckskill, New York Millbury,

 Massachusets and North Audover, Massachusets; (i) the term “Member Municipalities”

Sl mean those municipalitis the either are merghs of CRRA's Wallingford resouroes
Tecovery projector have an agreement to deliver solid waste o such project; (i) the term
“Non-Member Municipalites” shall mean fhoge municipaltes that are not members of any
CRRA esources recovery projector do not have any agreement with CRRA o deliver
Acceptable Waste to any such CRRA project, including but not limited to thoge
Connecticut municipalites tha ae ither menmbess of the Bristol resources recovery projec
in Bristol, Comecticu (the “Bristol Project”)or have a writen agreement to deliver slid
wWaste tothe Bristol Proct or any of the Wesi Projects; (iv) the term “Yale Racilites” shal
mean those faclifis served by Hauler and located iy New Haven and West Haven,
Connecficut; and (v) the term “Acoeptable Waste” shall men Acceptable Waste as defined
nthe Procedures kit excluding any mateials or wase that e ormay in the fture be.
tequired by law and/or regulation to be tecycled. Priorto deivering any Acceptable Waste
to the Facility Hanler shall obtain 1 pemits hatarerequired by the Procedures, and

Hanler shllat alltimes comply with the Procedures,inchuding any amendments therto
that are made by CRRA from time t fime,

. During theterm of this Agreement, Haulershall defver tothe Facility approximately two

" hundred (200) tons per month of Acceptable Waste colleted from Yale Facilites, Upon
hirty (30) days prior written notiog Hauler may request that deliveries of Acceptable Waste
hereunder be reduced to apprormaely one hundred fifty (150) ton per month,



Prior o defvering any “Acceptable Waste”to the Facility, Hauler shall obtain al permit
that are reqpired by the Procedures and gl comply with all oher pre-deivery
requirements setforth therein and i the applicafions including instructions) orsuch

penmits. Hauler shll also, at al s, conply with the Procedures inchuding any
amendments thereto that are made, from fime o tige by CRRA,

Priorto deivering any “Acceptable Waste” 1o the Faclity, Hauler shall submit along wilh

s permit application, guaranty of payment safsfaetory o the CRRA inal respects and in
the form of Letterof Crodit surey bond or cashier’s check i an amount suffiient to caver

thee (3) months of waste disposel charggs s stimated by the CRRA, CRRA shall
- toassess he amount of the guarantes from fime o fie,

Haulershall amend s Lettr of Creit or Surety bond or provide additional cashier's check
tothe CRRA if requested to do 5o by the CRRA for any additional amounts, Additionally,
1 hauler subunits o CRRA either a etfer of croi or surety bond, hauler shall, within sixy
(60) days before the expiration of Same, renewal leter o credit or surety bond and fmnish
the renewed leter of credit or surety bond to CRRA, If Hauler's letter of cedit or surety
bond is canceled orterminated, hanler hall immediately resubmit to CRRA a new leter of
ctedit o surey bond that complies with the requirements of s paragraph 5. If Hauler

ilsto comply with any of these tequirements ofthis paragraph § then CRRA may deny
Hanler any fther acess o the failites andior revoke fs permit for same,

Houler shall pay to CRRA a servioe foe of sty and 00/100 ($60.00) dollars for each fonof
Acceptable Waste collcted from Yale Faciliies and delivered to the Facility by Hauler
pursuant to paragraph 2 of this Agreement, Hauler' obligation to pay the per ton service
fos as se forth above shll survive the termination o expirafion of this Agreement,If
Hauler fail to pay any amount on any invoice hereunder by the due date forthe same,

CRRA shall have therightto efiseto acoept any further deliveries of Acceptable Waste by
Hanler hereunder,

Delveriesof Acceptable Wastecollcted from Yl Facilite hereunder may not be

accepted by CRRA due to operaional problemsor facilty maintenance or for any other

reason as determined by CRRA in s sole and absolute disretion Upon twenty-four

(24) hour prior writen nofice from CRRA, Hauler willdivert such Acosptable Wastet

- another sofd wast disposal fcility, Hauler may divert such Acceptable Waste to such
aciity il Haulerreceives notce from CRRA 1 tesume making defiveries of sych

Aceeptable Waste to the Facilty. Upon Hauler's reciptof such notice, Hauler sl resue
delivering such Acceptable Wasts t the Facility.

Haulershall ot ol tmes defond, indemnify, and hold harmless CRRA, any operator and
heirtespectve dirctors, ofiers, employess, agents on the count of and from and againgt
- any and allliabltes, ations, claims damages,losss, judgments, worker's compensation
payments, oost and expenses (inchding but not fimted atforneys” fees and court costs),
aising outofijuris o the person (inchding deathy), damage to the property or any ofher
damages alleged to have been sustaned by: (&) CRRA, any operator, o any oftei
tespecivediectors, offoers, employees, agents o sub-contractor, () Hauler or any of it
diectors,offcers, employees, agentsor sub-contracors o () Any ofher person, fo the
extent any suchinjuries, damage or damages ae cauged byor alleged to have been

cased, in whole or in part, by the acs o omissons or negligence of the Hauler or any of
s affiliates, directors, offoess, employees, agents or sbeontractors,

Hanler further undertakes to eimburse CRRA for damage to property of CRRA cansed by

Hauler, any of it affliaes, or any of i directors, officrs, employees, agens or
suboontractors, The Haulershall o indemify CRRA for CRRA's own sole negligence or

)
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indemnification, Hapley' obligations wnder thi ecton shall survive the termination or

(RRA’somn willol acts. Theexisence of nsuranee sll i way lmit the soope of thi

 enpiraion of this Agreemen,

Hauler shallpay any invoices rendered by CRRA for any chatges o costs neumed

‘onnection withthis agreement, inchuding but ot kmited to disposalcharges, penalies

fines, nferest charges atiomey fees and adjustments, wihin Wty (20) days from the day
of such invoice,

Aty Accebtable Waste delivered by Hauler must comply with the requirements fo

Acceptable Waste et forth i the Procedures ond in Exhibit A attached hereto and mage 5
part hereof

Haulershall defiver to the Facilty Acoeptable Waste collected only from Yale Facifes,
and Hanler shall not deliver to the Facility any Acceptable Waste or other wagte generated
by or collested from any ofher soures, inchuding but ot limited to any of the Member
Municipalites or Non-Member Municipaliies, Haule herchy tepresents that none of the
Acceptable Wasts that Haler i obligated to defiver hereunder has been ar i committed by
agreement o otherwise to be delivered o the Bristo] Project ot any ofthe Wesi Projets

This Agreement may not be essignedin wholeor i pat by eiher party without the prior
Written consent of the other paty othewiseseid assignment shall be void, n the et ofa

dissolution ofor mergey nvolving Hanler, Haulr hall promptly provide CRRA with
wrilten notice of such even, inchuding the effective date thereof

CRRA shall have theright but not the obligaion o inform the Hauler of i flure to
comnply with any of s obigatons under thi Agreement. Such fiture shal constitte
event of default on the part ofthe Hanler hereunder and CRRA shall have the igh to

* immediately suspend Haler' abilty to defiver under this Agreement, CRRA shall have

the right to terminate the Agreement i witin fouteen (14) days after suspension Hanler
does notrecify the problem to the safisfuetion of CRRA. This section does not affec
Hauler's obfigations or CRRA's nights under paragraph 3,

This Agreement shll inure to e beneft of be inding upon the heis,personal
representafives, successors and assigns of the parties hereto,

This agreement shall be govémed by and constred in accordance with the aws of the State

of Connecticutas such laws e appli {0 confacts between Conneetiontresidents enfered
into and to be performed entirely in Connecticut,

The term of this Agreement shall commence o July 1, 2003 (the “CommencementDate”)

- -nd shall continue until Juge 30, 2004. ‘This Agreement shall ecome effetive o e -

Commencement Date, subjectto the approval of CRRA” s Board of Divectors, which

“approval will be sought at the May, 2003 meefing of CRRA’s Board of Directors,

This Agrecment constitntes the entie agreement and understanding between the parties
hereto and concegning the subject mater hereof and Supersedes any and all previous

agteements, Wit or oral,between he parties erelg ang ooncerning the subject matter
hereof,




IN WITNESS WHEREOF, he prties horeo have set thei hands and sels s of e day
and year first writen above, |

YALE UNIVERSITY CONNECTICUT RESOURCES
RECOVERY AUTHORITY
By. By:
Thomas D. Kirk
It It Pregident
Duly Authorized Duly Authorized

[egalContractFomw\SolidWasteAgreeO]\Wallhgford\FYM\YaleSWDAMar’lOU&




EXHIBIT A

| Requirements Regarding Aceeptable Waste,

Hanleragree thatthe Acoeptable Wast o e delvered tothe acility shall met each of the
Tollowing requirements;

(&) Mastbe Acceptable Waste colleced from Yale Facilities

0)  Mustnotbeof Such a qualty o ofher ature as mterially impair the operation o

capacity o the Faciliy or any potion thereof, normal and reasonable wear and
Usage accepted:

(c)  Mustnotbe of such a quality or other nature gty matertaly impair the strength o

the durabiliy of the strucure, equipment, or works, which are pat of the Facility
or any portion hereof

(@ Mustaotbeof such a quality or other nature ag o create flammable or explosive
conditons n the Facility or any porton thereof,

(€ Must ot contain chemieal or o properties which are deleterious, as determineq

by CRRA, to any part of the Faclity or capable of causing material damage fo any
part of the Facility o to petsongel. ang

() Mustnotinchude any hazardous or toxi substance 25 defned by applicable Federa

or State law, regulation or other promulgaion, exceptto the extent permilted by

CRRA, from time to tme, in Wrtng.at Such points and wnder such conditions o
CRRA shall prescribe,

The Pacility s not itended to be used for the transportation, storage or disposal of
hazardous waste, and Hauler agrees to use fs best efforts t take 4] TIECESSary o appropriate

actions to ensure thatbazardous waste s ot delivered to the Facifity and tht ng partof the Facility
becomes classified as a hazardous or foxic maleralsstorage or processing facility.

Compliance with Requirements,

Hole shall canse al Acceptable Wagte o any time defvered directy to the F acility by it fo
comply with al equirements of CRRA. Inal caeg Where such requirements involve fechical of
scientific analyses or deferminations, CRRA shall have final authority as to mefhods, standards,
citeia,significance evaluation, and iferpetaton of such analyses and determinations. Hauler
shall permit o new defiveries and shal discontinue existing defiverics of Acceptable Waste by
Hauler whih include any Acceptable Waste that does o comply with such requirements of
CRRA. CRRA may, from time o time, meke a determinaion of the respects in which Acoeptable
Waste delveredtothe Facility by Hauler i ot i compliance with such requiements then iy

effet, CRRA shall provide Hauler with otice of any Such defermination, Any such determination
shall be considered fina] an binding sity (60) days afer such notice |
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Ot Enron
Dedl
Sough

Grand ]ﬁry_ May Lok

Into CRRA Contract

| '%’Cy]}u,?
By ElIZABETH HAMIlTON :

ik DAVEALTIMARS -
" COURANT STAFF WRITERS

- b

Chief Stae's Attoriey Chnstophﬁr‘:; ;:
Moraino plans o request that a e
‘grand jiry be convened fo mvestlgate, |

the ectlput Resoureas
Agﬂynty,s llfated Envon Corp, deal

Wthh resultedmas'zzomﬂhon lossfor -

-~ thestateagency,

Junezmswssss -+ Sourees e

CRRACLAIN  firtmed the deci-

zunousun PAGEBS Son { iy ek

chlefstate’sattomey'soﬁicehasbeenm |

Vestigating the Rion-cise  fofa, year.
The grand Jurylsthe only mechabitn

Ty whiclthe statesaﬁomey’soﬂiee o

subpoenammessesandrecords ;
- Lawinakets lstyear st letter 3}

Morato's predécessor, thenChief

State’s Atturney Johi Bay, askmg"
hith to- teidew the case. Baley an
nouneedlastJune that e would seék g
‘grand ugy, butle ofc afew months

la terbecauseofhealth problétn -

hlspectom from Moranesoﬁ'lcahave{- _ 

. qweﬂy been gathering dociméints and

* erv i?ﬁmesseseversi;rice. i

Batley ihsfituted an thvest G

tlenml}xebegmmngof%andﬁhas t
ben pl»‘(}gmmg sines then” Morarao :

Conne*héﬁf the hif tae's: aﬁomey |

st secretly - Hefore a: thm&udge

pangl and covinee them there i o

means 1) eo]lect evidence otherthanto
appomtagrandmr

Iithe udgesagme,theyappolntéém '
gleJudge oactasthe gandjuror, The -

satethen his Iﬂmunthstopresentevidenceandmnvince |

. the grand joror that ciminal ativity has oocured. The

progess is secret and attorneys cannot even acknowledgs
thatagrandjiryhashesncomvened.

The U3, atiorney's office and the FB! have already
launchedaémmnalpmbeefﬂleEmmdeadelssuedsub '
poeias, The State Bthies Commissionsalso nvestgatg,

The Exron deal has been described by the CRRA a5 a
longerm contract under which the quasipiblic agency
would el cectiety generated af its Hartfrd frasho
etietgy plant fo Brron through 2012, As part of the deal,
CRRA advanced $220 million to the energy radin firm
andwastogetaTpercentreturmin theformofmonthlypay:
ments of more than $2.2 ailion, Then Erron went bank:
ruptand the payments stopped.

State Attorney General Richavd Blimenthat has brang:
o the deal an “Megal, msecured oan.” and erites have
pushed for bottfederat andslate nvestigations, .

Poltical falot from the ailed el rippled throtugh the
governor'soffice and the CRRA, causing Gov. o . Row:

Jatid o ot i two c(}chlefs {f staff and eadmg CRRA

Prosident Robert Wright o resign. One of the Rowland
ais, Peter Bl served as the CRRA boerd chamnan

' whenthedealvnthEnmnwassmed

Bllefisalso believedtobea arget ofafederalconupuon |
investigation into the alleged steering of mlfimilion
dollr sate contracts o the Tomassofamﬂy's consruction
and managernent corpades. Another Rowland ade, Law
rence Aliborek, pleadedguilty toaceeptinggoldandeashin
exchangefor stieringcontractstothe Tomages,

- NewHaven lawer Hugh et whobas represented B}

* Jefforabout six months, would't comment Priday on the

possml]ltyofagmndjtlryconvenmgregmﬂmgtheCRRA '
Braron deal, Keefe also would ot cemmenton whether his

client has been mtemewed by inspectors fmm the chief

sate'sattormey’s office.-
Rowlend spokestuan Christopher Cooper s thegver

nof supports Moran'sdecision foseek agrandjuy.
"The governor has wanted from the beginning to make -

- sure we dif everything in our power to get our motey
_ hack, Cooper said, ‘S0 he ceﬂamly welcomes the chief -

stale'sattomey s review ofthis, - |
When asked if that means Rowland beleves them was.

criminality in the Eravon deal; Cooper saidno. .
‘It just means he has favored gettmg i much -

formationaspossible"hessid.

| Blumenﬂlaldoesbeheveﬂlerearecnmmalchmgestobe' |

weighed, however, and has provided Morano's ofice with
ewdeneemllecteddurmgthecourseoﬂtsmveshgahonfor |
the civitcase,

“As Thave state, there i more than ample ewdence fo
warrant a full and comple ecnmma!mveshgatlon ofthls :
scandal, Which coststte tampayets atleast §22 mllion,”
Blomenthal said Friday, “We wil continve o cooperate
with the chiefstate's attorney.”

Igther CRRA/Bnvon developments Frida, e edere
Banlauptcy Court it the Southern District of New York
(ismrissed Blumenthals-totion for an nuuncnon in Ent
mnsbanlunptcycase o :

Aocording the federal cout, CRRA's complaint id it~

demonsiratea lega orequital emterestmthemmilhon

paidto Bnron, |
Blummenthal said the federal ruling s "only a feitipo-
rary seffack” and “ignores the plain fact that Baron i+~
galytook 20 millonof CRRA'smeny”
He said the state will ither ask the judge t reconsider
hlsruhng orappeal the deision fothe 118, District Court,
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 ‘Records reveal Ellef tried to bring
Tomasso firm into CRRA project

" ™ office has tumed over to fedessl construet a5 many as five fuekeel

By DonMichak BM‘ 05 imvestigatos, “farms” on agency-owned sites it
b oyt onofto Chie Harodd Shelon, it "t
HARTORD ~ Peter N, Bllf corporations with  which the gency” sites in North Haven,:
Gor.Join G Rowtand s fomerco 10050 Group b fomed ot Seymons, dNewHaven,
chif of sl and head of the Yeunues, the moords show, and Componeaswetsfobé manufo-
Comnecict. Resonoes Reoovery e weat 0 o 8 o vl tred by a Dagbury-based compeay, -
Authorty gl 10 gt company uont Michee Towasso 2 the FoelCll Eney, i Whih B
Beaded by his friend Michae e’ “chind Chin usines advis- bad taken 2 $5 sillion ownership -
Tomasso imvolved fn the trash & 0 & btter o the govemor of sk |
agency’s plan to busld  giant el Ching's Shaadong PNVlﬂCﬂ; The “farms” would have been
vel “arm” withthe now-bankrmpt _ Rowland spokesman Christopher  paid for with as tch ps $206 ml- |
Baron Cotp, s roondsshow,  Cooper bas sid tha the govermor Jion in public funds, and Bnvon =
Michsel Tomasso s aprincipalip W45 Unaare fat Bllef had whichwasn'tespectedto putanyof
the New Brjain-based Toasgo Destowed tha e on Tomasso, s o aone nto the el poj-
Group, whose sbsidiry, TBI  Moneove, Ellef actually ccom- ¢ — s receie 4 10 percet
Consrcton Co, LLC o Tomusgo paed Miche] Tomasso on a p developmentorpawagement e,
Brothers lnc, is reportedly a sub- ¥ China in 1999, whea the gover-  CRRA officials bad privately |
jec of  fderel criminal prbethat Rov's ofcs paid §5,157 for Ellef's agresd in the suenmer of 2000 toput
ateady s resulod inthe o Tound-ip afre and b chared 8 up the eash for the fuelcell deal
fion comricton of EleF's fomee $250 hote bl o bis CRRA-ssued from the woney that was 10 be

deputy in Rowlaad's office, creditcar tepid it by Earon under the il
Lawrence Albozek, Ellf headed the quasipublic 220 million ranacton, scondn |

Michael Tomassoaliobagerved s authorty vosl st spn, o agency resords,
38 presientof gy Waer L, when theoprorovritsfuled 220 At oue point uring thetals th
a manuolet of waler iy ilion deal with Envon cansed i CRRA 3§[&d to pay Baron &
fon systems 0 which Bl is- %0 uit both Rowdand's office and much as 9 millio to monsge the |
puiched ot et one tch ageney WeCRRA fuel ol projet. - .'
“offilal in 1999, acording fo The CKRA had charactensed A trimmed-down version of the
CRRA. Tocopls. obtaied by-the thet contovenal tansecion a5 & fucheell propose uffered aseack
Jomw tnder the stat's. routiné “energy sales swap” or” whe i wasinifally ejcted by dhe
feedom-of-fomationsatte,  “bapdown” vith the Tesas-tased e Depacment of Public Uiy .
‘At Peer Bllf's sggeston, 1 coergy trading -company, But Contol. But it cotiuned to be
outicipeed n 8 o nd prsns- Aorey  Generd” Richrd e by il J, Matone, &
ton a Teneagy Water yeserday”  Blumenthel; who is leading the  Rowand fiend and former dot-
the CRRA's Geotpt oyt wioe it 3t bid orecoer the money has - itaion oficial working a6 8 ob- -
then-prsidnt, Robert Wrigh, that descrbeditas an“legalloar” 1. byt for the Hatford aw firm of
Degembr, T belive tha the spe- polidcallyconnected ooglomest. Murha Ouln
e teasonbehind P’ sugges-  CRRA nsiders, meanwil, have . Before the proposal was finally
o tht Tenergy makes sysems. portayod e a2 3 it tep i shagdond, the oy was ek
g o puy the povess e teaency s no shindonedmaster ing 104l in pobi o, |
reidedby fulells” - plawtojoinwith Envontudbecoms plit everly etween tho late
Elef. proviously Bad wetien &1majr playec i the newly detegh-fuade paid for with sucheges on
Michae Tomasso, saing the sae " Lt energy minkelpace, utty eepayers |
‘would ke 0 see “Tenergy of some  They poit 10 the & second, kss  The CRRA recods aio show
other Tomasso Brothers compe- publicned deal proposed by the- that m 1999t tush ageney eld s
- tles” build and manage 2 mams- CRRA ind Eovon that fel apart eception, acookout, and golfout-
facﬁnmg :and distribation facihty mmedlaldy after the latier's Spec- ing gt Tungis Plantation, 3 '
-propeed i New London by 8 big tocplar financial collapse it Tomasso-owaed coutry. cob, The -
Chingse - applidnce company, Decsmber 2001, evenls were open to. CRRA
actording fo records Rowland's  That plan called for the CRRAto employess and invited guegts,

i
i
i
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* The sal doesn't havé two pckels o ub ogether now [ ——

itfindsfelf $650 million i the hole, But Newtown resident FROM THE PEN OF ...

Tom Kik s smart enough ok that nickels can add up 0. —— -
a lo of money if you look n the ightplaces. - : _
s president of the Comeeficut Resoutoes Recovery el ey can g i hands on becatse o st state fnding,

Aulhority, M. Kickestmat it peogle trow awayasmach M. Kirk o proposs thatregionl trast-planning gr0ups,
a5 $16 millon each year in eeeniable plisti, dmimm and - such as e Rousaonic Resouices Recovery Authrty,
s coiners,He s it oy back 1 elp e e a oo of those tecveed kel Some of U
CRRA, whih s n espera eod offonds: . noney could beuse o i letroni tecycling programs

By Davio DUNEBAY

A bill mow befors the sae Legihr's. Enironment - at remove hapardous componens from the waste stieam, -
Commities would alow the CRRA ty reclim hose unte- Toeny-iveyears g0, e e botle il s pssedlodo

S ks o e breaE sty s hmoney o ings, e cpined 1 s et 0 2 people tirking
forsold wase andreycling progams, Conlly e iekels - sbou resing malerilsand o cle up Slal roadways of it
pid by consumers wh ey e beveres gotoeal e Tosome egee el s oon SCCESS Some ndigent
ers and eventally o distibutors Dis;ributers;iﬁ'mm,.pay'me; sl tsidents have managed 0 ke 0t an existence by ool
money-back 0 ,consumér'sd_w'hijnf’f’con(ja‘jnérs},aré refuried 10 ecing nd redeeming contnefs and inthe procgss have kept
seailers. But distibutors heegthe nickel inifally collctodon “Comntioa’s roadsides ceane,
sttt © Albough iany peaple e diligent abou g there's
* “Morally 1 don' think i e ioney and il it - pleny of work tht e to be done, A fresh dose of publc
helong o folks i bough A ndbotles’ it M Kik : dacaion s needed. Recycling e have held steady:bul
recently, He added s uchas M pecentof e btlesand st enyfonmentl ofcals;can't explain exilly Why the
cans puichased in the stae dou't make it bk et e b pickedhup muchsince recycling et o effet

|

The CRRA could use;the cashlnaneconomywhereme almostadoren Years 40, e
s soffeing il hlp bebause of it i fisal mis, he |~ In fac Comecticl fesidens are generaig Tote vase
CRRA is in deeper trouble, The quasi-tae agency Tuns & *now than ever before Despile 4 recycling law that pull out
number of ras-buring plats tat tum garage ino eleEnc- * newspapess, cardboard and food confainers, Nutmeggers pro-
ity Intum that elciicl i sold to Connectiut Light & - duce 10 percent more waste than they did 10 years ago,
Power qouording o statisties from the sale Depatmen of
* The agency signed a long-lerm conlrac with Enton Corp,, " Eavironmentel Protcton We're headed in thie wiong direc-
‘which paid them $24 milon each month. The aigement - ioh, ' o
s fre it Enro went bl Lt yet, depriving he " Whtthe mumbersalsoshow s ve need to change the
CRRA of s main revenue sutce, To nake mals WSS, way e package fods and houshold producs. We also have
CL&P i wiltholding neary $10.millcn i revemucs 1 the. 1o changethe publicsbad habits More and more fesidents i
CRRA from th ey it bas puchased, CLP cims'sats il bote bill atc showing a esse fit approach o
hat it conk get sucked il he Encon legal debacke i it etuming hose cans and olles o oullets or redemption.
nesshpgmens. . Masschusets, ey §31 ilion s cllee amnualy
S you cn ¢ how prcios very kel s 1f ol those ™ and used for waste management purposs, Whalte mumbers
ickls weecolleied, CRRA would avetheapon of v on't Show is how many food and beverage containes are
erng i ip fec~the price.owns pay’to dispose of a ton of “simply thrown in with the household trash and neverfecycled:
tash--a i gt trsh plan, In some conces e cost . CRRA:esieis ard times and b bsness dcisons
could be loweted by $9 per ton, At that ale town that pro- - tying hard to overcome it troubles. 1 going to tke 2 o
iuces 30-tons.of trash per. eek could ralze savings-of more thanbotles and cans 0 pull he agency outof i fina:

Bl

S peryer - " il ol but i hdfiscaldmes s bvios et ever kel
. Notbad, especall af 4 ime wher towns need every nick- - counts ' B
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Big banks helped Enron disguise §5 billion of debt, examiner
SAY$

By The Associated Press

HOUSTON — Enron inapproprately counted $5 billion — money raised in the four yearé leading
up to s December 001 banknuptey — with the knowledge of two major banks that played
"significant roles" in the transactions, a court-appointed examiner said,

Atlanta attomey Neil Batson, appointed by U.S. Bankruptey udge Arthur Gonzalez to examing
Enron, said m a lengthy interim report Wednesday that Enron repeatedly mistepreseted is fnancia
condition using & handful of accounting techniques to disguise loans as income,

Ina 138-page summary of is fndings, Batson wrote that Ctibank and 1P, Morgan Chase & Co,
both based in New York, helped Enron devise the srategies, known a5 "prepay transactions.

"Both Citbankand J.P. Morgan kne that Enron accounted fo fs obligations under the prepay
transactions as iabilites from price-risk-management activities ather than debt" Batson wrote,

"They also beleved that Enron reported the cash as cash flow from operating actvities rather than

financing actvites. Nevertheless, both lenders recognized that the prepay transactons were
essentially loans."

Neither bank has acknowledged anything was wrong withtheir relationships

"The examiner' report shows the scope and size of the faud perpetrated by Enron and condemns the
accounting techniques repeatedly approved by (auditor) Arthur Andersen and Bnron's other
advisers," Citigroup said in a statement released yesterday,

AJ.2. Morgen Chase spokesman in New York dectined comment on the Batson report,

The report, which inchudes 2,000 pages of appendices, also dealt with how much the company —
and in tur, creditors — could expect o get back from the sulled energy trader

 Batson conchudes perhaps more than 2.9 billion could be collected by voiding unethical asset
transters and going after money improperly segregated from Enton priortoitsbankruptey,

"There s nothing improper about the use o structured finance and SPEs to achieve and report
business resuls," Batson stated. "Enron, however, used stractured finance to report results it had ot

.[PrintStory piPdocument id=1346477608zsection d=D68448455&sg=enron0Tédate=2003/10/2003
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achieved.”

In hus summary, Batson told the bankruptey court that Enron could seek to recover more than $74
million from ifs former chairman and chief executive Kenneth Lay. Lay received the money in loans
trom the company, which he repaid with Enron stock "at  time when Enron was presumed fo be
msolvent," the report said.

Lay's spokeswoman, Kelly Kimberly, did not immediately retum a telephone message secking
comment,

Batson snd Enron might also be able to get back §53 million in deferred compensation paidfo
"certaim employees” i the month leading to its Dec. 2, 2001, filing,

Arthur Andersen, the Chicago-based accounting powerhouse convicted last surmer of obsruction
of justice n the Enron imvestigation, essentially dissolved afterward,

The only former top Enron executive charged with a crime 50 far is Andrew Fastow, who
prosecutors said masterminded the accounting sleight of hand that brought down the Houston-based
company. Charged with fraud, money laundering and conspiracy, he is free on a $5 million bond as
he awaits frial

Copyright © 2002 The Seattie Times Company

./PrintStory.pldocument id=1346477606&zsection 1d=268448455&shag=enron(78date=20 31102003




New Haven Advocate: The Deal that Got Away

The Deal that Got Away

Betore the giveaway dam burst, CRRA considered buying a Rowland-favored
soil company.

by Carole Bass - Apnl 3, 2003

The year was 1999. The scandals swirling around
Gov. John Rowland's Department of Environmenta
Protectton had subsided after his re-election, The
scandals surrounding the state trash authority had not
yet emerged.

KATHLEEN CEI
PHOTO

. .-.-r-:f'“"m i

It was, perhaps, the perfect time for the trash
authority to consider a proposal that bridged the two {8
scandals.

And 1t did. A §10.5 million proposal called for the
non-profit Connecticut Resources Recovery
Authority--then chared by Rowland's chief of saff--
to buy a confroversial for-profit soil ecycling
company from one of Rowland's major campaign |
confrbutors, Ly

Elnoy
Wish:

| | ~ Rowland: His C
CRRA did not end up buying the company, Phoenix thought utside the box.

Soil. That it would seriously consider doing so,
though, shines additonal ight into the workings of a quasi-public agency that
operated as a font of contracts and perks for Rowland supporters.

The Phoenix Soil proposal, which fumed up among CRRA files provided in
tesponse o an Advocate Freedom of Information request, quickly landed on the
desk ofthe authority's president, who immediately had tresearched. It oins a
s of controversialproposals that CRRA either did undertake, or sriously
considered, at a time when it seemed the door was opened to"creative" ways fo
find mltz-million-dollar rewards for Rowland alles. The Manchester Journal-
Inguirer reported lost week thattop CRRA officials also considered building

- gpant fuel-cell “farm" with two big Rowland donors currently figuring in

corruption probes: Enron Corp. and Michael Tomasso of the New Britain-baged
Tomasso Group.

The Phoneix Soil proposal has only a "eockamamie commection” to CRRA's
mandate. "And 1t got ight to the top [CRRA] guy's desk." Bill Cury says.
Curry, a Democrat, ran against Rowland in last year in a campaign tha
highlighted scandals at CRRA. "If you wete a Rowland donor, your project got

hitp://newhavenadvocate.com/gbase/News/contentfoid=oid:§743
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New Haven Advocate: The Dealthat Got Away

to the top of the authority, even if tstetched the boundaris of Whatwas and
wasn't" CRRA's mission.

The Phoenix Soil proposal, dated March 29, 1999, came at a time when the

company was the focus of controversy, and was already geting help from
Rowland.

In Rowland's hometown of Waterbury, neighbors complained that Phoeniy
Stank. The company 'recycles” contaminatedsol hrough a igh-tech burning
process--scnding Some of the contaminants up the smokestack. Afier Phocnix
thnked sack tests, Rowland's DEP allowed it to operate for years with
temporary approvals.

The DEP scandals of 1998 involved a Rowland politcal appointee from (you
guessed if) Waterbury, who leaned on agency stffto go easy on certin
polluters. One of those polhuers was (you guessed it again) Phoenx Soi,

DEP did eventually approve an operating permit for Phoenix, over vehement
objections of neighbors. The approval came through in March 1999, about a
week before Phoenix suggested that CRRA buy the company,

Why would a quasi-public agency, charged with runing rash incinerators and
Jandll on behalf of member towns, consider spending $10.5 millon o buy a
company with such a spotty record?

Or o ask the question another way: Why would an ageney controlled by the

govemnor thunk about making a multimilon-olar deel with  big campaign
donor?

CRRA's spokesman dogsn't venture a guess--since, he says, he had no idea that
this unorthodox proposal had even come wnder consideration,

"You're blowing us away," says spokesman Brian Flaberty when told of a
document itled "CRRA Stock Purchase in Phoenix Soil LLC and Jayjet
Transportation."

"We're at a total logs."

The CRRA's two top officials n 1999 were Board Chairman Peter Ellef and
President Robert Wright. Both quit under fire st yer aftr the authority lost
$220 millon in  shaky deal with Enron (whose executives gave about §1
million to Rowland's 2002 campaign and to the governors association he
heads). That scandal continues to stmmer, with the chief tate's attomey
reportedly prepared to seek a grand jury investigation,

Ellet, meanvihile, i am apparent target of a seprate federal bribery
nvestigation. His former deputy chief of taffin the govemor' office pleaded

gty i February to being part of a conspiracy that took bribes for govemment
contract. Ellefs Tawyer, Hugh Keeft,says his client st talking to reportrs,

http://newhavenadvocate.com/gbase/News/cpntent?oid=oid:8743
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New Haven Advocate: The Deal that Got Away Page 3 of 4

"l don't ave  very good recollction” of he proposal, Wright says ina Digging U
votcemail message. " thik I recall Mr. Green from Phoenix Soil offering o West Have
sel us i company at one time. We took a quick look at it and didn' think it (03/2003)
Was the night fit af the right price. It wasn't squarely within our business, by Carole]
Proposals came in to us af the time"

Monkey B
Mr. Greenis David 1. Green, who owned 99 percent of Phoenix Soi according. ~~"Motivato
to the purchase proposal. His wif, Jean, owned th other  prcent, Four (03713003
membes of the Green famly--al at the same Cheshire home address--owned by Carole
Jayjet Transportation, atrucking company that was appareatly incuded in athor et

Phoenn’s $10.5 million saes pitch |

The Greens and their companies gave $1,750 to Rowland's 1998 re-clection

campaign, and another $60to Lt Gov. Jodi Rell. David Green also contributed
$1,750 to he 2002 Rowland-Rell campaign.

While Wright's ivolvement may have been brief it was hands-on: Memos
showa CRRA staffer and consutant apparently responding to Wrights inquiries
about valung the company and scoping out th competiton, CRRA spokesman

- Flaherty notes that a 1998 Law gave CRRA powers to “assist in the development
of ndustres and commercial enterprises” reated to waste disposal,

The proposel tself s setchy. t touts Phoenix Soil a "the only low femperature
thermal desorpion treatment facilty in Comnectiot” and the biggest in New
England, handling 150,000 tons of petroleum-contaminated soil every year,

"Connectiont Resources Recovery Authorit's purchase of Phoeniy's stock will
expand the current business by diversifying their disposal options,” the proposa
tates. Among;the claimed benefits to CRRA: Phoenix could supply daily cover
soi] for CRRA's landfill and treat CRRA's omsite soil contamnination

Green-who could notbe reached for comment-offered tosel 100 percent of
Phoennx stock for §10.5 million or 45 percent for $5.5 million, There's also a
cryptic mention that"future financing will be required to purchase Jand and a
bulding to move the facfity ino." Green's proposal says "the seller ofthe
property" was willng to lend CRRA $3 millon, at 9 percent interest, o finance
tha transaction. It identifes neither property nor owner, Financial statements

mnchuded n the purchase proposal shows Phoenix Soil's 1997 ngt incorme at
§1.96 million,

Rowland spokesman Chris Cooper refers questions about the Phoen Soil
proposal to CRRA spokesman Flaherty.

The DEP scandal focused on Rowland appointee Vito Santosiero, who became
executtve assistent to the DEP commissoner n 1995, Ina February 1998
expost,the Harfford Courant quoted DEP employees, by name, saying that
Santosiro tied o bully them into taking a more lenient approach o enforcing
environmentalstandards. DEP engineer Kieman Wholean told the Courant that
Santosiero elled and sworeat him for hoking up Phoeni Soifs i permit,

hitp:/newhavenadvocate.comy/gbaseNews/contentloid=0id: 8743 442003
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even threatening him at a Christmas party,

Thirteen months afer that Courant port, Phoenix Soil go it permt, Green
immediately offered to sell the company to CRRA,

§ fura

Gk Aol G
L
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"Nobody Told Us"

Documents reveal secret payments and a new condlict of nterest in West Haven
scandal

by Carole Bass - Apr] 3, 2003

The sales pitch fell flat But the
solesman stll got paid-thanks o~~~

The Deal th
another secte deal by West Haven szea
Mayor Richard Borer. (04/03/09)

| by Carole
The sales pitch came when Borer and
his development "consultant " Sal Reading B
Brancat, urged the developer handling Sie e;sm |
the city's Sawrmill Road projectto bire (03
contractor Frank Ruocco. The by Paul Bas
negottations to hire Ruocco bombed. |
Buta review of city documents vea]s ‘ e
fs1e
Fonner Redevelopment chlef Spazlam: (04/03103)
that Borer bypassed the public approval By by Paul Bag
prooess to secrefly sign a contract with
Ruoceo, and gethim nearly $140,000 in taxpayer money, Anyway. Those Poa
- | | | | Pol
Ithappened n mid-2000, tthe same time Brancati was helping Ruocco with (_(;1_/803 )
no-bid govemment contrats both with the state rash ahority and in West by Pl Ba
Haven. (Sec accompanying story |

Danger. Lo
The ety wasn't supposed to be hirng contractors o paying for work at Sawmill (021;0;03)0
Road. Massachusetts-based Berkshire Development, which had a deal with the by Paul Ba
ety o build a shopping center on 20 -phus acres off 1-95's exit 42, was supposed |
to hande that Tiffs, Ras

| o 04/03/03
0 Borerand Brancat ried to get Berkshire to give Ruoceo's North Haven {)y Colleel)l
company, Earth Technology, a §1.75 million demolition contract and part- Tassel

ownership of the project, Whle Berkshire and Ruocco dickered, Ruoceo

separately gotthe mayor o sign an agreement to pay arth Technology if
Berkshire left the project--which it later did. Borer never informed or sought Hoy o Pk To Pk

approval from the West Haven Redevelopment Agency, which ostensibly Agand

. SN . (04/03/03)
oversees the project, or from the City Council. Nor did he tell Berkshire. by Advoca
Borer' August 2000 indemnification agreement with Barth Technology may section arct

have paved the way for a second secret mdemmty deal, revealed carlier this
year, that leaves West Haven taxpayers in debt to the company that eventually

bt newhavenadvocate.comigheseNewshcontentloid=oid8744 4412003




 New Haven Advocate: "Nobody Told Us"

eid fhe demolition,

"[m furious," says Sharon Spaziani, who quit a5 chairwoman of the
Redevelopment Agency st month in outrage t Borer's andling ofthe projet,
"None of this came before the bord, We were kept in the dark. I don' think we
Would have gone along with" the Farth Technology indemnification

The ciy official who submitte the fnvoice to pay Ruocco, former economic
development chief Tim Hill, distances himself from it when asked, He says
Borer ordered him to pay it out of his department's budget, so e did, but Borer

negolieted the contractwithout consuling him, Asked ifthe contract was a good
dea, he responds, " prefer not o answer that question.

+ The Sewmill Road project i 2 longstanding debacle,swallowing seven years,
two failed developers and more than $9 millon in public money without a
single store bultor a sinle Jease signed. Now, Borer' and Brancats actions

are tuming it from debacle to scandal. (See our "Suburb for Sale" archive a
newhavenadvocate.com

Correspondence between Ruoceo and Berkshire shows they spent months n
creasingly rancorous negotiations over the proposed demolition contract and
pertnexship. Berkshire says it dida't want to hire Ruoceo; Ruocco claims he

wWalked away. When they finally broke 1t off Ruoceo called in his chit fom the
mayor,

"Dear Mayor Borer" e wrote on Dec. 5, 2001. "Thank you for teking the time

last Monday to esolve the paymment due Barth Technology. Two days later, be
submitted an invoice for §139990.79.

Some highlights:

Ruocco'sfettr claimed that he was billng only for bis out-of-pocket cast,not
has company's time orequipment, More than halfthe bill-nearly $80,000--vas
for asbestoststing. Earth Technology commissioned thetesting aspart of i
attemnpt to win the emolition contract, 1t claims Berkshire authorized the

testing, Berkshire denies giving Ruocco the po-ahead to do any work on the it
Why should West Haven pay for that work!

 The bill also included subcontractors'imvoices for about $40,000 worth of land
clearing and fencing. Who authorized that?

 The mdemnification dealbetween Borer and Ruocco specifis payment "

fve cqual annval installments," Butthe perennialy cash-strapped city paid the
whole amount in & hmp sum. Why?

: The indemnification agreemen purports to be "t furtberance of the City's and
Berksture's oint nterestin seing that the demolition proceeds ina cogt
effective and efficient mamer." So why didn't Borer tell Berkshire about the
deal ‘?Why (id Clty Ha]l mject i self info nege IathIlS between he deve]oper

S N I R LT, Sl el L B R
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o010 & WOUIC-D COITACTOF ! I OTEE Wanie 1, Y 10 pay Tor it Worg, Wiy
('t he ire & contractor irectly--and put it out o bid?

Borer mamtains the money was wefl-spent.

"Do ke the way it all went down?" he asks hetorically, "No. Do ke the
final result? Yes."

The project was stalled, Borer emphasizes, Ruocco "had a leter of et for
his deal ith Berkshie, which would cler the property and make f easie t
afracttenants. He expected Berkshire would ive wp o s agreement to
demolish the buildings and develop the st

"We assumed there was going 1o be a partnership. Then the partnership didn’
happen and Frank was looking to get paid."

Borersays e e on Ruoceo' sserion hat Berkshit hd authorized the

asbestos testing, The ciy bulding deprtment ordered Ruoceo o fence the area
he was working n, Borer sas. (Cost: $12,238,) Ina leter to Berkshire, Ruoceo
Says the ity alsotold im to clear tees from the property. Borer says e did't
but paid for it anyhow. (Cost: $27,500.) The final e in Ruoceo's invoice i

described simply as"asbestos notifeation, ulies." Boer sayshe doesn'tknow
Whatthat means, but paid or it anyhow. (Cost: $20,637.24) He paid the money

all at once, he says, because "we had the money available” then but might not
later

Borer says e didu't seck Redevelopment Agency approval because Jim Hil,

who served as the agency's taff, and agency attomey Mark Milano "were in the
loop. There was no secret," e says.

"Bverything was done with the best of inentions," Borer declares, "I wele
guly of anything, wefe guity of trying to move the project forward."

"Per Sal”

Curions why Sal Brancati-being paid by West Haven City Hallto gt a long-

delayed development project moving-instead tried o graa iece ofthe deal
for a North Haven contractor?

Tums out Brancati appears to have had a separate business relationship with the
contractor.

At the same time he was trying to swing a demolition contract and part-
ownership of West Haven's Sawnll Road project for Frank Ruocco of Barth
Technology Inc., Brancati was simultancously helping Ruocco deal with the
stat’ trash authority,the Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority.

™ P MMM A Y ot m 1
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Kuocco Janded a sries of sweelheart deals With UKKA for kart Lechnology
and one of Ruoceo's other companies, SRS Transporttion, starting in August
2000. A review of CRRA docoments shows that Brancatt faved Farth
Technology and SRS documents to the company's Hartford lawyer, who
forwarded them to CRRA. And Ruocea's SRS fsted it address s 555 Long
Whrt Dr. in New Have-an office building that then housed Braneatis
consultng frm-unil a CRRA letter came back,"stempted address not
known." After thet, a CRRA staffer noted she changed the address to Barth

Technology's, "per Sal Brancot [sic]"

"Our dealngs are ot niited by, nor is Sal part of Barth Technology or any of
the other entites," Ruoce claims in an interview, "You can goand look at
Whatever corporate documentation you want, and you won' find Sal Brancati or
Rich Borer or the governor, Whether or not he maybe said o somebody along
the lne, Hey, these guys did 2 good job'-1 hope he did."

SRS original 355 Long Wharf Dr. address "wasn't Sal's office address," Ruocco

claims, poining out that the bulding has many tenants, "} was going o be a
sublease agreement that never came to fruition.”

Asked why his companies faved documents to Brancati, who then faxed them to
the company's Tawyers, Ruocco responds: "1 have no idea.” He declines o

eloborate. "Tm trying to be very respectful " he says. '] don't want o just say no
comment.”

Nor could he say why CRRA records listed the address change as "per”
Brancaty

Brancat couldntbe reached for comment. He previousy claimed t the
Advocate that he has never had a business relattonship with Ruocco.

Brancati has already come under fire or conflicts of nterest on the Sawil
deal: He represented the city a5 2 $175-an-hour consultant at one polnt, a
company thats buying the property at another point, and he represented a
property owner who allegedly hured away 2 major tenant from the Sawil

project. Unil now, though, Mayor Richard Borer, who hired Brancatl, said he
saw no conflict

When told of the CRRA documents that eflect Brancats involvement wih
Ruocco’s companies, though, even Borer expresses concem,

"Inhindsight, T can just say I glad that [Farth Technology) didn't do the

Work," he says. "T can see the potentialfor a conflict ofinerest, But [ did
know anything about it then,"

Ind:

htp:/ewhavenadvocate comigbase/News/contentDoid=oid:§744
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CONNECTICUT RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY
March 2003 Monthly Customer MSW Deliveries

The followiﬁg Sumarizes elveris fo the period ending March 31, 2003, Attached are

ndividul, detaledreports on each of the four projects, The Tollowing table provides a summary
of waste delveries t each project, -

Monthly Customer Delivery Report

Member Municinal Solid Waste

Monthly Tonnage Fiscal Year-To-Date Tonnage
Project
Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar(3 Growth

Bridgeport-CRRA' M103) 40502| 12.2%| 463700 44t 066 | -4.8%
Bridgeport-Company® | 10,521 19951 | 516% 6443 100407 | 55.8%
Bridgepbrt Total 020 | 654541 108%( 528,146 MAT3| 26%
Mid-Connecticut® 06066 72967 95%| 637205 649346 |  1.9%
|Southeast-Member A7 140021 150% 121624 125048 -13%
Southeast-Company 18771 24050 202% 21078 15,780 -25.1%
|Southeast Total 40541 164261 16.9% 1487021 141736 | -47%
| Wallinglord 127041 13345|  50% 119193 116,997 |  -1.8%

' Includes member, CRRA contract and diverted waste,

* chudes nstate and outof e company customers.

The following ftems are noted:

lnchdes member and contct municipalitis.

v Member delveries were up firly sigificantly at all fou projects for the month of
March. The projects normally see increased deliveries (uring the spring months,

- however, this year's March defiveries were particularly high because of the harsher than
niormal February winter weather,

# CRRA taffhes confirmed the problem diving the higher waste deliveries to the
Wellingford Projet for the Town of Hanuden and lower delveris fo the Tow of North

Haven. A hauler had not properly permitted it trucks and was declaring North Haven
Waste a5 Hemden waste, The vehcle permitting issues are being corrected.

+ - Tromboll waste deiveiesto the Bridgeport Projectare down due to  hauler issue
the Town is addressing

v Waste exports and diversions from the Mid-Cormectiont Project for March 03 are down

31.2% compared to March 02,

Tofll




BRIDGEPORT PROJECT
Municipal Solid Waste Tonnage

Bridgeport Project Member Towns

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town

C 01 | 2002 | Growth| Mar02 ¢ Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar 03 | Growth
Betheny KK T T A
Bridgeport 06008 6367 % 465400 4632 0% 40| 50 4%
Daen 0438 89| 1% 6900 7ee| el 649 1081 6%
East Haven MO 13206 1% 986|956 W om|  om 5%
Easion 2602 285 2wl 1T 20| Wl 4l o o
Faifeld 0907 B3I 6% 283600 BEH S 275 263 18%
Greanwih D006 49061 0% 64| el | 3Tl 40% 6%
Mifor 09120 s w70l sl w274l 208 0%
Monrog 14080 12084 | 8oe| 934 % el o] 14
Norwal MO0, 0412 1% 20067 momd| | 207 2% 0%
Orange S| 52T 0% aeal 36| W | 40| 17
Shellon 861 18518 %] 13650] 14030 3| 1% 140 O
Siratfod S99 245 0% 11760 184920 4% 188 20800 1%
Trumbul N5 B 1% 17650 5641 1%l 1893 54| 8%
Weston B R
Westpor 15934 164100 3% 1222 12088 % 1204 1200 6%
Witon A L T v Y I
Woodbridge s e oul os aes el 2 ol o
BE;TB?RA%OWNS w4t sets) 1o s el sl Z7l el e
ConractTotal | 248092 209507 A2%| 150,170\ 132303 -7%| 14800) 17672 1%
Diverted Totel 2800 43842 1450%| 33019 29850 t| 155 1074 2
TOTAL CRRA
(Member, Contract 8 616,097\ 634.966]  5.4%} 463700 441,606| -48%| 44103 4950 1%
Diverted) | o

Bridgeport Project Company Spot Defiveries

Fiscal Year | Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Source

2000 | 2002 |Growh{ Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
In-Sate DB G| BN 6443|9506 A% 105) 16| 0%
OutOFState O 0 O o sl oo o 3 o
e I TR T R T T
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Bridgeport Project Total Deliveries

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Source
001 | 2002 | Growth| Mar02 © Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
CRRA 616,007 ) 634,966 | 3.1% 463,700 | 441686 | -48%| 44103 | 40502 | 12.2%
Company 04868 | 87,735 15 64436 | 100407 b8 10,521 ] 15.951| 51.6%
TOTALTONNAGE | 710,065 | 722701 | 1.7%) 528,146 | 542,073 | 26%| 54625 | 654541 10.8%
Bridgeport Project Trends
800,000
< 60,000
CRRA Growth CRRA Growth CRRA Growth
0000+ 34% 48% H 12.2%
50,000

600,000 -

500000 |

300,000 -4

300,000 {

2000 1

100000 14

40,000 -

30,000 1

20,000

10,000 1

FY02YTD FY03YTD

BCRRA BCompany

Jof 1l

Mar (02

Mar 03

ECRRA B Company




MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT

Municipal Solid Waste Tonnage

Mid-Connecticut Project Member Towns

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town

2000 | 2002 |Growhh| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 { Mar03 | Growth
Beacon Falls ABTL S 3 2208 anaT 2k 26T, A4 55
Bethlehem 2006 21060 1% 1582 1497 4% 15T, 168 T
Canton 540 5547 2% 4095 4193 2%| 45 476 T
Chester 2048 1.960] B%| 1300 1341 ¥ 182 148 9%
Clinton 10205 11,264 10% 8191) 8496 4% 827 8%G| T
Colebrook 614/ 83| % 617 660 %[ 66, 68 2%
Degp River 28950 3312 4% 2436 2M9) % 262 260 1%
East Granby 373 3451 % 2588 2438 6% 2460 309 2%
East Hampton 64351 &6l % 5850 Te2| 0% 726 o%e 2%
East Hartford 40668) 42300 4% 31386 0913 2| 32041 3840 0%
Elington 138 TR0 T 5697|658 8% 613 682 1%
Enfield U512 36300 S 2662 204000 3| 283 304 T
Essex 5060 5180 1% 3801 3822 1% 32 420 2%
Famington 17430 16,063 7% 11487 11890 2% 118 1421 1%
Glaslonbury 20000 20060 0% 15,832 14963 6% 1524 1573 3%
Goshen 1308) 1400 1% 1,080 1326 2% %) 143 46%
Granby 55 502 3| 466 43 | a0 45 1%
Hartford 157200 124664 8% 91872 83434 9% 9934 9601 3%
| Harwington 2410 26| 0% 1765 1788 1% 189|174 8%
Kilingworth 20400 2606 2% 1934 1964 26| 75| 246 40%
Lichfiel 500 5812 0% 42 42 1 M4 4 %
Lyme §50;  080| 4% 661 67O 3% 6 TH 16%
Middlebury 340 3396 % 2477) 2063 6% 252 282 2%
Naugatuck 23330 28451 2% 20367| 21.950] 6% 1964 2563 30%
Newinglon 42000 294400 %t 21465 22304 4% 22450 2611 16%
North Branford 8720 8008 -T% 5970 6210 4%  483) 666 36%
Old Lyme 43370 6367) AT% 4617  3454] 2% 483 323 -33%
Old Saybrook 16,765, 17733 6% 13161) 13523] 3% 1185) 1938 30%
Oxford 3063 AMD| 15% 3268 3338 2% %66 369 1%
|RROD#! 14518 14088 3% 10767) 10036 7% 1082 10020 %
Rocky Hil 14430) 144760 0% 10616] 10790 2% 1185 1264 7%
Simsbury 4743 14023 1% 10898 1267 4% 1116 1204 8%
South Windsor A7) 215090 2% 16806 18002 4% 16400 2015 23%
Southbury 132000 133800 1% 9041) 9816 1% 1033 1060 3%
Thomaston 6281 6607 T 482 422 2% 620 4810 2%
Torrington 0420 30642 %) 22367 2554 W% 2206 2840, 4%
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Mid-Connecticut Project Member Towns (Confinued)

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town

2000 | 2002 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
{Vemon I3 026 A% 14861 15431 4% 1501 1685 2%
Watertown 17581 17800, 1% 15,983 13621) 5% 1352 1667 2%
West Hartford 072 410 Yh 34696 36731 6% 3519 3983 12%
Westbrook 4694 G566 10%| 3678 5244 3w 68 G40 6%
Wethersfield 17481 17862 2% 12830 13523 % 14300 1455 2%
Woodbury 0040 G000 2| 442) 43Tl A% 48 480) 4%
18{5: ENBER. 620807 641.858) 3.4%| 469579 4759641 1.4%| 48785 53751| 10.2%

Mid-Connecticut Project Contract Towns
 Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town

000 | 2002 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
hvon 12205 12183 % 8907 925 3 92 97| 6%
Bloomfield 1006 13917) 17| 9202 10517 3% 12000 1136 5%
Boton 190) 20000 S 1505 1508 0% 143 198 0%
Canaan T4 T 6% T8 s 4% B ATl %
Comwal 32 T03 A% 500|682 3% 41| 61| 41%
{Coventry 4108 3780 Okt 2825 2912 M| 282 33 14%
Cromwel 1347) 13963 b 9978 9482 5| 1104 1043 6%
(PuhamMadiefid | - 68201 6771 1% 5087|5125 1% 50| 65| 19%
East Windsor TN 82 | T3 4638 -36%| 455 sB1] 3%
Guiord Of 4048 0% 2151 7573 290% 700 T8 7%
Haddam ST33| 3741 % 2796 2788 0% 289 30 4%
Hebron 4009) 30001 % 3073 205 %W 267 3] 2%
Madison 0 431 0% 2067| 72800 250%| 8l 812 2%
Manchester Bag 98 | 48 M| A% 32000 3508 9%
Marlborough 2068 3064 9% 208 M4 28h 4 B A%
INorfolk 09 91 B 05 e &% T4 80 T
INorth Canaan 30T6) 29160 3% 2207 2194 1% 25 %4 4%
Portiand SO0 O80TV | 4081 37600 | a2 431 16%
Roxbury 92 0% 4w TS TS 0% T 81| 1y
| Salfisbury/Sharon SO17) 5336 5% 399 a7 2wl M9| 363 1%
Suffield 6866 7230 &% 5352 542 1% 509 61 20%
Tolland 5034 G018 % 4378 4619 B 466 482 3
Waterbury 68910 65,3020 % 48512 466210 4% 4980 5158 3%
{Windsor Locks 108071 10745 %) 8169 6275 2% el M| 4%
o VT o nge| ) e | e o] oz 7o
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Mid-Connecticut Project Member & Contract Towns

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town
2000 1 2002 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growh | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
MemberTowns | 622827| 641,858 3.4%| 460579 475964 1.4%| 48785| S375 10.2%
Contract Towns | 222,021 220867) 34%| 167.716| 173,362 34%| 17881 19.236| 7.6%
i o 15 0% 6% 6] 104 | T 05
Mid-Connecticut Project In-State Spot
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town
2000 | 2002 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
Ashford 7650 199 -74%f 199 O -100% 0 O 0%
Cheshie O 468 o 10| ded ;W 0| 5 96
Colchester 28020 827 -0 87 6 9% 0 0 0%
CRRAWallngford | 15,829 3165, -80%| 3061 0 -100% 754 0] -100%
Eastiord g2l T8 AT T8 0 -100%f 0 0 0%
Hamden 0  70p 0% 220 669 192% 2280 45 -80%
| ebanon 6 0 -100% 0 O 0% 0 0 0%
Meriden 0 47 06 % o7 &5k 8 3 6k
New Haven 4469 4671 Q0% 467 Of -100%) 129 0 -100%
North Haven O 501 0% 161|405 182% 61} 2| 8T%
Somers i 0 -100% 0 28 0% 0 0 0%
Thompson 26 0] -100% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
UConn/Storrs 1019 7885 11% 593 3059 3% 636 0 -100%
Union 010 83 0% 83 O 200% 0 0F 0%
Walingford 0 1332 0% 25 1585 ST6%{ 2% 17 6T%
Willington /5T | I B 0 100% 0 0 0%
Windsor 907 0 -100% 0 % 0% 0 7 0%
Woodstock £ 0 -100% 0 O 0% 0 0 0%
ol T B I T T I A e A
Mid-Connecticut Project Qut-Of-State Spot
Fiscat Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
State
2001 | 2002 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growlh
Massachusett S0M 0 0% o 6 0% 0 0 0%
New York 2 0 -100% 0 00 0w 0 0 0%
m& gg;TOF 3097 oMo o e om0 0 00%
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Mid-Connecticut Project Total Deliveries

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Source

001 | 2002 | Gowh| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mer 02 | Mer 03 | Growtn|

[Member Towns | 622,827} 641,858  3.1% 469579( 4759641 1A% 48785 53751 10.2%
Conbact Towns | 222,024 229867 34%| 1677161 173382 34% 17.661] 19.2%6; 7.6%
JIn-State Spot 813 16,231 05 11480 TARO| 2% 2368 158 933
10ut-of-State Spot 3087 0;-100.0% O 62 00% 0 0.0%)

fo—]

TOTALTONNAGE | 800898 887757 08%| 648,784) 656857 1.2%| 60.014) 73145 0%

Mid-Connecticut Project Trends

1,200,000 ' 90,000

Growth Growth g 0, 000 Growth

08% 1% 0%
1 000,000 4 |

70,000 4

60,000 -

800,000 -

90,000 -

600,000 1
40,000 -

30,000 1

400,000 +

20,000 1

200000 .

POt FY02  IFY02YTD FY03YTD

EiMenmber B Conbract

@Member BContract Bn-Sate Spot BOutOFState Spot
Ein-State Spt ~~ DOut-Of-State Spat

Mid-Connecticut Project Diversions And Exports

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Type
000 | 2002 | Growh | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growh
Diversions 3 64 0% 46762 TOM| 2% 270 343 2%
‘Exports T3 31,006 350%( 17504 262441 BO%| 3012 253 9%
[TOTALTONNAGE | 584071 93386) 50.9%| 64206 63338 -14%| 5882 36061 -27.2%
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SOUTHEAST PROJECT
Municipal Solid Waste Tonnage

Southeast Proj'ect Member Towns

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town
2000 | 2002 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar 03 | Growth
EastLyme 0966 9610 3% 7031 7803 1% 660|810 23%
Griswold MY S8 bl 3MO)  A8h Tl AT 483 1%
Grolon 0768 32020 1% 2280 24006 5% 24200 2787 15%
Ledyard 7808 8467, 8% 6150 6087 % 647, 648 0%
Montill 10,736 105021 -2%p 7509 8201 8% 8OO 863 8%
RadgowskilComigan |~ 5700 644 3% 484 482 0% 50| 47 5%
MoheganSunResory 4369 6796 56% 4703 6667 30%| 572 761 33%
New London 19673 2089, b 14764] 17981 22%| 1693 1,985 20%
N. Stoninglon 219 30000 1% 22% 2363 8% 214 282 3%
Norwich 03 /T TR M) 38| 43| 2273 2767 2%
Sprague 2006 2349 4% 17620 4726 % 197 191 -3%
Stonington 13801 13803 O%| 10206) 10439 2% 10400 1085 2%
Waterford 19006) 15165 3| 14151 40026) 0% 1123 1208 8%
GuifordMadison | 25862 12697 51%| 12,697 00 0 0 0 0%
Fisher Istand o430 A% 29 269 1% 12 12 At
Ct Niantic 433 000) 110%f 643 80T A0%] 99| M2y 1343%
Igwhtl NENBER TT.000 170614 -37%) 127,624 125,048 -1.3% 12477 14002 15.0%
Southeast Project In-State Spot
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town _
2000 | 2002 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growh | Mar 02 | Mar03 | Growth
CRRA 1366 15883 5% 11060 682 3wl o 1508 55%
Mansfield 6083 7062 X 523 4648 % 4% 4% 0%
Preston 204 31800 0% 2330 26400 3% 23] 289 %
Salem T6o| 1028 W% T3 97 W T2 o0 2%
Kilingly 1019 078 6% 786 07, 0% 8] 87| 1%
i I T BT T T
Southeast Project Member Towns And In-State Spot
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Datg Monthly
Source
2000 | 2002 |Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growih | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
Member Towns | 177,000 170614 4% 127624 125048 1%| 12177 14002 15%
In-State Spot 1893 28202 49%| 2078 15769 5% 18T 2428 0%
o o o L) v o7 47| 5 16

§ofll




Southeast Project Trends

20,000
250,000 4 Growh Growth Crowth
14% -4 7% 18,000 +— 16.9%
16,000 +———— g
200,000 |
14,000 |
| 12,000 {
150,000 -
10,000 -
100,000 8,000 -
6,000 -
50,000 4,000 -
2,000 -
04 0.
P01 FY02  |FYO2YTD FYO3YTD T
BMember Bin-Slate Spot BMember BIn-State Spot
Southeast Project Company Deliveries
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Source
000 1 2002 |Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth{ Mar 2 Mar03 Growlh
Various L3204 47744 1% 30709 SUIOTL 6T%| 4321 8258 919
TOTAL COMPANY | 43204 47744) 105%| 30709 51197 66.7% 4311 8,258 91.4%
Southeast Project Total Deliveries
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Source
2001 | 2002 | Growh{ Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
{Member Towns L0 17081 4| 127604 125948 %) 12177 14002)  15%
In-State Spot 18936 28202 0% 21078 ‘15,789 200 1871 242 29%
Company Deliveries | 43204 47744 1% 30709 SAGT OT%{ 4321 8258 91%
TOTAL TONNAGE 2IOA0) 246560 S0%| 179411] 192,04 75%| 18,375 241084 34.3%
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WALLINGFORD PROJECT
Municipal Solid Waste Tonnage

Wallingford Project Member Towns"

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town
2001 | 2002 |Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
Cheshire 19472 24484 26%) 17987, 15,355 5% 1.048] 1613 -1T%
Hamden 28136 2849 1% 20060 26734] 20% 2217 319 4%
Meriden 20833 327611 1% 24183 24808  3%| 2628 3015 15%
North Haven 21241 31665 43%| 2426 16923 -30%| 2295 19381 -16%
Walingford J004; 313060 %] 26564 31537 19%| 2579 3430 33%
Diverted Waste™ | 158150 3163 -80% 3061 0 00% 74l o) -100%
Ig\m VENBER 192,184 157876 3.7%{ 116,711) 115.448) -1.0%] 12422 13205 6.3%
(1) As of March 2002, member tonnage includes deliveres diverted to other projects.
(2) Accounts for member deliveries diverted lo oher projects.
Wallingford Project In-State Spot
Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town
000 | 2002 | Growth| Mar(2 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar 02 | Mar 03 | Growth
Bloomfield 0 0 -100% 0 00 0%l O 0 0%
Enfield 0 65 % 4o 2 8% T 7 %
Hartford g 8T 1 o 2% 0 2 5%
Covanta Spot 00 188 0% 12 63 3% 13 O -100%
Havenvil Plant 188 0 -100% 0 0 0% 00 0 0%
Manchester 0 0 0% 0 O 0% o 0o (0%
| Mid-Ct By Pass 148 0] -00% O 185 0% O 0 0%
New Haven 404 32M0| 20 2300 13020 MW 281 131 5%
Rocky Hil 0 11 4960% 0 00 Ouf 0 0 0%
Southington 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Waterbury 0 0 0% 10 0| -100% 00 0 0%
;%?L INSTATE 6036 3500 420% 2482 1547 3% 282 140 -504%
Wallingford Project Out-Of-State Spot
*Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Town '
2001 | 2002 | Growh| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
Massachuselts 0 | 0% 0 1o105%  0f 0 0%
New York 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
oo |0 0 dmel o o o
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Wallingford Project Total Deliveries

Fiscal Year Fiscal Year-To-Date Monthly
Soure
000 2002 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth | Mar02 | Mar03 Growth
wm
Member Towns{1) | 152,184| 167876] 3.7%| 116711 119,448 -11%] 124221 13.205] 6.3%
In-State Spot 6036 3500 -420% 2482 154 -aTul om0l Hosy
Out-Of-State Spot 0 1 0.0% 0 11105.4% 0 0 00%
TOTALTONNAGE | 188.221] 161376) 2.0%| 119.193 16997 -1.8%| 12704 13.345] 5.0%
Wallingford Project Trends
200,000 20000
Growth Growth
180000 204 4 0001 Growh
50%
160,000 T 1000
J 120,000 - 12000
{100,000 - 10,000 -
80,000 000 4
60,000 6,000 |
40,000 4 4,000 -
20,000 4 2,000 4
04 0
FYOt  FYQ2 {FYO2YTD FYO3YID Mar02  Mar03
EMember Bin-State Spot B Out-Of-State Spot |Eli1ember I Stle Spo B0uhOF el S

Wallingford Project Diversions And Exports

| Fiscal Year Fiscal YearTo-Date Monthly
Type
2000 1 2002 | Growth| Mar02 | Mar(3 | Growh | Mar02 | Mar03 | Growth
Diversions 1815 6060] SB[ 3061 aeut| 9w 7 51 a0y
Exporls OH06 10166 8% T 25l S 0] 0] (%
TOTAL NN 16826) 25| 10208 618 0% e 151] S00u
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CONNECTICUT RESOURCES RECOVERY AUTHORITY

March 2003 Monthly Operational Summary

The following provides a summary of the operations of the four waste-o eIergy projects
and the South Meadow Stations et turbnes for the period ending March 31, 2003, The

tables provide monthly summaries of key operating parameters for each of the projects.

The most recent 12-month totalaperating data s lso provided for the period April 2002
through March 2003. The informtion presented in these tables has becn obtained from

daily and monthly reports provided to CRRA by facility opeators,




BRIDGEPORT PROJECT
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Bridgeport - Tons Processed

70,000 800,000
30,000 / A L0000
1 600,000

50,000 /5% Above Budget
1% Above Budget T 900,000
y 40,000 7% Above Budget ’
° M\Teeuﬂget i 400’000;‘3
30,000 w/ga’ﬁ% Above Budget 1300000
20,000 /’ —k-Acual {0,000
10000 — B g

=%~ Actual
U T T L 1 T T T ! T
Jf Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Aor May Jun
Unscheduled Downtime
M
March | Boler |Duration Reason
-——-—_—_-—-—-———-—__—.__

% I | 2Hs, Trubine tri

29 ]| IR | Trabine

X 3 [Hr Trubine trp

Scheduled Downtime

Duration Work Performed |

Unit Capacity Factors

m
..
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MID-CONNECTICUT PROJECT

March

12-Month Total Ending

March 31, 2003

2002 | 2003 | Change

-~ ITons MSW
Processed

2002

058201 02321 6.T%

803,522

2003
503,821

Change

0.0%]

Steam (klbs)
(% MCR)

489.216 10.0%

94.9%

440,135
83.4%

5,399,671
86.9%

5,065,784

80.7%

2.3%

Power

Net MWhr)

416000 315y 9% 45L3T 434,806 -3.9%|

90,000

Mid-Connecticut - MSW Tons Processed

BFY 200
BFY 2002 |
BFY 2003

80,000
70,000 1
60,000 |

w 50,000 4

c

0

P 40,000 1
30,000 4
20,000 4
10,0004

T
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Jul

Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan

Feb  Mar

Apr

Srtis A e
R P AR ST

50,000

Mid-Connecticut - Net Power Produced

BFY 2001
BFY 2002

30,000 4

MWH

201000 )

10,000 -

40,000 17

JUl

Pug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan

Feb  Mar  Apr

BFY 2003

ey

R Eod e e L S b A A L L s Oy A fotd K St e
A S O L TS,
T A e e A rs

marend

s

T T T ey s s s o T e oo e S
oy ) =f e s Ayl A S R T o £ PR SR A W e R T e L P P

R
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Wid-Connecticut - Tons Processed

§0,000 900,000
/!1EJ 800,000
10,00 Ava A 7 800,
\‘.// / B/g L 000
60000 _ ﬂ/
34% BelowBudget 600,000
0,0
i e
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40000 W ¥ ]
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Aty | 000
20000 ~E-Bulget | 1 20000
o — —¥-Actid [ 10000
0 ) | I I. i I 1 | I | | 0
Jb A Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar A May Jun
Mid-Connecticut - Power Sold
45,000 500,000
40,000 40,000

A e

10 /\\// \ / / 400,000

O
D " 1.3 Bl Budge

¢ 25,000 .48 Beow Bule 13000,

T~V

3 0% Below Budgel + 250,000 g
3 20,000 L Vel Bdget L a00.000 2
5 B R
10000 Il = P

Aot
51— L
e A I — Y
Jy Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar A May  Jun

Unscheduled Downtime

March | Boller | Duration Reason

19-20 1| 18Hs. Broken Grate Bar

30-31 2 13258 s Waterwall tube leak

30-31 3| 2.5Hrs. | Submerged Scraper Conveyor deral
b“m
Scheduled Downtime

Work Performed |
A 20 s, Scheduled outage maintenance

Unit Capacity Factors (%)

o
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SOUTHEAST (PRESTON) PROJECT

12-Month Total Ending
March 31, 2003

March

2002 | 2003

Tons MSW
- {Processed

Al 2400

Change
123%

2002
245,089

2003

254898

Change

40%

Steam (klbs)
(% MCR)

129498
04 9%

136,395
09.9%

3%

1484048
0.3%

1,512,865

1%
94 1%

Power
Net MWhr)

1817 1233

4.5%

134,876

136997

1.6%

26,000

Southeast - MSW Tons Processed

BFY 2001
BFY 2002
BFY 20031,

24,000

20,000 1
5 16,000 15
o A

o §]
k12,000 HE

8,000 1

4,000 1

T o T e e D BT e G e e e T

B

o Ag Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun

(e R
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N e et

e

e

2 e =
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e

LTSS e e TS S A ST D R SR

B

i i

Southeast - Net Power Produced BFY 2001
14000 BFYA0
BFY2003|
12000 +-p

7z 5000

vV

2 4000
40004

2,000 4

10000 4ol
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Southeast - Tons Pracessed

25,000 300,000
0 M/\vi/ B 1250000
1 200,000
A% Above Bud !
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F
1000 (ﬁ;b ; gﬁ;bo:eBudgel
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/ Aual | T 100,000
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m/ —¥—Aclual
0 1 I i I | | ¥ 1 3 1 | 0
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14,000 ‘ 140,00
12,000 M/ 120,000
10’000 144 Adove Budget 1 00’000
b Above Budget
X o
3 3
% 6,000 60,000 ¢
4000 —=hlid |L g0 ong
=3 Budget
2,000 ~4~hctual [ 20,000
0 3 1 i H | 1 | 1 1 i | 0
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T [ow
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T

Unit Capacity Factors (%)
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o [ o |
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WALLINGFORD PROJECT

b

| BFY 2001

BFY 2002

BFY 2003
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SOUTH MEADOW JETS

During the month of March, the units were called to operate on four occasions. The jefs
produced a total of 1,626 MWH while operating approsimately 9.1 hours. For March,fhe
units generated net revenne of approximately §152,000 compared to imitial projections of
approximately $80,000.
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