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        September 11, 2025 
 
Via E-mail and Federal Express  
 
Connecticut Siting Council 
Ten Franklin Square 
New Britain, CT 06051 
Attention: Melanie Bachman, Esq., Executive Director  
 
Re: Docket No. 516R - The United Illuminating Company (UI) application for a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the Fairfield to 
Congress Railroad Transmission Line 115-kV Rebuild Project that consists of the 
relocation and rebuild of its existing 115- kilovolt (kV) electric transmission lines from 
the railroad catenary structures to new steel monopole structures and related 
modifications along approximately 7.3 miles of the Connecticut Department of 
Transportation’s Metro-North Railroad corridor between Structure B648S located 
east of Sasco Creek in Fairfield and UI’s Congress Street Substation in Bridgeport, 
and the rebuild of two existing 115-kV transmission lines along 0.23 mile of existing 
UI right-of-way to facilitate interconnection of the rebuilt 115-kV electric 
transmission lines at UI’s existing Ash Creek, Resco, Pequonnock and Congress Street 
Substations traversing the municipalities of Bridgeport and Fairfield, Connecticut. 
Court-ordered Remand Regarding Connecticut Siting Council’s February 15, 2024 
Final Decision pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes § 4-183(j). 

 Joint Comments to Draft Remand Findings of Fact 

 
Dear Attorney Bachman: 
 
 Enclosed please find an original and fifteen copies of the Joint Comments to Draft 
Remand Findings of Fact regarding Docket No. 516R. 
 

    VERY TRULY YOURS, 
 

    TOWN OF FAIRFIELD  
 
     By: /s/ David A. Ball__________ 
      David A. Ball, Esq. 
      Cohen and Wolf, P.C. 

Its Attorneys  
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CITY OF BRIDGEPORT  

 
     By: /s/ Lee Hoffman, Esq.   
      Lee Hoffman, Esq. 

Pullman & Comley LLC 
Its Attorneys  
 

 
INTERVENORS: SASCO CREEK NEIGHBORS 
ENVIRONMENTAL TRUST INC., NATIONAL TRUST 
FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION, PEQUOT LIBRARY 
ASS., SASQUANAUG ASS. FOR SOUTHPORT 
IMPROVEMENT, INC., UNITED PROPERTIES, INVEST 
II, 2190 POST ROAD LLC, TRINITY EPISCOPAL 
CHURCH, INTERNATIONAL INVESTORS, STEPHEN 
OZYCK, ANDREA OZYCK, & DAVID PARKER  

 
     By: /s/ Mario F. Coppola________ 
      Mario F. Coppola, Esq. 
      Berchem Moses PC 

     Their Attorneys 
 

SOUTHPORT CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH 
 

     By: /s/ Brian E. Spears   
      Brian E. Spears 

Spears Manning & Martini, LLC 
Its Attorneys 

Cc:  Service List 
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September 11, 2025 

Joint Comments to Draft Remand Findings of Fact  

On Behalf of the Town of Fairfield, the City of Bridgeport, Sasco Creek Neighbors 

Environmental Trust, the National Trust for Historic Preservation in the United States, 

Pequot Library Association, Sasquannaug Association for Southport Improvement, Inc., 

United Properties, Invest II, 2190 Post Road, LLC, International Investors, GP, Trinity 

Episcopal Church, Southport Congregational Church, Stephen Ozyck, Andrea Ozyck and 

David Parker 
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I. Introduction  

These Joint Comments to the Council’s Draft Remand Findings of Fact dated September 

4, 2025 are submitted on behalf of the Town of Fairfield, City of Bridgeport, Sasco Creek 

Neighbors Environmental Trust, the National Trust for Historic Preservation in the United States, 

Pequot Library Association, Sasquannaug Association for Southport Improvement, Inc., United 

Properties, Invest II, 2190 Post Road, LLC, International Investors, GP, Trinity Episcopal 

Church, Southport Congregational Church, Stephen Ozyck, Andrea Ozyck and David Parker 

(the “Commenting Parties”). 

At the Council’s June 13, 2025 meeting, the Council took a straw poll vote of each 

member, and a majority voted to deny UI’s Application for a Certificate of Environmental 

Compatibility and Public Need, and, specifically, UI’s proposed overhead monopole project 

south of the Metro-North railroad tracks (the “Southern Overhead Route”1).  The Southern 

Overhead Route, if approved, would have enormous adverse impacts on private and municipal 

properties of historic, cultural, and religious significance, including an unacceptable taking of 

more than 19 acres of property.  Council members voted to deny UI’s Application because, as 

Council Member Hall stated, UI failed to consider “alternative approaches” that would avoid the 

“significant” impacts on wetlands, cultural resources and nearby residents that the UI’s Southern 

Overhead Route project will cause.  The Council’s June 2025 vote marked the second time that 

the Council had rejected the Southern Overhead Route; the first being in February 2024 when it 

voted for the Hannon-Morissette Alternative, which involved modifications to the 1130 Line 

north of the Metro-North railroad tracks.  

 
1 The Southern Overhead Route is referred to as Alternative 1 in the Draft Remand Findings of Fact. 
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Less than three months after voting for the second time to deny approval for the Southern 

Overhead Route, at its September 4, 2025 meeting, the Council reversed itself.  Council Member 

Hall, referring to the Hannon-Morisette Alternative, switched her vote after expressing the 

concern that the “compromise proposal could not be moved forward.”  This concern, however, is 

unfounded.  If the Council believes that a “compromise proposal” can be achieved, then it has 

every right to deny this Application without prejudice, which would presumably compel UI to 

“compromise” and come back to the Council with a new application that takes into account the 

need to minimize adverse impacts on the precious cultural resources in Bridgeport and Fairfield.   

While the Council’s approval of the Hannon-Morissette Alternative was determined to 

exceed the Council’s authority because UI never filed any application to modify the 1130 Line, 

the Council should not feel hamstrung into now voting for the unacceptable Southern Overhead 

Route.  Contrary to the sentiment expressed by Council members at the September 4, 2025 

meeting, even if the Council believes that there is a need for some project, the Council has far 

more latitude to shape the ultimate project than to merely accept the Southern Overhead Route as 

a fait accompli, reverse their two previous denials, and support the unsupportable.  

Moreover, nothing has changed since the Council had the wisdom to reject the Southern 

Overhead Route on two prior occasions.  Indeed, the Council’s inexplicable reversal of its prior 

straw vote is not justified by the record.  Since the Council’s two prior rejections of the Southern 

Overhead Route, there has literally been no change in the record.  There has been no new 

evidence, no hearings, no public deliberations, nor anything new that hasn’t already been 

considered by the Council to justify a reversal of this magnitude.   

The Council has every right – and respectfully, the obligation – to adhere to its statutory 

duty to balance impacts on environmental, scenic, historic, cultural and recreational values 
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against any need for this project by denying the Application without prejudice.  UI should be 

forced to compromise and come back to the Council with a fully vetted proposal that takes into 

consideration the precious cultural resources of Bridgeport and Fairfield, and minimizes impacts 

to these communities, on either side of the Metro North railroad tracks. 

The Commenting Parties, therefore, urge the Council to revisit its straw vote, deny UI’s 

Application, and allow for a “compromise proposal” to be considered that would avoid the 

devastating adverse impacts that will result from the Southern Overhead Route on private and 

municipal properties of historic, cultural, and religious significance.  For the reasons set forth 

herein and in each of their respective post-hearing briefs, proposed findings of fact, comments to 

draft findings of fact, and submissions filed in Docket 516 and Docket 516R2, all of which are 

 
2  Specifically, the following filings are incorporated and restated in response to the Draft Remand Findings 

of Fact as if fully set forth herein: 

 

a) Town of Fairfield Post-Hearing Brief and Proposed Findings of Fact dated January 11, 2024, available at 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-

medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516fairfieldbrieffofcombined_a.pdf?rev=fa89

b216bb74410fb6fe5e9e90d7584e&hash=E6CCDA0BCDFF71A6706A3008DBD4E3FD (identified in Docket 

516 as “Town of Fairfield Additional Post-Hearing Brief and Proposed Findings of Fact, 01/11/24”). 

b) Town of Fairfield Comments to Council's Draft Findings of Fact dated February 8, 2024, available at 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-

medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516town-of-fairfieldcomments-to-proposed-

findings-of-

fact_a.pdf?rev=c39587cfd34c412ea8ede5ebbb50734e&hash=F5C10C8F92E6F1058D4695DB959FA3E5. 

c) Town of Fairfield and City of Bridgeport Joint Letter to the Council dated June 6, 2025, available at 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-

medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516r/proceduralcorrespondence/do516r-fairfield_bridgeportjoint-letter-to-

siting-council-6-6-

25_a.pdf?rev=629cb295cccc450487b2f92fb639a130&hash=ABD132C3B6AFCD061E6514963BE91020. 

d) City of Bridgeport Post-Hearing Brief dated January 11, 2024, available at https://portal.ct.gov/-

/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/bridgeportsubmissions/do516-

bridgeportposthearingbrief_a.pdf?rev=b8e90b1555a543dea0b7474057eb9b46&hash=6FF5F3F145E2A89633D

F0AD2E87E9ACA. 

e) SCNET Group Post-Hearing Brief dated January 11, 2024, available at https://portal.ct.gov/-

/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/post-hearing-brief-of-the-scnet-

intervenors_a.pdf?rev=1601a807d1254588bd87c217ba527465&hash=9F8AF06BD5E245D6ADB65DD94344

DC6D. 

f) SCNET Group Proposed Findings of Fact dated January 11, 2024, available at https://portal.ct.gov/-

/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/proposed-findings-of-fact-of-the-

scnet-

 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516fairfieldbrieffofcombined_a.pdf?rev=fa89b216bb74410fb6fe5e9e90d7584e&hash=E6CCDA0BCDFF71A6706A3008DBD4E3FD
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516fairfieldbrieffofcombined_a.pdf?rev=fa89b216bb74410fb6fe5e9e90d7584e&hash=E6CCDA0BCDFF71A6706A3008DBD4E3FD
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516fairfieldbrieffofcombined_a.pdf?rev=fa89b216bb74410fb6fe5e9e90d7584e&hash=E6CCDA0BCDFF71A6706A3008DBD4E3FD
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516town-of-fairfieldcomments-to-proposed-findings-of-fact_a.pdf?rev=c39587cfd34c412ea8ede5ebbb50734e&hash=F5C10C8F92E6F1058D4695DB959FA3E5
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516town-of-fairfieldcomments-to-proposed-findings-of-fact_a.pdf?rev=c39587cfd34c412ea8ede5ebbb50734e&hash=F5C10C8F92E6F1058D4695DB959FA3E5
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516town-of-fairfieldcomments-to-proposed-findings-of-fact_a.pdf?rev=c39587cfd34c412ea8ede5ebbb50734e&hash=F5C10C8F92E6F1058D4695DB959FA3E5
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/fairfieldsubmissions/do516town-of-fairfieldcomments-to-proposed-findings-of-fact_a.pdf?rev=c39587cfd34c412ea8ede5ebbb50734e&hash=F5C10C8F92E6F1058D4695DB959FA3E5
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516r/proceduralcorrespondence/do516r-fairfield_bridgeportjoint-letter-to-siting-council-6-6-25_a.pdf?rev=629cb295cccc450487b2f92fb639a130&hash=ABD132C3B6AFCD061E6514963BE91020
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516r/proceduralcorrespondence/do516r-fairfield_bridgeportjoint-letter-to-siting-council-6-6-25_a.pdf?rev=629cb295cccc450487b2f92fb639a130&hash=ABD132C3B6AFCD061E6514963BE91020
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516r/proceduralcorrespondence/do516r-fairfield_bridgeportjoint-letter-to-siting-council-6-6-25_a.pdf?rev=629cb295cccc450487b2f92fb639a130&hash=ABD132C3B6AFCD061E6514963BE91020
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516r/proceduralcorrespondence/do516r-fairfield_bridgeportjoint-letter-to-siting-council-6-6-25_a.pdf?rev=629cb295cccc450487b2f92fb639a130&hash=ABD132C3B6AFCD061E6514963BE91020
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/bridgeportsubmissions/do516-bridgeportposthearingbrief_a.pdf?rev=b8e90b1555a543dea0b7474057eb9b46&hash=6FF5F3F145E2A89633DF0AD2E87E9ACA
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/bridgeportsubmissions/do516-bridgeportposthearingbrief_a.pdf?rev=b8e90b1555a543dea0b7474057eb9b46&hash=6FF5F3F145E2A89633DF0AD2E87E9ACA
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/bridgeportsubmissions/do516-bridgeportposthearingbrief_a.pdf?rev=b8e90b1555a543dea0b7474057eb9b46&hash=6FF5F3F145E2A89633DF0AD2E87E9ACA
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/bridgeportsubmissions/do516-bridgeportposthearingbrief_a.pdf?rev=b8e90b1555a543dea0b7474057eb9b46&hash=6FF5F3F145E2A89633DF0AD2E87E9ACA
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/post-hearing-brief-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=1601a807d1254588bd87c217ba527465&hash=9F8AF06BD5E245D6ADB65DD94344DC6D
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/post-hearing-brief-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=1601a807d1254588bd87c217ba527465&hash=9F8AF06BD5E245D6ADB65DD94344DC6D
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/post-hearing-brief-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=1601a807d1254588bd87c217ba527465&hash=9F8AF06BD5E245D6ADB65DD94344DC6D
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/post-hearing-brief-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=1601a807d1254588bd87c217ba527465&hash=9F8AF06BD5E245D6ADB65DD94344DC6D
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/proposed-findings-of-fact-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=b9293480dd084cff8260eff5f86ee045&hash=51891BCF81A4B8E86C4A4A9A113ED007
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/proposed-findings-of-fact-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=b9293480dd084cff8260eff5f86ee045&hash=51891BCF81A4B8E86C4A4A9A113ED007
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/proposed-findings-of-fact-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=b9293480dd084cff8260eff5f86ee045&hash=51891BCF81A4B8E86C4A4A9A113ED007
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incorporated as if fully set forth herein, the Commenting Parties request that the Council deny 

UI’s Application and require UI to file a new application in strict compliance with Connecticut 

law, including Judge Budzik’s April 23, 2025 decision reversing the Council’s February 15, 

2024 final decision and Public Utility Environmental Standards Act, Conn. Gen. Stat. § 16-50g 

et seq. (“PUESA”), as amended by Public Act No. 24-144. 

II. Exceptions to Proposed Findings of Fact 

The Commenting Parties reiterate that an underground alternative within public roads is 

the preferred siting option (if the Council were to determine there is a public need, which is 

disputed) and restate their objections to all proposed remand findings of fact that conflict with 

the Commenting Parties’ filings incorporated by reference as set forth above.  

Finally, the Commenting Parties provide the following additional comment to proposed 

remand findings of fact paragraph number 697: 

 
intervenors_a.pdf?rev=b9293480dd084cff8260eff5f86ee045&hash=51891BCF81A4B8E86C4A4A9A113ED00

7. 

g) SCNET Group Comments and Proposed Revisions to Council's Draft Findings of Fact dated February 8, 2024, 

available at https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-

medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/scnet-intervenors-comments-and-proposed-

revisiontocsc-draft-findings-of-

fact_a.pdf?rev=ac05a14346684cbb9c0e4f45276cb6f1&hash=3F6826A1B50B57EBC27D2B5447AA4349. 

h) National Trust for Historic Preservation Post-Hearing Brief dated January 11, 2024, available at 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-

medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/chrisrussosubmissions/national-trust-comments-on-ui-application-for-

fairfield-to-congress-railroad-transmission-line--

jan.pdf?rev=50eedac3e8334c398a87fc57196bca36&hash=8E182289CB9B453BF804B7A00CB567D7. 

i) Southport Congregational Church Proposed Findings of Fact dated January 11, 2024, available at 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/20240111-

ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-congregational-proposed-findings-of-fact-docket-no-

516.pdf?rev=0e19483498df46279f9e88aeea6aaeb0&hash=A5E99AA5A6336BA52AA331A1D480D93C. 

j) Southport Congregational Church Comments and Proposed Revisions to Council's Draft Findings of Fact dated 

February 8, 2024, available at https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-

medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/20240208-ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-

congregational-do516southportcongochurchcomments-and-

propos.pdf?rev=0b448e6c7c7c4d298ea6483cb82bcea0&hash=D782D5B1002FCFD59AD7E4DD45624532. 

 

 

 

 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/proposed-findings-of-fact-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=b9293480dd084cff8260eff5f86ee045&hash=51891BCF81A4B8E86C4A4A9A113ED007
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/proposed-findings-of-fact-of-the-scnet-intervenors_a.pdf?rev=b9293480dd084cff8260eff5f86ee045&hash=51891BCF81A4B8E86C4A4A9A113ED007
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/scnet-intervenors-comments-and-proposed-revisiontocsc-draft-findings-of-fact_a.pdf?rev=ac05a14346684cbb9c0e4f45276cb6f1&hash=3F6826A1B50B57EBC27D2B5447AA4349
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/scnet-intervenors-comments-and-proposed-revisiontocsc-draft-findings-of-fact_a.pdf?rev=ac05a14346684cbb9c0e4f45276cb6f1&hash=3F6826A1B50B57EBC27D2B5447AA4349
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/scnet-intervenors-comments-and-proposed-revisiontocsc-draft-findings-of-fact_a.pdf?rev=ac05a14346684cbb9c0e4f45276cb6f1&hash=3F6826A1B50B57EBC27D2B5447AA4349
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/scnet-intervenors-comments-and-proposed-revisiontocsc-draft-findings-of-fact_a.pdf?rev=ac05a14346684cbb9c0e4f45276cb6f1&hash=3F6826A1B50B57EBC27D2B5447AA4349
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/chrisrussosubmissions/national-trust-comments-on-ui-application-for-fairfield-to-congress-railroad-transmission-line--jan.pdf?rev=50eedac3e8334c398a87fc57196bca36&hash=8E182289CB9B453BF804B7A00CB567D7
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/chrisrussosubmissions/national-trust-comments-on-ui-application-for-fairfield-to-congress-railroad-transmission-line--jan.pdf?rev=50eedac3e8334c398a87fc57196bca36&hash=8E182289CB9B453BF804B7A00CB567D7
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/chrisrussosubmissions/national-trust-comments-on-ui-application-for-fairfield-to-congress-railroad-transmission-line--jan.pdf?rev=50eedac3e8334c398a87fc57196bca36&hash=8E182289CB9B453BF804B7A00CB567D7
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/chrisrussosubmissions/national-trust-comments-on-ui-application-for-fairfield-to-congress-railroad-transmission-line--jan.pdf?rev=50eedac3e8334c398a87fc57196bca36&hash=8E182289CB9B453BF804B7A00CB567D7
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/20240111-ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-congregational-proposed-findings-of-fact-docket-no-516.pdf?rev=0e19483498df46279f9e88aeea6aaeb0&hash=A5E99AA5A6336BA52AA331A1D480D93C
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/20240111-ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-congregational-proposed-findings-of-fact-docket-no-516.pdf?rev=0e19483498df46279f9e88aeea6aaeb0&hash=A5E99AA5A6336BA52AA331A1D480D93C
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/pandirequests/20240111-ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-congregational-proposed-findings-of-fact-docket-no-516.pdf?rev=0e19483498df46279f9e88aeea6aaeb0&hash=A5E99AA5A6336BA52AA331A1D480D93C
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/20240208-ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-congregational-do516southportcongochurchcomments-and-propos.pdf?rev=0b448e6c7c7c4d298ea6483cb82bcea0&hash=D782D5B1002FCFD59AD7E4DD45624532
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/20240208-ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-congregational-do516southportcongochurchcomments-and-propos.pdf?rev=0b448e6c7c7c4d298ea6483cb82bcea0&hash=D782D5B1002FCFD59AD7E4DD45624532
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/20240208-ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-congregational-do516southportcongochurchcomments-and-propos.pdf?rev=0b448e6c7c7c4d298ea6483cb82bcea0&hash=D782D5B1002FCFD59AD7E4DD45624532
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/1_media_do500_600/do516/sascocreeksubmissions/20240208-ltr-ct-siting-council-southport-congregational-do516southportcongochurchcomments-and-propos.pdf?rev=0b448e6c7c7c4d298ea6483cb82bcea0&hash=D782D5B1002FCFD59AD7E4DD45624532
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697. The proposed route and alternative routes that were not rejected or eliminated by UI in its 

application are feasible route configurations for the proposed Project and are as follows: 

 

1. Alternative 1: the proposed Project using both single-circuit and double-circuit 

monopoles located south of the railroad corridor; 

2. Alternative 2: Project alternative using single-circuit monopoles located north and 

south of the railroad corridor; and 

3. Alternative 5: hybrid Project alternative using both single-circuit and double-circuit 

monopoles with one circuit located north of the railroad corridor and one circuit 

located south of the railroad corridor. 

 

Comment:  This finding should be deleted.  For the reasons set forth in the Commenting 

Parties’ submissions and as expressed by a majority of the members of the Council at the 

June 13, 2025 meeting, UI has failed to present sufficient evidence that any of these route 

configurations for the proposed Project are feasible. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

    TOWN OF FAIRFIELD  

 

    By: /s/      

David A. Ball, Esq.   

     David E. Dobin, Esq.     

     Cohen and Wolf, P.C. 

     1115 Broad Street 

     Bridgeport, CT  06604 

     Tel.  (203) 368-0211 

     Fax  (203) 394-9901 

     dball@cohenandwolf.com 

     ddobin@cohenandwolf.com 

      

 

CITY OF BRIDGEPORT  

 

     By: /s/      

Lee D. Hoffman 

Liana Feinn 

Pullman & Comley, LLC 

90 State House Square 

Hartford, CT 06103-3702 

860-424-4300 (p) 

860-424-4370 (f) 

lhoffman@pullcom.com 

lfeinn@pullcom.com 
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INTERVENORS: SASCO CREEK NEIGHBORS 

ENVIRONMENTAL TRUST INC., NATIONAL TRUST 

FOR HISTORIC PRESERVATION, PEQUOT LIBRARY 

ASS., SASQUANAUG ASS. FOR SOUTHPORT 

IMPROVEMENT, INC., UNITED PROPERTIES, INVEST 

II, 2190 POST ROAD LLC, TRINITY EPISCOPAL 

CHURCH, INTERNATIONAL INVESTORS, STEPHEN 

OZYCK, ANDREA OZYCK, & DAVID PARKER  

 

     By: /s/      
Mario F. Coppola, Esq. 

Matthew L. Studer, Esq. 

Berchem Moses PC 

1221 Post Road East, Suite 301 

Westport, CT 06880 

Telephone No.: (203) 227-9545 

Facsimile No.: (203) 226-1641 

Juris No.: 065850 

mcoppola@berchemmoses.com 

mstuder@berchemmoses.com 

 

 

SOUTHPORT CONGREGATIONAL CHURCH 

 

     By: /s/       

Brian E. Spears, Esq. 

Leslie A. Cahill, Esq. 

Spears Manning & Martini LLC 

2425 Post Road, Suite 203 

Southport, CT  06890 

Telephone: 203-292-9766 

Facsimile: 203-292-9682 

Email: bspears@spearsmanning.com 

            lcahill@spearsmanning.com 

 

CC: Service List 


