State of Connecticut

GENERAL ASSEMBLY
STATE CAPITOL
HARTFORD, CONNECTICUT 06106

June 10, 2025

Melanie A. Bachman
Executive Director
Connecticut Siting Council
Ten Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

RE: Docket No. 516R - Court-ordered Remand Regarding Connecticut Siting Council’s
February 15, 2024 Final Decision pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes § 183(j)

Dear Ms. Bachman:

We have read the letter that was sent on June 6, 2025 to the Siting Council by several parties who are
involved in this docket. Those parties correctly noted that the Superior Court reviewed the materials
presented to the Siting Council by United [lluminating and found that the Council’s decision that
approved UI’s proposed plan “was made in excess of the council’s statutory authority, upon unlawful
procedure, and that the plaintiffs have been prejudiced thereby.” The Court further stated that the
Council’s decision “violate[d] principles of fundamental fairness” and deprived the parties of the ability
to “‘prepare intelligently’” for the proceedings. The Court then sent the matter back to the Council to
conduct further proceedings consistent with the Court’s findings.

Unfortunately, it appears that the Siting Council will not be conducting further proceedings in this
matter. Rather, based on the June 6' letter and the agenda for the Siting Council’s June 12, 2025
meeting, it appears that the Council intends to draft new findings of fact in this docket without
conducting any additional fact finding in the matter. We are concerned by this turn of events.

We believe that the best course of action would be for the Council to dismiss UI’s application in its
entirety and have Ul begin the process anew with full, meaningful input from the public (as required by
the recently passed amendments to PUESA) under the directives of Public Act 24-144, before Ul ever
submits its application. That would give the residents of Bridgeport and Fairfield the fair treatment they
are due under the law. Barring that, at a minimum, we would expect that the Council would conduct
additional hearings in this matter to effectuate the legislation’s requirements that the public be included
in deliberations and to better evaluate an undergrounding alternative that would preserve Bridgeport’s
and Fairfield’s precious historic, cultural, and religious resources.

It is clear that the Council had substantial, and justified, issues with UI’s original proposal, and therefore
sought to significantly modify that proposal. Such modifications may be the beginning of an
appropriately balanced outcome, but they should not be the end of the discussion. We believe that more
work is needed — and more robust inclusion of public participation and deliberation — before any final
determinations can be made.
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Furthermore, we would like to schedule a mutually convenient date and time to meet at the Legislative
Office Building in Hartford to discuss this matter further. Austin Hyatt, Clerk for the Judiciary
Committee, will be reaching out shortly to arrange the meeting.

Very truly yours,

Representative Steve Stafstrom
129" House District
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Representative Marcus Brown
127" House District

Representative Antonio Felipe
130" House District
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133" House District
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Senator Sujata Gadkar-Wilcox
22" Senate District
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Senator Tony Hwang
28™" Senate District
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Representative Fred Gee
126™ House District

Representative Christopher Rosario
128% House District

Representative Jennifer Leeper
132" House District
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Representative Sarah Keitt
134" House District
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Senator Herron Gaston
23 Senate District



