STATE OF CONNECTICUT
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

IN RE:

DOCKET NO. 530

Homeland Towers, LLC and Cellco

Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless

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 :

196 East Haddam-Colchester Turnpike, : April 17, 2025
East Haddam, Connecticut.
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PRE-FILED TESTIMONY OF STEPHEN LONGOBARDI

Mr. Longobardi, please summarize your professional background in the
telecommunications industry.

| am the President of Candid Corporation (“Candid”), and a Party in this
proceeding. | am also a resident at 200 East Haddam Colchester Turnpike East
Haddam, CT. | was engaged in the telecommunications industry with Candid
Communications from 1998-2005. | successfully completed five (5) towers in
Connecticut which included the following carriers: SENT/CINGULAR, AT&T,
VERIZON, T-MOBILE, and SPRINT. | personally handled the leasing, zoning and

construction of those towers.

What is the purpose of your testimony?
My testimony provides background and irrefutable information relating to this

Application for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need
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(“Application”) for the proposed facility (“Facility”) at 196 East Haddam Colchester

Turnpike, East Haddam, Connecticut (the “Site”).

What was your role in this Application?

| am a Party to the Application because my residence is located on a property that
abuts the Site and will be irreparably impacted by the construction of the proposed
facility. .

Why did you purchase your residence in this area of East Haddam?
Approximately 16 years ago | purchased my residence in this area of East Haddam
for its natural beauty, lakefront views, the abundance of nature including bald
eagles, and quiet surroundings.

Please describe your research on the proposed Application.

My research included zoning, existing towers in the area, possible alternate sites,
distances between existing towers and alternative sites, visual analysis which
included a balloon test as well as an avian study.

Did you participate in the Town of East Haddam’s municipal review?

Yes.

Did you request information from the Applicant during the pendency of the
Technical Report?

Yes, however no information was received from the Applicant.
What is your objection to the pending Application?
The Applicant is developing a new site without first utilizing existing towers. It is

abutting wetlands and is located in the special “Lake Zone” zoning district. It is
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surrounded by conservation areas as well as properties controlled by the East
Haddam Land Trust.

Are you aware of any other sites being considered by the town of East
Haddam as an alternative to the resulting environmental impacts of the
proposed Site?

Yes.

In your opinion how does the Application fail to meet the statutory criteria?
The Applicant has failed to:

Exhaust all possible sites that would avoid the environmental impact of the
proposed site;

Consider the modification of existing tower sites;

Perform a balloon test and viewshed analysis (rather than the desktop viewshed
proffered);

Engage with the Town with discussion regarding other options; and

Respond to inquiries | made during the technical report stage of this Application.

How would you like the Council to rule in the Application?

| request the Council deny the application until the other, viable alternatives have
been vetted and the appropriate responsive information has been provided to this
Party.
Does this conclude your testimony?

Yes.




| hereby affirm that the foregoing is true orrect to the best of my knowledge.

~Stéphen LV.}///drwlgobalrdi .

Sworn t nd subscribed before me this 17th day of April, 2025.

LN

Paul E. Proto Xr r/
Commissioner of the Superior’Court




