HARRIS BEACH MURTHA

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

265 Church Street

November 18, 2025 New Haven, CT 06510
203.772.7700

BRUCE L. MCDERMOTT
DIRECT: 203.772.7787
FAX: 203.772.7787
BMCDERMOTT@HARRISBEACHMURTHA.COM

VIA ELECTRONIC FILING AND HAND DELIVERY

Ms. Melanie Bachman

Executive Director/Staff Attorney
Connecticut Siting Council

10 Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

Re:  Docket No. 516R — The United Illuminating Company Application for a Certificate of
Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the Fairfield to Congress Railroad
Transmission Line 115-kV Rebuild Project

Dear Ms. Bachman:

On November 3, 2025, The United Illuminating Company (“UI” or the “Company”) filed
a Petition for Reconsideration pursuant to § 4-181a(a) of the Connecticut General Statutes (“Conn.
Gen. Stat.”) to request the Connecticut Siting Council (“Council”) reconsider its October 16, 2025
denial (the “Denial”) of the Company’s application for the issuance of a Certificate of
Environmental Compatibility and Public Need (the “Application”) in connection with the Fairfield
to Congress Railroad Transmission Line 115-kilovolt Rebuild Project (the “Petition™).

In the Petition, the Company asserts that the Council’s October 16, 2025 Denial violates
Conn. Gen. Stat. §§16-50p(a)(3) and 4-180 since Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50p(a)(3) requires that the
Council “shall file, with its order [granting or denying an application] an opinion stating in full its
reasons for the decision . . .” and Conn. Gen. Stat. § 4-180 requires that the Council “render a final
decision” in any matter pending before it, and that final decision “shall be in writing or orally
stated on the record and, if adverse to a party, shall include the agency’s findings of fact and
conclusions of law necessary to its decision . . .” Here, the Council has failed to articulate “an
opinion stating in full its reasons for the decision” as well as and “findings of fact and conclusions
of law” that support the Denial. As set forth in UI’s Petition, without any explanation as to why
the Project was denied, Ul is left with no guidance as to what, if any, issues the Council had with
the proposed solution notwithstanding the fact the Council’s October 16, 2025 Remand Decision
Documents clearly state that there is a public need for the Fairfield to Congress Rebuild Project
and the effects of the Project on the environment are not a sufficient reason to deny the Application.
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Conn. Gen. Stat. § 4-181a(a) provides that within 25 days of the filing of a petition the
Council “shall decide whether to reconsider the final decision.” The Council’s meeting schedule
only has one meeting during the 25-day period during which the Council can consider the
Company’s Petition which was held on Thursday November 13, 2025. The Petition was not on
the Council’s agenda for the meeting (Attachment A) and while the Council briefly discussed the
idea of adding the Petition to the agenda it ultimately did not do so. The transcript of the part of
the meeting where the Petition was discussed is at Attachment B.

Accordingly the Company requests that the Council convene a special meeting of the
Council on (i) Tuesday November 25; (ii) Thursday November 20 (a day on which the Council
will convene for a hearing on another docket); or (iii) on such other day as may be convenient for
the Council prior to the expiration of the 25-day period on November 28, 2025.

An original and fifteen (15) copies of this filing will be hand delivered to the Council today.

Should the Council have any questions regarding this filing, please do not hesitate to
contact me.

Very truly yours,

T

Bruce L. McDermott



STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT 06051
Phone: (860) 827-2935 Fax: (860) 827-2950

E-Mail: siting.council@ct.gov
Web Site: portal.ct.gov/csc

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL

DATE: November 6, 2025

TO: Council Members

FROM: Melanie Bachman, Executive Director\lp&)

RE: Connecticut Siting Council Energy/Telecommunications Meeting

An Energy/Telecommunications meeting of the Connecticut Siting Council via Zoom Remote
Conferencing will be held on Thursday, November 13, 2025, at 1:00 p.m. Please note that the draft
documents related to the agenda items will be available to view on-line on our website at portal.ct.gov/csc
under the Tab - Meetings and Minutes - on the left-hand side of the home page.

Join Zoom Meeting
https://us06web.zoom.us/i/85208289014?pwd=Y4v04S{RdxpnGX{FKpfmzal 0dXQiLW.1

Meeting ID: 852 0828 9014
Passcode: uTulmE

Dial +1 929 205 6099 US (New York)
Meeting ID: 852 0828 9014
Passcode: 738684

AGENDA
1. Minutes of October 30, 2025.

2. DOCKET NO. 537 — The Towers, LLC application for a Certificate of Environmental
Compatibility and Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and operation of a
telecommunications facility and associated equipment located at 327 North Anguilla Road,
Stonington, Connecticut. Draft Findings of Fact, Opinion, and Decision and Order.

3. DOCKET NO. 542 — The Towers, LLC application for a Certificate of Environmental
Compeatibility and Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and operation of a
telecommunications facility and associated equipment located at Parcel No. 151-1-1,
Pequotsepos Road, Stonington (Mystic), Connecticut. Request for Party/CEPA Intervenor
Status.

4. DOCKET NO. 543 — The Towers, LLC application for a Certificate of Environmental
Compatibility and Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and operation of a
telecommunications facility and associated equipment located at 17 Warren Road, Washington
(New Preston), Connecticut. Request for Party Status. Request for CEPA Intervenor Status.

5. DOCKET NO. 545 — Arx Wireless Infrastructure, LLC and New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC
application for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the construction,
maintenance, and operation of a telecommunications facility and associated equipment located at
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10.

11.

12.

306 Flanders Road, East Lyme, Connecticut. Completeness Review, Schedule, Deposition of the
Transcript.

DOCKET NO. 546 - Crown Castle Towers 06-2 LLC and New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC d/b/a
AT&T application for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the
construction, maintenance, and operation of a telecommunications facility and associated
equipment located at 70 Universal Drive, North Haven, Connecticut. Completeness Review,
Schedule, Deposition of the Transcript.

PETITION NO. 1164A — Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless request to amend its
declaratory ruling, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for
modifications to an existing small wireless telecommunications facility and associated
equipment located on the roof of the Mystic Aquarium building located at 55 Coogan
Boulevard, Stonington (Mystic), Connecticut. Decision.

PETITION NO. 1607A — Hanwha Q Cells America, Inc. petition for a declaratory ruling, pursuant
to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for the proposed construction, maintenance
and operation of a 4.0-megawatt AC battery energy storage facility located at Parcel Nos. 95-F10-
247-5 and 95-F10-247-5A, 163 State Pier Road, New London, Connecticut, and associated
electrical interconnection. Reopening of this Declaratory Ruling based on changed conditions
pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4- 181a(b). Decision.

PETITION NO. 1645A — VCP Mansfield LF, LLC d/b/a Verogy request to amend its Declaratory
Ruling, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for the construction,
maintenance and operation of a 1.8-megawatt AC solar photovoltaic electric generating facility and
associated equipment located at the former Mansfield Landfill, 221 Warrenville Road, Mansfield,
Connecticut, and associated electrical interconnection. Decision.

PETITION NO. 1672 — The Connecticut Light and Power Company d/b/a Eversource Energy
petition for a declaratory ruling, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for
the Portland Substation to Hopewell Substation Rebuild Project consisting of the replacement of
electric transmission line structures along approximately 9.14 miles of its existing 115-kilovolt
(kV) 1759 Line right-of-way between Portland Substation in Portland and Hopewell Substation in
Glastonbury, Connecticut, and related electric transmission line and substation improvements.
Decision.

PETITION NO. 1692 — New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC (AT&T) and Marcus Communications,
LLC (Marcus) joint petition for a declaratory ruling, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-
176 and §16-50k, for the extension and modifications to an existing telecommunications facility
and installation of associated telecommunications equipment located at 33 Mitchell Drive,
Manchester, Connecticut. CGS §4-176 Deadline for Action — Set Date for Decision.

PETITION NO. 1693 — New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC (AT&T) petition for a declaratory
ruling, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for the proposed installation
of a small wireless facility on a new Eversource-owned utility pole that is less than 50 feet in height
and is not used principally for electric distribution service, and associated equipment within the
public right of way adjacent to 18 Highland Street, New Britain, Connecticut. CGS §4-176
Deadline for Action — Set Date for Decision.
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Tower Share Request Consent Calendar - Item No. 13

13. TS-VER-106-251022 — Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless request for an order to approve
tower sharing at an existing telecommunications facility located at 430 Middlesex Turnpike, Old
Saybrook, Connecticut. Decision.

14. Administrative Matters
e Regular Items
» Upcoming Calendar Events:
o Docket No. 492A, Tuesday, November 18, 2025, continued evidentiary hearing
session beginning at 2:00 p.m. via Zoom remote conferencing.
e Docket No. 542, Thursday, November 20, 2025, evidentiary hearing session

beginning at 2:00 p.m. and public comment session beginning at 6:30 p.m. via Zoom
remote conferencing.

cc: Secretary of the State
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CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
ENERGY AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS MEETING
NOVEMBER 13, 2025

Thank you, Vice Chair Morissette.
Vice...
We're...

Excuse me. Excuse me. I would like, uh, I'm sorry, uh, Ms. Bachman. I'd like
to make a motion to add, um, Docket 516R to the agenda f-, for the purpose, I
guess, of for the Council to look and correct its, uh, decision documents.
Thank you.

Thank you. So we have a motion to add 516R request for reconsideration to
the agenda. We have a motion by Mr. Golembiewski. Is there a second?

I'll second.

We have a motion by Mr. Golembiewski to add it to the agenda, add 516R,
um, motion for reconciliation — reconsideration, and we have a second by Ms.
Hall. We will now move to discussion. Attorney Bachman, do we d-, go into
discussion on a add to the agenda item or do we go straight to the vote?
When you add something to the agenda, Vice Chair Morissette, certainly you
should go to the vote to get a vote on whether or not the rest of the Council
would like to add it to the agenda, and thereafter, if that is granted, um, if

another motion is made, then a discussion can ensue.

Very good. Thank you. Okay, with that, we have a motion by Mr.
Golembiewski and a second by Ms. Hall to add 516R or UI's request...

Mr...

...for reconsideration.

Vice Chair, uh...

Yes, Mr. Golembiewski?

Um, Vice Chair Morissette, | wanna make it clear that this is, um, not a, I

guess, not a motion to add it — add the Ul reconsideration. This is to just bring
516R, the docket, back on the agenda for our own Council, I guess,
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Morissette:

Golembiewski:
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Morissette:

Bachman:

discussions. So I'm not sure exactly — it — whatever the Council itself, um, can
get to as a vehicle for, um, for us to align our opinion with, with our vote.

So the, so the motion is to add to the current agenda, uh, a discussion...
Docket.

Discussion...

Docket 5...

...by the Council.

Yeah. For discussion purposes, S16R, um, for the Council's, um, discussion.

Okay. And not for the UI's motion for reconsideration. Okay. With that
clarification [inaudible 48:43].

I'm sorry. Vice Chair Morissette, um, we have a pending petition for
reconsideration in Docket 516R. If we're gonna add it to the agenda, it's
incumbent upon us to take it up. There is a 25-day deadline, so we can't just
resurrect Docket 516R by adding it to the agenda. We have a pending petition
for reconsideration. We have to take that up. Thank you.

Thank you, Attorney Bachman. Uh, with that, Mr. Golembiewski, would you
like to modify your motion?

Uh, no. No, I don't, I don't. So I do-, I guess if it's not — so you're — I guess, uh,
Attorney Bachman, you're saying that the Council can't at this point, um, add
our own, I guess, Council reconsideration of our decision at this point?

Attorney Bachman?

What I'm saying is we have a pending petition for reconsideration with a 25-
day deadline for the Council to take it up by statute. For the Council to make a
motion to add just Di-, Docket 516R to the agenda necessarily includes taking
up a petition for reconsideration that is pending under that docket.

Does the Council — so does the Council have in its own, um, powers or
authority under 40, under 40 days can we correct any deficiency that we see in
our decision?

Attorney Bachman?

Yes, we can, Mr. Golembiewski. But if we decide we wanna take up the
matter after the 25-day deadline for the petition for reconsideration, uh, that —
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if we take up the petition for reconsideration and we deny it or we grant it,
that's taking it up. If we don't act within 25 days, it's constructively deemed
denied. So we...

Okay. So...

...have a pending petition for reconsideration, and the Council could take it up
on their own motion to reconsider, but we have a pending petition for
reconsideration and it's on the table for disposition if this motion passes.
Okay. So I would like to make a motion. I want the avenue where the Council
can reco-, reconsider within the 40 days of the decision, but I do not — my

motion is not to, uh, bring forth the UI reconsideration.

We have a motion. Uh, we have a, uh, petition by Ul for reconsideration. And
at this point, we do not have a motion to reconsider.

Correct, I guess. Yeah.
So, uh, I'm pretty confused.
[Inaudible 52:13].

Um, our — I saw the motion for 516R come in. It — I assume that will be on
one of our, um, dockets in the near future. Is that correct?

Um, as Attorney Bachman stated, the — within — if it is not acted upon until —
for 25 days, it's deemed denied.

Okay.
Besides today, we do not have another scheduled meeting within the 25 days.
Got it. With that, then, un-, understanding, I will withdraw my second.

Very good. So with that, we have no pending motions in front of us. Attorney
Bachman, you can continue with your administrative matters.

Vice Chair Morissette, I'm sorry. I believe Mr. Golembiewski's motion was to
add it to the agenda, so I just wanna make it clear that we had a motion to add
it to the agenda, seconded by Ms. Hall.

[Inaudible 53:36].

But the purpose was to just take up Docket 516R and not the pending petition
for reconsideration in Docket 516R.
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Correct.

So I just wanna make it clear. Are we adding this to the agenda or are we not
adding this to the agenda?

I believe we're not. Uh, Mr. Golembiewski, you withdrew your...

I — yeah. I guess I — I guess my understanding is I, I cannot. Yeah, that's —
that, that is correct.

So, Mr. Golembiewski, you are not making a motion to add it to the agenda?
Correct.

And Ms. Hall has withdrawn her second. So therefore, we have no motions in
front of us.

Correct.

Ver-, very good. Okay. Moving on to administrative matters, Attorney
Bachman.

Thank you, Vice Chair Morissette. For upcoming calendar events, next week
on Tuesday, November 18, we have a continued evidentiary hearing session
for Docket Number 5-, 492A, 2:00. On Thursday, November 20, we have an
evidentiary hearing session at 2:00 and a public comment session at 6:30 for
Docket Number 542. And as Vice Chair Morissette mentioned, the last
meeting of 2025 will be held on Thursday, December 11, at 1 p.m. Thank you.
Thank you, Attorney Bachman. With that, is there a motion to adjourn?

So moved.

Second?

Second.

Thank you. Thank you, everyone. We are hereby adjourned. Have a good
evening. Thank you.
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TRANSCRIPTIO

LLC
ESTABLISHED IN 1989

November 14, 2025

RE:  Transcript: Harris Beach Murtha - JoAnne DiPersio - CT Siting Council E&T Mtg. 11-
13-2025

Please be advised that the above-referenced typewritten transcript is a true and accurate
transcription of the recorded conversations to the extent that the audio could be clearly
heard/understood. Portions that could not be heard or understood have been notated with
[inaudible] or highlighted in yellow.

Sincerely,

Mary Q. Goehring

Mary A. Goehring
CEO, Transcription Plus, LLC

I certify that this document is a true and accurate transcription of the audio voice file indicated
above.

Fiebly Meier
Kelly Meier, Transcriptionist
Transcription Plus, LLC

CAeCO ¢ CTeMD e Ml eNC e SC
Ph: 860.583.2818 ¢ Fax: 803.701.7025
E-mail: mary@transcriptionplus.net ¢ Web: www.transcriptionplus.net
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