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CERTIFIED COPY

STATE OF CONNECTI CUT
CONNECTI CUT SI TI NG COUNCI L

Docket No. 534
The Towers, LLC, Application for a Certificate of
Envi ronnental Conpatibility and Public Need for the
Construction, M ntenance, and Operation of a
Tel econmuni cations Facility and Associ ated Equi pnent
Located at 90 Wodst ock Avenue West (Route 171),
Wodst ock, Connecti cut.

Zoom Renote Public Hearing (Tel econference),

on Thursday, July 17, 2025, beginning at 6:30 p.m

He |l d Bef or e:
JOHN MORI SSETTE, THE VI CE CHAIR
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JOHN MORI SSETTE (Vi ce Chair)
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DEEP Desi gnee

QUAT NGUYEN,
PURA Desi gnee

CHANCE CARTER
KHRI STI NE HALL
DANI EL P. LYNCH, JR

Counci |l Staff:
| FEANYl NWANKWO
Siting Anal yst

MELANI E BACHMAN, ESQ ,

Executive Director and Staff Attorney

LI SA FONTAI NE

Adm ni strative Support
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For The Towers, LLC
ROBERT BURNS,

G vil Engi neer
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(Begin: 6:30 p.m)

THE VICE CHAIR  Good evening, |adies and gentl enen.

This hearing is called to order this Thursday,
July 17, 2025, at 6:30 p.m

My nane is John Morissette, Vice Chair of the
Connecticut Siting Council. Oher nenbers of the
Council are Brian CGol enbi ewski, designee for
Conmmi ssi oner Katie Dykes of the Departnent of
Energy and Environnmental Protection; Quat Nguyen,
desi gnee for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gllett of
the Public Uilities Regulatory Authority; Chance
Carter; Khristine Hall; and Daniel P. Lynch, Jr.

Menbers of the staff are Executive Director
Mel ani e Bachman, Siting Anal yst |feanyi Nwankwo,
and Adm ni strative Support Lisa Fontai ne.

| f you haven't done so already, | ask that
everyone please nmute their conputer audi o and/or
t el ephones now. Thank you.

This is a continuation of the public hearing
that began at 2 p.m this afternoon. A copy of
t he prepared agenda is available on the Council's
website, along with the record of this matter, the
public hearing notice, instructions for public

access to this public hearing, and the Council's
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citizens guide to the Siting Council's procedures.

This hearing is held pursuant to the
provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General
Statutes and of the Uniform Adm nistrative
Procedure Act upon application from The Towers,
LLC, for a certificate of environnental
conpatibility and public need for the
construction, maintenance, and operation of a
t el ecomuni cations facility and the associ at ed
equi pnment | ocated at 90 Wodst ock Avenue West,
al so known as Route 171, in Wodst ock,
Connecticut. This application was received by the
Council on April 1, 2025.

This application is also governed by the
Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996, which is
adm ni stered by the Federal Communications
Commi ssion. This Act prohibits this Council from
considering the health effects of radiofrequency
em ssions on human health and wildlife to the
extent the em ssions fromthe tower are within
federal acceptable safe |imts standards, which
standard is also followed by the State Departnent
of Public Health.

The Federal Act al so prohibits this Council

fromdiscrimnating between and anongst providers
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of functionally equival ent services. This neans
that if one carrier already provides a service for
an area other carriers have the right to conpete
and provide service in the area.

The Council's legal notice of the date and
time of this public hearing was published in the
Whodst ock Villager on May 9, 2025. Upon this
Council's request, the Applicant erected a sign in
the vicinity of the proposed site so as to inform
the public of the nanme of the Applicant, the type
of the facility, the public hearing date, and
contact information for the Council, including the
websi te and phone nunber.

As a rem nder to all, off-the-record
communi cation with a nenber of the Council or a
menber of the Council's staff upon the nerits of
this application is prohibited by | aw

This public comrent session is reserved for
menbers of the public who signed up to nake brief
statenents. These |limted appearance statenents
are not subject to questions fromthe parties or
the Council, and nenbers of the public making
statenents may not ask questions of the parties or
t he Council.

| n accordance with the public hearing notice,
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and in fairness to everyone who signed up to
speak, these public statenents wll be limted to
three mnutes. Please be advised that witten
comments may be submtted by any person wthin 30
days of this public hearing.

| wish to note that the Applicant, including
their representatives, wtnesses, and nenbers, are
not allowed to participate in the public conment
session. | also wsh to note for those who are
listening and for the benefit of your friends and
nei ghbors who are unable to join us for the public
comment session, that you or they may send witten
statenents to the Council within 30 days of the
date hereof of by mail or by e-nmil.

Pl ease be advised that any person may be
renoved fromthe public comment session at the
di scretion of the Council. W ask each person
making a |limted appearance statenent in this
proceeding to confine his or her statenents to the
subj ect natter before the Council, and to avoid
unr easonabl e repetition so that we nmay hear al
t he concerns you and your nei ghbors may have.
Pl ease be advi sed the Council cannot answer
guestions fromthe public about the proposal.

A verbatimtranscript wll be made of this
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hearing, and wll be deposited at the Wodst ock
Town Clerk's office for the conveni ence of the
publ i c.

At this tinme, | request the Applicant to make
a brief presentation to the public describing the
proposed facility. M. Robert Burns will be
maki ng that presentation.

M. Burns, good evening.

ROBERT BURNS: Thank you. Good eveni ng,

M. Morissette.

For the record, ny nane is Robert Burns. |'m
a licensed civil engineer in the state of
Connecticut, and | work for All-Points Technol ogy
Cor poration out of Waterford, Connecticut.

This is a presentation for the Towers, LLC,
Whodst ock South Tel ecommuni cation Facility. This
facility is to be located in an existing area at
90 Wodstock Avenue West, otherw se known as Route
171 in Wodstock, Connecticut, which is currently
occupi ed by an existing building supply retail
store. This parcel is |located on the south side
of Route 171.

If we could go to the next sheet, please?
Thank you.

Vehi cl e access to the proposed facility will
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be from Route 171 al ong the existing paved
driveway for the building supply store for

approxi mately 365 feet, and then commenci ng al ong
a proposed 12-foot-w de gravel driveway | ocated on
the east side of the existing drive, and w ||
proceed for approximately 265 feet east to the
proposed facility.

The proposed facility is to be |ocated
approxi mately 50 feet east of the existing paved
parking area for the building supply store. The
proposed facility will be a 60-foot by 60-foot
gravel surface conpound surrounded by an
8-foot-high chain-link fence with a 12-foot-w de
access gate on the north side.

The interior of the conpound has been sized
for four tel ecommunication carriers; Verizon and
ground space for three additional future carriers.

Qutside of the fence -- we could probably go
to the next sheet. Thank you.

Qutside of the fence on the northwestern side
of the conpound will be a proposed utility area,
which will include a utility backboard, which wll
house the electric neters for the facility, and an
electric transfornmer. This area will be

surrounded by steel bollards for protection.
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The proposed electric and tel ephone service
that will feed this site wll be overhead froma
new utility pole on the north side of Route 171 to
a new utility pole on the south side of Route 71
on the subject parcel.

Fromthat pole, it will proceed underground
fromthat pole along the east side of the existing
dri veway, and then along the north side of the

proposed gravel driveway, and term nate at the

facility. |Inside the fence in the southwestern
corner wll be Verizon's ground equi pnent, which
wll include a 10-foot by 20-foot concrete pad

w th equi pnent cabinets and a 50 kW di esel -fired
generator. |In the center of the conmpound wll be
a 150-foot tall nonopole.

Verizon, who is the anchor tenant here, is
planning to install 9 panel antennas, 6 radios,
and a 12 OVP, which wll be nounted on a
triangular platform the center line of which wll
be at 145. The tower will be designed for three
additional future carriers at ten-foot intervals
bel ow Verizon's installation. The tower wll not
be required to be lit or narked.

That concludes ny presentation. Thank you.

THE VICE CHAIR  Thank you, M. Burns.

10
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At this time, | wll call on Janes Huntley to
make a public statenent, followed by Jessie
Andr ews.
Janes Huntl ey, please?
JAMES HUNTLEY: Hello. Can you hear ne?
THE VICE CHAIR:  Yes, | can. Thank you.
JAMES HUNTLEY: Perfect. Thank you.
| ' m speaking to issue ny support for the cell
tower. The current coverage on Senexet Road is
terrible. | cannot nmake consistent phone calls
and carry on conversations with ny doctors
currently w thout being connected to a W-Fi to
assist. And | really would like to be able to
have really good coverage so that if |'m outside
of ny house, that | know that | can nake the call
for 911 or other services. So, | really would
support this cell tower.
Thank you.
THE VICE CHAIR  Thank you, M. Huntl ey.
| will now call upon Jessie Andrews, followed
by Ken Pelleck. Jessie Andrews, please?
Good evening. You're on nute. There you go.
JESSI E ANDREWS: Are we good?
THE VICE CHAIR  Yes, we're good. Thank you.
JESSI E ANDREWS: Hello, Siting Council nenbers. M nane

11
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Is Jessie Andrews. |'d like to speak today about
the wetlands and fl ood risks surroundi ng the
proposed cell tower site and the serious concerns
| have.

In recent years, heavy rains have caused the
Little River to flood so severely that the water
reaches the treeline visible fromny backyard, and
that's just fromrain. | can't inmagine what the
fl ooding would | ook |Iike during a hurricane or a
maj or nor' easter.

Wth clinmte change accel erati ng, those
events are no longer rare. They are expected.

Si x nmonths ago when we built an addition on our
home, we received a notice from-- (inaudible) --
fl ooded basenents when it rains.

Thi s proposed tower woul d be | ocated just
five feet fromthe outdated 500-year flood zone,
25 feet fromthe outdated hundred-year, 170 feet
from mapped wetl ands, and 370 feet fromthe Little
Ri ver. For context, nmy hone is roughly 400 feet
fromthat sane river.

Failing to reassess this site using updated
FEMA fl ood data woul d be irresponsi ble. Approving
this parcel for a nassive structure without fully

under st andi ng how wat er noves through it is a risk

12
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we sinply cannot take. This area is already
flood-prone. |If the tower is built here, it may
becone i naccessi ble during the very energencies
Verizon clains it's needed for. Backup systens
could fail. Electrical conponents could be
conprom sed. First responders and Veri zon
techni cians m ght not be able to reach the site
for refueling or repairs. Rather than serving as
a safety asset, this tower could becone a
dangerous liability.

| also want to highlight a recent incident
that denonstrates the real risk that this project
poses. On July 10th, an encl osed exterior
energency di esel generator, just like this one, at
Killingly Internediate School just seven mles
away, |eaked 30 to 50 gallons of fuel, triggering
a hazardous materials response and an
I nvestigation by Connecticut DEEP. This wasn't
hypot hetical. It happened, and it highlights why
fuel -powered infrastructures should not be placed
near sensitive ecosystens or drinking water
sour ces.

The tower proposed in this application
I ncl udes a generator hol di ng between 62 and 158

gallons of diesel. It would sit just 179 feet

13
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fromwetl|l ands and 370 feet fromthe Little River,
a drinking water source for Putnam According to
the Town of Wodstock's aquifer maps, this

| ocation lies directly over a high-capacity,

hi ghl y- per neabl e groundwat er recharge area.

Fuel doesn't stay put; it mgrates. 1In
fast-draining aquifers like this one, even a snal
spill can quickly |ead to w despread
contamnation. And if a |leak can happen at a
noni tored school facility, it can absolutely
happen at a renote, |ess supervised site |ike
Chace Building Supply. W are, after all, the
gui et corner.

This decision to approve this tower should be
based on clear community need, but in the nonths
| " ve spoken with residents and workers near this
site, other than Jim who cane out of the
woodwor ks -- | don't know -- | haven't heard one
person conpl ain about cell service or ask for a
new tower, including nyself.

Veri zon al ready has anot her 150-foot tower
going up just three mles away at a far |ess

I npactful | ocation.

THE VICE CHAIR  Thank you, Jessie Andrews.

Unfortunately, your tinme has expired, but thank

14
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you for your coments this evening.
We'll now call upon Ken Pelleck, followed by

Craig Andrews. Ken Pell eck, please? Ken Pelleck?

(No response.)

THE VICE CHAIR.  We'I|l now nove on to Crai g Andrews,
foll owed by Thomas and Lynn Goodel | .

Crai g Andrews, please?

CRAI G ANDREWS: Hey, John. Do | get any of the
person's mnutes before mne in the attenpt not to
waste what | have?

THE VICE CHAIR  No, you get your three m nutes.

CRAI G ANDREWS: All right, fantastic. M nane is Craig
Andrews. |'mjoining you today wwth a strong
opposition to this proposed cell tower.

We acknow edge there's sone reliable -- a
need for reliable tel ecommunications, but this
proposal presents a significant drawback that
out wei ghs its purported benefits.

Let's address the tower's visual inpact on
our community. 150-foot gal vani zed st eel
structure, even with a nuted gray finish will be
undeni ably prom nent in the | andscape. The

Applicant's own visual assessnent identifies 18

15



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

residential properties with views, including
year-round visibility for sone.

It's not a de mnims inpact, and Wodstock's
known for its rural charm and scenic beauty, and
this towering structure will irrevocably alter the
vi sual character of our town. |It's going to
di m ni sh property val ues and disturb the serene
environnent, environnents that our residents and
visitors cherish, and the proposed |ocation within
the site of honmes is going to be terrible.

Secondly, the justification for this tower,
while citing service exhaustion in a Putnamsite,
seens to overl ook existing infrastructure. W've
heard earlier today that three small-cell antennas
at the Wodst ock Fairground remai n operati onal
even if this newtower is built. [If existing
smal |l cells can provide capacity, why is such a
massive and visually intrusive tower the only
solution? W also heard that the Ponfret east
tower covers a simlar area and is yet to be
exhausted by the demand it receives.

So, we urge the Council to explore |ess
I npactful alternatives, such as optim zing these
existing infrastructures or considering snaller

solutions that integrate better with the

16
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community's aesthetic. | don't think the
Appl i cant has adequately denonstrated that this
specific 150-foot tower is the |east intrusive
means to address the service needs.

Furt hernore, we have to consider the
envi ronnent al and ecol ogi cal inpacts. The
Applicant outlined neasures for vernal pool
protection and stormvat er nanagenent, but the fact
remai ns that any construction introduces
di sturbances to the natural habitats, especially
the deep holes that wll be dug for the
f oundati on.

There's the presence of wood frogs, spotted
sal amanders, and the likely mgration across 171
underscores the ecological sensitivity of the
area. And additionally, the Applicant admtted
that deterring birds, particularly ospreys, from
nesting on the tower has been very unsuccessful in
t he past, which neans we're potentially creating
an attractive nuisance for wildlife, leading to
ongoi ng nmai ntenance issues and potential harmto
t he protected species.

And the | ack of proactive engagenent wth
| ocal officials and energency services is very

concerning. The Applicant stated they're not

17
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aware of any conversations at this tinme with | ocal
of ficials and have disregarded sites proposed by
the Town of Wodstock. This suggests nore of a

t op- down approach that prioritizes corporate

depl oynent over genui ne conmunity partnership.

And in conclusion, we respectfully request
the Council to deny this application and encourage
the Towers, LLC, and Verizon to pursue sol utions
that are truly conpatible with the character and
val ues of our conmunity.

A project of this scale should involve early
and robust dialogue wwth [ocal authorities and
town officials to collaborate, not just work on
private property and try to restrict the notice of
what they're paying that private property by what
was proposed and approved earlier today.

Thank you.

THE VICE CHAIR. Thank you, M. Andrews.

We'll continue with Thomas and Lynn Goodel |,
foll owed by Brianna Carter.

Thomas and Lynn Goodell, please?

THOVAS GOODELL: H, good afternoon. | just want -- |
don't have anything to add other, you know, to
what Craig and Jessie Andrews just stated. W

just want to just tell you that we are in

18
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opposition of the Tower for the sane reasons.

Thank you.

THE VICE CHAIR  Very good. Thank you.

We'll now continue with Brianna Carter,
followed by Carl Cecil. Brianna Carter, please?

BRI ANNA CARTER Hi, thank you so nuch for the chance
to join the conversation.

THE VICE CHAIR. (Good eveni ng.

BRI ANNA CARTER: | just want to talk a little bit about
the flood zone we're in here. |'mon Peake Brook
directly behind the Chace building and the
proposed Tower site.

The area here is very sensitive. |It's a very
sensitive wetland in regards to flooding. The
three houses directly next to Chace experience
annual flooding, nostly in the spring, but we
m ght even experience flooding with noderate
rainfall, not only our yards going towards Chace,
but even our houses. | can't speak too nmuch for
ny nei ghbors, but our honme al one can reach up to
two feet of water.

| have an el derly nei ghbor across the street
who still lives in his childhood honme, and he said
ever since he was little there has been

significant flooding every year for those near the
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br ook, which Chace is near the brook, and he
hasn't seen a year without. And we oursel ves,
unfortunately, have experienced that firsthand.

But | do want to say that even when it
doesn't flood, the ground is always very heavily
saturated even on our dry days. The inprovenents
t hat have been nmade over here, |ike the culvert
recently put in, are still failing to mtigate and
drain the water fromthe area. The flood zone
actually waps around the entirety of Chace, with
one little area where the tower is supposed to go.
| can e-mail the map.

So, realistically, this area obviously
doesn't provide a good foundation for the tower,
even wth the proposed site just being as little
as 5 feet away fromthe hundred-yard fl ood zone or
25 feet fromthe 500-year non-updated map. | can
al so go into detail about decreasing hone val ues,
nearly year-round view of the tower, and quite a
few ot her things, but three mnutes is short.

Earlier, it was said that the risk of
fl ooding was 1 percent, which sounded m ni mal, but
FEMA website itself concludes that 1 percent is
hi gh risk. Addressing the question on whether the

need is there for the tower, the townspeople and

20
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those in the direct area were nostly in agreeance
of saying no. The mgjority of us say no. |It's
not safe, we don't need it, and we don't want it.
W want to protect our |and that we already battle
with daily.

There are other proposed sites that Verizon
turned down that woul d have been better for the
structure itself and could benefit the Town itself
financially instead of a single private business.
Al so, there's a tower going up a snall distance
away. So, for the better service, that would be
suppl i ed.

So, this high-risk tower is not only

dangerous, but it's just overkill. It threatens

the thriving ecosystem and wthout debate poses a

negative health inpact to us and all, especially
the small children in the neighborhood. So, it's
easy to disconnect when it doesn't affect you
directly, but I wanted to speak for ny famly and
nmy nei ghbors because we do deserve to be heard.

It's really a disaster waiting to happen and
not in the sense of if, but nore in the sense of
when, and really who becones responsible for that.
You know?

But that's what | wanted to say. So, thank

21
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you SO nuch.

THE VICE CHAIR  Thank you, Brianna Carter, and thank

CARL

you for your coments this evening.

We'll now continue with Carl Cecil. Carl,
pl ease? (Good eveni ng.

CECI L: Thank you for the opportunity to speak
this evening. M nane is Carl Cecil. | ama
resi dent of Whodstock | ocated in the quiet corner
of Connecticut and the Last G een Vall ey.

| object to this 5Gtower installation on the
foll ow ng grounds. The public notice was poorly
advertised, only once listed in a local flyer,
Whodstock Villager. Had | known, | would have
put, you know, objections up nuch sooner and nore
vehenent | y.

But the inpacts. First, inpact on the |ocal
bee popul ation -- and as a beekeeper, | see this
directly. So first, the electromagnetic field
exposure causes distress, disorientation, and
death for the bees. It also disrupts their
habitat as well as their behavior. These factors
| ead to a declining bee population, thus reducing
pol li nation, which then inpacts our food sources.

Second, inpacts on local wldlife. EM

di srupts wldlife comunications and radar
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navigation. It disrupts behavior and health,
| eading to a decline in the nunber and variety of
speci es.

Third, inpact on humans. 5G EMF at hi gher
frequencies -- that's el ectromagnetic fields at
hi gher frequenci es have a nuch greater inpact on
humans. As noted earlier today in the testinony,
the 5G communi cati ons poses a particular threat
within the range of up to 300 feet, but actually
ext endi ng nmuch further fromthe source.

This proximty is critical for the
under st andi ng of the cunul ati ve i npact on human
and environnental health. A thorough
re-eval uation of the existing safety standards and
the inplenentation of protective neasures to
mtigate the risk of prolonged exposure to
mllinmeter waves is required.

Let me also -- let us also consider the
visual inpact. The average height of trees in
Whodst ock range from60 to 80 feet tall. This
eyesore woul d tower anywhere from 70 to 90 feet
above the treetops. Just inmagine that.
Therefore, this tower wll be observed mles away,
di srupting the small-town character of our town,

Whodst ock, in the quiet corner of Connecticut.
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A recommendati on? Reconsider the siting of
this tower or any future towers in an area that is
| ess travel ed by both humans and wildlife and w |
not disturb the | ook and feel of the quiet corner.
Consi der the Wodstock Town Transfer Site all uded
to earlier, located on Paine District Road as a
future site, rather than where everybody in
Whodstock is going to see this eyesore.

So that's -- that those are ny concl usi ons.
| thank you for this opportunity.

THE VICE CHAIR: Thank you, M. Cecil. Thank you for
your comments this evening.

Ckay, |I'mgoing to go back to Ken Pel | eck.
Has Ken joined us this evening? M. Pelleck --

Pelc? M. Pelc.

(No response.)

THE VICE CHAIR. Wl I, that concludes our public
comments for this evening. Before closing this
hearing, the Connecticut Siting Council announces
that briefs and proposed findings of fact may be
filed with the Council by any party or intervener
no | ater than August 16, 2025.

The subm ssions of briefs or proposed
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findings of fact are not required by this Council.
Rat her, we leave it to the choice of the parties
and interveners. Anyone who has not becone a
party or an intervener but who desires to make his
or her views known to the Council may file witten
statenents with the Council within 30 days of the
dat e hereof.

The Council wll issue draft findings of
fact, and thereafter parties and interveners my
Identify errors or inconsistencies between the
Council's draft findings of fact and the record.
However, no information, no new evidence, no
argunents, and no reply briefs w thout our
perm ssion wll be considered by the Council.

Copies of the transcript of this hearing wll
be filed wwth the Whodstock Town C erk's office.

| hereby declare this hearing adjourned and
t hank you everyone for your participation.

Have a good evening. Thank you.

(End: 6:57 p.m)
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 02                      STATE OF CONNECTICUT

 03                   CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

 04  

 05                         Docket No. 534

 06       The Towers, LLC, Application for a Certificate of

 07     Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the

 08        Construction, Maintenance, and Operation of a

 09     Telecommunications Facility and Associated Equipment

 10       Located at 90 Woodstock Avenue West (Route 171),

 11                    Woodstock, Connecticut.

 12  

 13  

 14            Zoom Remote Public Hearing (Teleconference),

 15  on Thursday, July 17, 2025, beginning at 6:30 p.m.

 16  

 17       H e l d   B e f o r e:

 18                 JOHN MORISSETTE, THE VICE CHAIR

 19  

 20  

 21  
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 23  

 24  

 25  
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 08       QUAT NGUYEN,
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 11       CHANCE CARTER

 12       KHRISTINE HALL

 13       DANIEL P. LYNCH, JR.

 14  

 15   Council Staff:

 16       IFEANYI NWANKWO,

 17       Siting Analyst

 18  

 19       MELANIE BACHMAN, ESQ.,

 20       Executive Director and Staff Attorney

 21  

 22       LISA FONTAINE

 23       Administrative Support
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 02  For The Towers, LLC:

 03       ROBERT BURNS,
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 01                       (Begin:  6:30 p.m.)

 02  

 03  THE VICE CHAIR:  Good evening, ladies and gentlemen.

 04       This hearing is called to order this Thursday,

 05       July 17, 2025, at 6:30 p.m.

 06            My name is John Morissette, Vice Chair of the

 07       Connecticut Siting Council.  Other members of the

 08       Council are Brian Golembiewski, designee for

 09       Commissioner Katie Dykes of the Department of

 10       Energy and Environmental Protection; Quat Nguyen,

 11       designee for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gillett of

 12       the Public Utilities Regulatory Authority; Chance

 13       Carter; Khristine Hall; and Daniel P. Lynch, Jr.

 14            Members of the staff are Executive Director

 15       Melanie Bachman, Siting Analyst Ifeanyi Nwankwo,

 16       and Administrative Support Lisa Fontaine.

 17            If you haven't done so already, I ask that

 18       everyone please mute their computer audio and/or

 19       telephones now.  Thank you.

 20            This is a continuation of the public hearing

 21       that began at 2 p.m. this afternoon.  A copy of

 22       the prepared agenda is available on the Council's

 23       website, along with the record of this matter, the

 24       public hearing notice, instructions for public

 25       access to this public hearing, and the Council's
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 01       citizens guide to the Siting Council's procedures.

 02            This hearing is held pursuant to the

 03       provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General

 04       Statutes and of the Uniform Administrative

 05       Procedure Act upon application from The Towers,

 06       LLC, for a certificate of environmental

 07       compatibility and public need for the

 08       construction, maintenance, and operation of a

 09       telecommunications facility and the associated

 10       equipment located at 90 Woodstock Avenue West,

 11       also known as Route 171, in Woodstock,

 12       Connecticut.  This application was received by the

 13       Council on April 1, 2025.

 14            This application is also governed by the

 15       Telecommunications Act of 1996, which is

 16       administered by the Federal Communications

 17       Commission.  This Act prohibits this Council from

 18       considering the health effects of radiofrequency

 19       emissions on human health and wildlife to the

 20       extent the emissions from the tower are within

 21       federal acceptable safe limits standards, which

 22       standard is also followed by the State Department

 23       of Public Health.

 24            The Federal Act also prohibits this Council

 25       from discriminating between and amongst providers
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 01       of functionally equivalent services.  This means

 02       that if one carrier already provides a service for

 03       an area other carriers have the right to compete

 04       and provide service in the area.

 05            The Council's legal notice of the date and

 06       time of this public hearing was published in the

 07       Woodstock Villager on May 9, 2025.  Upon this

 08       Council's request, the Applicant erected a sign in

 09       the vicinity of the proposed site so as to inform

 10       the public of the name of the Applicant, the type

 11       of the facility, the public hearing date, and

 12       contact information for the Council, including the

 13       website and phone number.

 14            As a reminder to all, off-the-record

 15       communication with a member of the Council or a

 16       member of the Council's staff upon the merits of

 17       this application is prohibited by law.

 18            This public comment session is reserved for

 19       members of the public who signed up to make brief

 20       statements.  These limited appearance statements

 21       are not subject to questions from the parties or

 22       the Council, and members of the public making

 23       statements may not ask questions of the parties or

 24       the Council.

 25            In accordance with the public hearing notice,
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 01       and in fairness to everyone who signed up to

 02       speak, these public statements will be limited to

 03       three minutes.  Please be advised that written

 04       comments may be submitted by any person within 30

 05       days of this public hearing.

 06            I wish to note that the Applicant, including

 07       their representatives, witnesses, and members, are

 08       not allowed to participate in the public comment

 09       session.  I also wish to note for those who are

 10       listening and for the benefit of your friends and

 11       neighbors who are unable to join us for the public

 12       comment session, that you or they may send written

 13       statements to the Council within 30 days of the

 14       date hereof of by mail or by e-mail.

 15            Please be advised that any person may be

 16       removed from the public comment session at the

 17       discretion of the Council.  We ask each person

 18       making a limited appearance statement in this

 19       proceeding to confine his or her statements to the

 20       subject matter before the Council, and to avoid

 21       unreasonable repetition so that we may hear all

 22       the concerns you and your neighbors may have.

 23       Please be advised the Council cannot answer

 24       questions from the public about the proposal.

 25            A verbatim transcript will be made of this
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 01       hearing, and will be deposited at the Woodstock

 02       Town Clerk's office for the convenience of the

 03       public.

 04            At this time, I request the Applicant to make

 05       a brief presentation to the public describing the

 06       proposed facility.  Mr. Robert Burns will be

 07       making that presentation.

 08            Mr. Burns, good evening.

 09  ROBERT BURNS:  Thank you.  Good evening,

 10       Mr. Morissette.

 11            For the record, my name is Robert Burns.  I'm

 12       a licensed civil engineer in the state of

 13       Connecticut, and I work for All-Points Technology

 14       Corporation out of Waterford, Connecticut.

 15            This is a presentation for the Towers, LLC,

 16       Woodstock South Telecommunication Facility.  This

 17       facility is to be located in an existing area at

 18       90 Woodstock Avenue West, otherwise known as Route

 19       171 in Woodstock, Connecticut, which is currently

 20       occupied by an existing building supply retail

 21       store.  This parcel is located on the south side

 22       of Route 171.

 23            If we could go to the next sheet, please?

 24       Thank you.

 25            Vehicle access to the proposed facility will
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 01       be from Route 171 along the existing paved

 02       driveway for the building supply store for

 03       approximately 365 feet, and then commencing along

 04       a proposed 12-foot-wide gravel driveway located on

 05       the east side of the existing drive, and will

 06       proceed for approximately 265 feet east to the

 07       proposed facility.

 08            The proposed facility is to be located

 09       approximately 50 feet east of the existing paved

 10       parking area for the building supply store.  The

 11       proposed facility will be a 60-foot by 60-foot

 12       gravel surface compound surrounded by an

 13       8-foot-high chain-link fence with a 12-foot-wide

 14       access gate on the north side.

 15            The interior of the compound has been sized

 16       for four telecommunication carriers; Verizon and

 17       ground space for three additional future carriers.

 18            Outside of the fence -- we could probably go

 19       to the next sheet.  Thank you.

 20            Outside of the fence on the northwestern side

 21       of the compound will be a proposed utility area,

 22       which will include a utility backboard, which will

 23       house the electric meters for the facility, and an

 24       electric transformer.  This area will be

 25       surrounded by steel bollards for protection.
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 01            The proposed electric and telephone service

 02       that will feed this site will be overhead from a

 03       new utility pole on the north side of Route 171 to

 04       a new utility pole on the south side of Route 71

 05       on the subject parcel.

 06            From that pole, it will proceed underground

 07       from that pole along the east side of the existing

 08       driveway, and then along the north side of the

 09       proposed gravel driveway, and terminate at the

 10       facility.  Inside the fence in the southwestern

 11       corner will be Verizon's ground equipment, which

 12       will include a 10-foot by 20-foot concrete pad

 13       with equipment cabinets and a 50 kW diesel-fired

 14       generator.  In the center of the compound will be

 15       a 150-foot tall monopole.

 16            Verizon, who is the anchor tenant here, is

 17       planning to install 9 panel antennas, 6 radios,

 18       and a 12 OVP, which will be mounted on a

 19       triangular platform, the center line of which will

 20       be at 145.  The tower will be designed for three

 21       additional future carriers at ten-foot intervals

 22       below Verizon's installation.  The tower will not

 23       be required to be lit or marked.

 24            That concludes my presentation.  Thank you.

 25  THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Burns.
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 01            At this time, I will call on James Huntley to

 02       make a public statement, followed by Jessie

 03       Andrews.

 04            James Huntley, please?

 05  JAMES HUNTLEY:  Hello.  Can you hear me?

 06  THE VICE CHAIR:  Yes, I can.  Thank you.

 07  JAMES HUNTLEY:  Perfect.  Thank you.

 08            I'm speaking to issue my support for the cell

 09       tower.  The current coverage on Senexet Road is

 10       terrible.  I cannot make consistent phone calls

 11       and carry on conversations with my doctors

 12       currently without being connected to a Wi-Fi to

 13       assist.  And I really would like to be able to

 14       have really good coverage so that if I'm outside

 15       of my house, that I know that I can make the call

 16       for 911 or other services.  So, I really would

 17       support this cell tower.

 18            Thank you.

 19  THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Huntley.

 20            I will now call upon Jessie Andrews, followed

 21       by Ken Pelleck.  Jessie Andrews, please?

 22            Good evening.  You're on mute.  There you go.

 23  JESSIE ANDREWS:  Are we good?

 24  THE VICE CHAIR:  Yes, we're good.  Thank you.

 25  JESSIE ANDREWS:  Hello, Siting Councilmembers.  My name
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 01       is Jessie Andrews.  I'd like to speak today about

 02       the wetlands and flood risks surrounding the

 03       proposed cell tower site and the serious concerns

 04       I have.

 05            In recent years, heavy rains have caused the

 06       Little River to flood so severely that the water

 07       reaches the treeline visible from my backyard, and

 08       that's just from rain.  I can't imagine what the

 09       flooding would look like during a hurricane or a

 10       major nor'easter.

 11            With climate change accelerating, those

 12       events are no longer rare.  They are expected.

 13       Six months ago when we built an addition on our

 14       home, we received a notice from -- (inaudible) --

 15       flooded basements when it rains.

 16            This proposed tower would be located just

 17       five feet from the outdated 500-year flood zone,

 18       25 feet from the outdated hundred-year, 170 feet

 19       from mapped wetlands, and 370 feet from the Little

 20       River.  For context, my home is roughly 400 feet

 21       from that same river.

 22            Failing to reassess this site using updated

 23       FEMA flood data would be irresponsible.  Approving

 24       this parcel for a massive structure without fully

 25       understanding how water moves through it is a risk
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 01       we simply cannot take.  This area is already

 02       flood-prone.  If the tower is built here, it may

 03       become inaccessible during the very emergencies

 04       Verizon claims it's needed for.  Backup systems

 05       could fail.  Electrical components could be

 06       compromised.  First responders and Verizon

 07       technicians might not be able to reach the site

 08       for refueling or repairs.  Rather than serving as

 09       a safety asset, this tower could become a

 10       dangerous liability.

 11            I also want to highlight a recent incident

 12       that demonstrates the real risk that this project

 13       poses.  On July 10th, an enclosed exterior

 14       emergency diesel generator, just like this one, at

 15       Killingly Intermediate School just seven miles

 16       away, leaked 30 to 50 gallons of fuel, triggering

 17       a hazardous materials response and an

 18       investigation by Connecticut DEEP.  This wasn't

 19       hypothetical.  It happened, and it highlights why

 20       fuel-powered infrastructures should not be placed

 21       near sensitive ecosystems or drinking water

 22       sources.

 23            The tower proposed in this application

 24       includes a generator holding between 62 and 158

 25       gallons of diesel.  It would sit just 179 feet
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 01       from wetlands and 370 feet from the Little River,

 02       a drinking water source for Putnam.  According to

 03       the Town of Woodstock's aquifer maps, this

 04       location lies directly over a high-capacity,

 05       highly-permeable groundwater recharge area.

 06            Fuel doesn't stay put; it migrates.  In

 07       fast-draining aquifers like this one, even a small

 08       spill can quickly lead to widespread

 09       contamination.  And if a leak can happen at a

 10       monitored school facility, it can absolutely

 11       happen at a remote, less supervised site like

 12       Chace Building Supply.  We are, after all, the

 13       quiet corner.

 14            This decision to approve this tower should be

 15       based on clear community need, but in the months

 16       I've spoken with residents and workers near this

 17       site, other than Jim, who came out of the

 18       woodworks -- I don't know -- I haven't heard one

 19       person complain about cell service or ask for a

 20       new tower, including myself.

 21            Verizon already has another 150-foot tower

 22       going up just three miles away at a far less

 23       impactful location.

 24  THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Jessie Andrews.

 25       Unfortunately, your time has expired, but thank
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 01       you for your comments this evening.

 02            We'll now call upon Ken Pelleck, followed by

 03       Craig Andrews.  Ken Pelleck, please?  Ken Pelleck?

 04  

 05                         (No response.)

 06  

 07  THE VICE CHAIR:  We'll now move on to Craig Andrews,

 08       followed by Thomas and Lynn Goodell.

 09            Craig Andrews, please?

 10  CRAIG ANDREWS:  Hey, John.  Do I get any of the

 11       person's minutes before mine in the attempt not to

 12       waste what I have?

 13  THE VICE CHAIR:  No, you get your three minutes.

 14  CRAIG ANDREWS:  All right, fantastic.  My name is Craig

 15       Andrews.  I'm joining you today with a strong

 16       opposition to this proposed cell tower.

 17            We acknowledge there's some reliable -- a

 18       need for reliable telecommunications, but this

 19       proposal presents a significant drawback that

 20       outweighs its purported benefits.

 21            Let's address the tower's visual impact on

 22       our community.  150-foot galvanized steel

 23       structure, even with a muted gray finish will be

 24       undeniably prominent in the landscape.  The

 25       Applicant's own visual assessment identifies 18
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 01       residential properties with views, including

 02       year-round visibility for some.

 03            It's not a de minimis impact, and Woodstock's

 04       known for its rural charm and scenic beauty, and

 05       this towering structure will irrevocably alter the

 06       visual character of our town.  It's going to

 07       diminish property values and disturb the serene

 08       environment, environments that our residents and

 09       visitors cherish, and the proposed location within

 10       the site of homes is going to be terrible.

 11            Secondly, the justification for this tower,

 12       while citing service exhaustion in a Putnam site,

 13       seems to overlook existing infrastructure.  We've

 14       heard earlier today that three small-cell antennas

 15       at the Woodstock Fairground remain operational

 16       even if this new tower is built.  If existing

 17       small cells can provide capacity, why is such a

 18       massive and visually intrusive tower the only

 19       solution?  We also heard that the Pomfret east

 20       tower covers a similar area and is yet to be

 21       exhausted by the demand it receives.

 22            So, we urge the Council to explore less

 23       impactful alternatives, such as optimizing these

 24       existing infrastructures or considering smaller

 25       solutions that integrate better with the
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 01       community's aesthetic.  I don't think the

 02       Applicant has adequately demonstrated that this

 03       specific 150-foot tower is the least intrusive

 04       means to address the service needs.

 05            Furthermore, we have to consider the

 06       environmental and ecological impacts.  The

 07       Applicant outlined measures for vernal pool

 08       protection and stormwater management, but the fact

 09       remains that any construction introduces

 10       disturbances to the natural habitats, especially

 11       the deep holes that will be dug for the

 12       foundation.

 13            There's the presence of wood frogs, spotted

 14       salamanders, and the likely migration across 171

 15       underscores the ecological sensitivity of the

 16       area.  And additionally, the Applicant admitted

 17       that deterring birds, particularly ospreys, from

 18       nesting on the tower has been very unsuccessful in

 19       the past, which means we're potentially creating

 20       an attractive nuisance for wildlife, leading to

 21       ongoing maintenance issues and potential harm to

 22       the protected species.

 23            And the lack of proactive engagement with

 24       local officials and emergency services is very

 25       concerning.  The Applicant stated they're not
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 01       aware of any conversations at this time with local

 02       officials and have disregarded sites proposed by

 03       the Town of Woodstock.  This suggests more of a

 04       top-down approach that prioritizes corporate

 05       deployment over genuine community partnership.

 06            And in conclusion, we respectfully request

 07       the Council to deny this application and encourage

 08       the Towers, LLC, and Verizon to pursue solutions

 09       that are truly compatible with the character and

 10       values of our community.

 11            A project of this scale should involve early

 12       and robust dialogue with local authorities and

 13       town officials to collaborate, not just work on

 14       private property and try to restrict the notice of

 15       what they're paying that private property by what

 16       was proposed and approved earlier today.

 17            Thank you.

 18  THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Andrews.

 19            We'll continue with Thomas and Lynn Goodell,

 20       followed by Brianna Carter.

 21            Thomas and Lynn Goodell, please?

 22  THOMAS GOODELL:  Hi, good afternoon.  I just want -- I

 23       don't have anything to add other, you know, to

 24       what Craig and Jessie Andrews just stated.  We

 25       just want to just tell you that we are in
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 01       opposition of the Tower for the same reasons.

 02            Thank you.

 03  THE VICE CHAIR:  Very good.  Thank you.

 04            We'll now continue with Brianna Carter,

 05       followed by Carl Cecil.  Brianna Carter, please?

 06  BRIANNA CARTER:  Hi, thank you so much for the chance

 07       to join the conversation.

 08  THE VICE CHAIR:  Good evening.

 09  BRIANNA CARTER:  I just want to talk a little bit about

 10       the flood zone we're in here.  I'm on Peake Brook

 11       directly behind the Chace building and the

 12       proposed Tower site.

 13            The area here is very sensitive.  It's a very

 14       sensitive wetland in regards to flooding.  The

 15       three houses directly next to Chace experience

 16       annual flooding, mostly in the spring, but we

 17       might even experience flooding with moderate

 18       rainfall, not only our yards going towards Chace,

 19       but even our houses.  I can't speak too much for

 20       my neighbors, but our home alone can reach up to

 21       two feet of water.

 22            I have an elderly neighbor across the street

 23       who still lives in his childhood home, and he said

 24       ever since he was little there has been

 25       significant flooding every year for those near the
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 01       brook, which Chace is near the brook, and he

 02       hasn't seen a year without.  And we ourselves,

 03       unfortunately, have experienced that firsthand.

 04            But I do want to say that even when it

 05       doesn't flood, the ground is always very heavily

 06       saturated even on our dry days.  The improvements

 07       that have been made over here, like the culvert

 08       recently put in, are still failing to mitigate and

 09       drain the water from the area.  The flood zone

 10       actually wraps around the entirety of Chace, with

 11       one little area where the tower is supposed to go.

 12       I can e-mail the map.

 13            So, realistically, this area obviously

 14       doesn't provide a good foundation for the tower,

 15       even with the proposed site just being as little

 16       as 5 feet away from the hundred-yard flood zone or

 17       25 feet from the 500-year non-updated map.  I can

 18       also go into detail about decreasing home values,

 19       nearly year-round view of the tower, and quite a

 20       few other things, but three minutes is short.

 21            Earlier, it was said that the risk of

 22       flooding was 1 percent, which sounded minimal, but

 23       FEMA website itself concludes that 1 percent is

 24       high risk.  Addressing the question on whether the

 25       need is there for the tower, the townspeople and
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 01       those in the direct area were mostly in agreeance

 02       of saying no.  The majority of us say no.  It's

 03       not safe, we don't need it, and we don't want it.

 04       We want to protect our land that we already battle

 05       with daily.

 06            There are other proposed sites that Verizon

 07       turned down that would have been better for the

 08       structure itself and could benefit the Town itself

 09       financially instead of a single private business.

 10       Also, there's a tower going up a small distance

 11       away.  So, for the better service, that would be

 12       supplied.

 13            So, this high-risk tower is not only

 14       dangerous, but it's just overkill.  It threatens

 15       the thriving ecosystem, and without debate poses a

 16       negative health impact to us and all, especially

 17       the small children in the neighborhood.  So, it's

 18       easy to disconnect when it doesn't affect you

 19       directly, but I wanted to speak for my family and

 20       my neighbors because we do deserve to be heard.

 21            It's really a disaster waiting to happen and

 22       not in the sense of if, but more in the sense of

 23       when, and really who becomes responsible for that.

 24       You know?

 25            But that's what I wanted to say.  So, thank
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 01       you so much.

 02  THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Brianna Carter, and thank

 03       you for your comments this evening.

 04            We'll now continue with Carl Cecil.  Carl,

 05       please?  Good evening.

 06  CARL CECIL:  Thank you for the opportunity to speak

 07       this evening.  My name is Carl Cecil.  I am a

 08       resident of Woodstock located in the quiet corner

 09       of Connecticut and the Last Green Valley.

 10            I object to this 5G tower installation on the

 11       following grounds.  The public notice was poorly

 12       advertised, only once listed in a local flyer,

 13       Woodstock Villager.  Had I known, I would have

 14       put, you know, objections up much sooner and more

 15       vehemently.

 16            But the impacts.  First, impact on the local

 17       bee population -- and as a beekeeper, I see this

 18       directly.  So first, the electromagnetic field

 19       exposure causes distress, disorientation, and

 20       death for the bees.  It also disrupts their

 21       habitat as well as their behavior.  These factors

 22       lead to a declining bee population, thus reducing

 23       pollination, which then impacts our food sources.

 24            Second, impacts on local wildlife.  EMF

 25       disrupts wildlife communications and radar

�0023

 01       navigation.  It disrupts behavior and health,

 02       leading to a decline in the number and variety of

 03       species.

 04            Third, impact on humans.  5G EMF at higher

 05       frequencies -- that's electromagnetic fields at

 06       higher frequencies have a much greater impact on

 07       humans.  As noted earlier today in the testimony,

 08       the 5G communications poses a particular threat

 09       within the range of up to 300 feet, but actually

 10       extending much further from the source.

 11            This proximity is critical for the

 12       understanding of the cumulative impact on human

 13       and environmental health.  A thorough

 14       re-evaluation of the existing safety standards and

 15       the implementation of protective measures to

 16       mitigate the risk of prolonged exposure to

 17       millimeter waves is required.

 18            Let me also -- let us also consider the

 19       visual impact.  The average height of trees in

 20       Woodstock range from 60 to 80 feet tall.  This

 21       eyesore would tower anywhere from 70 to 90 feet

 22       above the treetops.  Just imagine that.

 23       Therefore, this tower will be observed miles away,

 24       disrupting the small-town character of our town,

 25       Woodstock, in the quiet corner of Connecticut.
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 01            A recommendation?  Reconsider the siting of

 02       this tower or any future towers in an area that is

 03       less traveled by both humans and wildlife and will

 04       not disturb the look and feel of the quiet corner.

 05       Consider the Woodstock Town Transfer Site alluded

 06       to earlier, located on Paine District Road as a

 07       future site, rather than where everybody in

 08       Woodstock is going to see this eyesore.

 09            So that's -- that those are my conclusions.

 10       I thank you for this opportunity.

 11  THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Cecil.  Thank you for

 12       your comments this evening.

 13            Okay, I'm going to go back to Ken Pelleck.

 14       Has Ken joined us this evening?  Mr. Pelleck --

 15       Pelc?  Mr. Pelc.

 16  

 17                         (No response.)

 18  

 19  THE VICE CHAIR:  Well, that concludes our public

 20       comments for this evening.  Before closing this

 21       hearing, the Connecticut Siting Council announces

 22       that briefs and proposed findings of fact may be

 23       filed with the Council by any party or intervener

 24       no later than August 16, 2025.

 25            The submissions of briefs or proposed
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 01       findings of fact are not required by this Council.

 02       Rather, we leave it to the choice of the parties

 03       and interveners.  Anyone who has not become a

 04       party or an intervener but who desires to make his

 05       or her views known to the Council may file written

 06       statements with the Council within 30 days of the

 07       date hereof.

 08            The Council will issue draft findings of

 09       fact, and thereafter parties and interveners may

 10       identify errors or inconsistencies between the

 11       Council's draft findings of fact and the record.

 12       However, no information, no new evidence, no

 13       arguments, and no reply briefs without our

 14       permission will be considered by the Council.

 15            Copies of the transcript of this hearing will

 16       be filed with the Woodstock Town Clerk's office.

 17            I hereby declare this hearing adjourned and

 18       thank you everyone for your participation.

 19            Have a good evening.  Thank you.

 20  

 21                        (End:  6:57 p.m.)

 22  

 23  

 24  

 25  
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 01                           CERTIFICATE

 02  

 03            I hereby certify that the foregoing 25 pages

 04       are a complete and accurate computer-aided

 05       transcription of my original verbatim notes taken

 06       of the teleconference PUBLIC HEARING of THE

 07       CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL in Re:  DOCKET NO. 534,
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 1                        (Begin:  6:30 p.m.)



 2



 3   THE VICE CHAIR:  Good evening, ladies and gentlemen.



 4        This hearing is called to order this Thursday,



 5        July 17, 2025, at 6:30 p.m.



 6             My name is John Morissette, Vice Chair of the



 7        Connecticut Siting Council.  Other members of the



 8        Council are Brian Golembiewski, designee for



 9        Commissioner Katie Dykes of the Department of



10        Energy and Environmental Protection; Quat Nguyen,



11        designee for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gillett of



12        the Public Utilities Regulatory Authority; Chance



13        Carter; Khristine Hall; and Daniel P. Lynch, Jr.



14             Members of the staff are Executive Director



15        Melanie Bachman, Siting Analyst Ifeanyi Nwankwo,



16        and Administrative Support Lisa Fontaine.



17             If you haven't done so already, I ask that



18        everyone please mute their computer audio and/or



19        telephones now.  Thank you.



20             This is a continuation of the public hearing



21        that began at 2 p.m. this afternoon.  A copy of



22        the prepared agenda is available on the Council's



23        website, along with the record of this matter, the



24        public hearing notice, instructions for public



25        access to this public hearing, and the Council's
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 1        citizens guide to the Siting Council's procedures.



 2             This hearing is held pursuant to the



 3        provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General



 4        Statutes and of the Uniform Administrative



 5        Procedure Act upon application from The Towers,



 6        LLC, for a certificate of environmental



 7        compatibility and public need for the



 8        construction, maintenance, and operation of a



 9        telecommunications facility and the associated



10        equipment located at 90 Woodstock Avenue West,



11        also known as Route 171, in Woodstock,



12        Connecticut.  This application was received by the



13        Council on April 1, 2025.



14             This application is also governed by the



15        Telecommunications Act of 1996, which is



16        administered by the Federal Communications



17        Commission.  This Act prohibits this Council from



18        considering the health effects of radiofrequency



19        emissions on human health and wildlife to the



20        extent the emissions from the tower are within



21        federal acceptable safe limits standards, which



22        standard is also followed by the State Department



23        of Public Health.



24             The Federal Act also prohibits this Council



25        from discriminating between and amongst providers
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 1        of functionally equivalent services.  This means



 2        that if one carrier already provides a service for



 3        an area other carriers have the right to compete



 4        and provide service in the area.



 5             The Council's legal notice of the date and



 6        time of this public hearing was published in the



 7        Woodstock Villager on May 9, 2025.  Upon this



 8        Council's request, the Applicant erected a sign in



 9        the vicinity of the proposed site so as to inform



10        the public of the name of the Applicant, the type



11        of the facility, the public hearing date, and



12        contact information for the Council, including the



13        website and phone number.



14             As a reminder to all, off-the-record



15        communication with a member of the Council or a



16        member of the Council's staff upon the merits of



17        this application is prohibited by law.



18             This public comment session is reserved for



19        members of the public who signed up to make brief



20        statements.  These limited appearance statements



21        are not subject to questions from the parties or



22        the Council, and members of the public making



23        statements may not ask questions of the parties or



24        the Council.



25             In accordance with the public hearing notice,
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 1        and in fairness to everyone who signed up to



 2        speak, these public statements will be limited to



 3        three minutes.  Please be advised that written



 4        comments may be submitted by any person within 30



 5        days of this public hearing.



 6             I wish to note that the Applicant, including



 7        their representatives, witnesses, and members, are



 8        not allowed to participate in the public comment



 9        session.  I also wish to note for those who are



10        listening and for the benefit of your friends and



11        neighbors who are unable to join us for the public



12        comment session, that you or they may send written



13        statements to the Council within 30 days of the



14        date hereof of by mail or by e-mail.



15             Please be advised that any person may be



16        removed from the public comment session at the



17        discretion of the Council.  We ask each person



18        making a limited appearance statement in this



19        proceeding to confine his or her statements to the



20        subject matter before the Council, and to avoid



21        unreasonable repetition so that we may hear all



22        the concerns you and your neighbors may have.



23        Please be advised the Council cannot answer



24        questions from the public about the proposal.



25             A verbatim transcript will be made of this
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 1        hearing, and will be deposited at the Woodstock



 2        Town Clerk's office for the convenience of the



 3        public.



 4             At this time, I request the Applicant to make



 5        a brief presentation to the public describing the



 6        proposed facility.  Mr. Robert Burns will be



 7        making that presentation.



 8             Mr. Burns, good evening.



 9   ROBERT BURNS:  Thank you.  Good evening,



10        Mr. Morissette.



11             For the record, my name is Robert Burns.  I'm



12        a licensed civil engineer in the state of



13        Connecticut, and I work for All-Points Technology



14        Corporation out of Waterford, Connecticut.



15             This is a presentation for the Towers, LLC,



16        Woodstock South Telecommunication Facility.  This



17        facility is to be located in an existing area at



18        90 Woodstock Avenue West, otherwise known as Route



19        171 in Woodstock, Connecticut, which is currently



20        occupied by an existing building supply retail



21        store.  This parcel is located on the south side



22        of Route 171.



23             If we could go to the next sheet, please?



24        Thank you.



25             Vehicle access to the proposed facility will
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 1        be from Route 171 along the existing paved



 2        driveway for the building supply store for



 3        approximately 365 feet, and then commencing along



 4        a proposed 12-foot-wide gravel driveway located on



 5        the east side of the existing drive, and will



 6        proceed for approximately 265 feet east to the



 7        proposed facility.



 8             The proposed facility is to be located



 9        approximately 50 feet east of the existing paved



10        parking area for the building supply store.  The



11        proposed facility will be a 60-foot by 60-foot



12        gravel surface compound surrounded by an



13        8-foot-high chain-link fence with a 12-foot-wide



14        access gate on the north side.



15             The interior of the compound has been sized



16        for four telecommunication carriers; Verizon and



17        ground space for three additional future carriers.



18             Outside of the fence -- we could probably go



19        to the next sheet.  Thank you.



20             Outside of the fence on the northwestern side



21        of the compound will be a proposed utility area,



22        which will include a utility backboard, which will



23        house the electric meters for the facility, and an



24        electric transformer.  This area will be



25        surrounded by steel bollards for protection.
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 1             The proposed electric and telephone service



 2        that will feed this site will be overhead from a



 3        new utility pole on the north side of Route 171 to



 4        a new utility pole on the south side of Route 71



 5        on the subject parcel.



 6             From that pole, it will proceed underground



 7        from that pole along the east side of the existing



 8        driveway, and then along the north side of the



 9        proposed gravel driveway, and terminate at the



10        facility.  Inside the fence in the southwestern



11        corner will be Verizon's ground equipment, which



12        will include a 10-foot by 20-foot concrete pad



13        with equipment cabinets and a 50 kW diesel-fired



14        generator.  In the center of the compound will be



15        a 150-foot tall monopole.



16             Verizon, who is the anchor tenant here, is



17        planning to install 9 panel antennas, 6 radios,



18        and a 12 OVP, which will be mounted on a



19        triangular platform, the center line of which will



20        be at 145.  The tower will be designed for three



21        additional future carriers at ten-foot intervals



22        below Verizon's installation.  The tower will not



23        be required to be lit or marked.



24             That concludes my presentation.  Thank you.



25   THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Burns.
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 1             At this time, I will call on James Huntley to



 2        make a public statement, followed by Jessie



 3        Andrews.



 4             James Huntley, please?



 5   JAMES HUNTLEY:  Hello.  Can you hear me?



 6   THE VICE CHAIR:  Yes, I can.  Thank you.



 7   JAMES HUNTLEY:  Perfect.  Thank you.



 8             I'm speaking to issue my support for the cell



 9        tower.  The current coverage on Senexet Road is



10        terrible.  I cannot make consistent phone calls



11        and carry on conversations with my doctors



12        currently without being connected to a Wi-Fi to



13        assist.  And I really would like to be able to



14        have really good coverage so that if I'm outside



15        of my house, that I know that I can make the call



16        for 911 or other services.  So, I really would



17        support this cell tower.



18             Thank you.



19   THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Huntley.



20             I will now call upon Jessie Andrews, followed



21        by Ken Pelleck.  Jessie Andrews, please?



22             Good evening.  You're on mute.  There you go.



23   JESSIE ANDREWS:  Are we good?



24   THE VICE CHAIR:  Yes, we're good.  Thank you.



25   JESSIE ANDREWS:  Hello, Siting Councilmembers.  My name
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 1        is Jessie Andrews.  I'd like to speak today about



 2        the wetlands and flood risks surrounding the



 3        proposed cell tower site and the serious concerns



 4        I have.



 5             In recent years, heavy rains have caused the



 6        Little River to flood so severely that the water



 7        reaches the treeline visible from my backyard, and



 8        that's just from rain.  I can't imagine what the



 9        flooding would look like during a hurricane or a



10        major nor'easter.



11             With climate change accelerating, those



12        events are no longer rare.  They are expected.



13        Six months ago when we built an addition on our



14        home, we received a notice from -- (inaudible) --



15        flooded basements when it rains.



16             This proposed tower would be located just



17        five feet from the outdated 500-year flood zone,



18        25 feet from the outdated hundred-year, 170 feet



19        from mapped wetlands, and 370 feet from the Little



20        River.  For context, my home is roughly 400 feet



21        from that same river.



22             Failing to reassess this site using updated



23        FEMA flood data would be irresponsible.  Approving



24        this parcel for a massive structure without fully



25        understanding how water moves through it is a risk
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 1        we simply cannot take.  This area is already



 2        flood-prone.  If the tower is built here, it may



 3        become inaccessible during the very emergencies



 4        Verizon claims it's needed for.  Backup systems



 5        could fail.  Electrical components could be



 6        compromised.  First responders and Verizon



 7        technicians might not be able to reach the site



 8        for refueling or repairs.  Rather than serving as



 9        a safety asset, this tower could become a



10        dangerous liability.



11             I also want to highlight a recent incident



12        that demonstrates the real risk that this project



13        poses.  On July 10th, an enclosed exterior



14        emergency diesel generator, just like this one, at



15        Killingly Intermediate School just seven miles



16        away, leaked 30 to 50 gallons of fuel, triggering



17        a hazardous materials response and an



18        investigation by Connecticut DEEP.  This wasn't



19        hypothetical.  It happened, and it highlights why



20        fuel-powered infrastructures should not be placed



21        near sensitive ecosystems or drinking water



22        sources.



23             The tower proposed in this application



24        includes a generator holding between 62 and 158



25        gallons of diesel.  It would sit just 179 feet
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 1        from wetlands and 370 feet from the Little River,



 2        a drinking water source for Putnam.  According to



 3        the Town of Woodstock's aquifer maps, this



 4        location lies directly over a high-capacity,



 5        highly-permeable groundwater recharge area.



 6             Fuel doesn't stay put; it migrates.  In



 7        fast-draining aquifers like this one, even a small



 8        spill can quickly lead to widespread



 9        contamination.  And if a leak can happen at a



10        monitored school facility, it can absolutely



11        happen at a remote, less supervised site like



12        Chace Building Supply.  We are, after all, the



13        quiet corner.



14             This decision to approve this tower should be



15        based on clear community need, but in the months



16        I've spoken with residents and workers near this



17        site, other than Jim, who came out of the



18        woodworks -- I don't know -- I haven't heard one



19        person complain about cell service or ask for a



20        new tower, including myself.



21             Verizon already has another 150-foot tower



22        going up just three miles away at a far less



23        impactful location.



24   THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Jessie Andrews.



25        Unfortunately, your time has expired, but thank
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 1        you for your comments this evening.



 2             We'll now call upon Ken Pelleck, followed by



 3        Craig Andrews.  Ken Pelleck, please?  Ken Pelleck?



 4



 5                          (No response.)



 6



 7   THE VICE CHAIR:  We'll now move on to Craig Andrews,



 8        followed by Thomas and Lynn Goodell.



 9             Craig Andrews, please?



10   CRAIG ANDREWS:  Hey, John.  Do I get any of the



11        person's minutes before mine in the attempt not to



12        waste what I have?



13   THE VICE CHAIR:  No, you get your three minutes.



14   CRAIG ANDREWS:  All right, fantastic.  My name is Craig



15        Andrews.  I'm joining you today with a strong



16        opposition to this proposed cell tower.



17             We acknowledge there's some reliable -- a



18        need for reliable telecommunications, but this



19        proposal presents a significant drawback that



20        outweighs its purported benefits.



21             Let's address the tower's visual impact on



22        our community.  150-foot galvanized steel



23        structure, even with a muted gray finish will be



24        undeniably prominent in the landscape.  The



25        Applicant's own visual assessment identifies 18
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 1        residential properties with views, including



 2        year-round visibility for some.



 3             It's not a de minimis impact, and Woodstock's



 4        known for its rural charm and scenic beauty, and



 5        this towering structure will irrevocably alter the



 6        visual character of our town.  It's going to



 7        diminish property values and disturb the serene



 8        environment, environments that our residents and



 9        visitors cherish, and the proposed location within



10        the site of homes is going to be terrible.



11             Secondly, the justification for this tower,



12        while citing service exhaustion in a Putnam site,



13        seems to overlook existing infrastructure.  We've



14        heard earlier today that three small-cell antennas



15        at the Woodstock Fairground remain operational



16        even if this new tower is built.  If existing



17        small cells can provide capacity, why is such a



18        massive and visually intrusive tower the only



19        solution?  We also heard that the Pomfret east



20        tower covers a similar area and is yet to be



21        exhausted by the demand it receives.



22             So, we urge the Council to explore less



23        impactful alternatives, such as optimizing these



24        existing infrastructures or considering smaller



25        solutions that integrate better with the
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 1        community's aesthetic.  I don't think the



 2        Applicant has adequately demonstrated that this



 3        specific 150-foot tower is the least intrusive



 4        means to address the service needs.



 5             Furthermore, we have to consider the



 6        environmental and ecological impacts.  The



 7        Applicant outlined measures for vernal pool



 8        protection and stormwater management, but the fact



 9        remains that any construction introduces



10        disturbances to the natural habitats, especially



11        the deep holes that will be dug for the



12        foundation.



13             There's the presence of wood frogs, spotted



14        salamanders, and the likely migration across 171



15        underscores the ecological sensitivity of the



16        area.  And additionally, the Applicant admitted



17        that deterring birds, particularly ospreys, from



18        nesting on the tower has been very unsuccessful in



19        the past, which means we're potentially creating



20        an attractive nuisance for wildlife, leading to



21        ongoing maintenance issues and potential harm to



22        the protected species.



23             And the lack of proactive engagement with



24        local officials and emergency services is very



25        concerning.  The Applicant stated they're not
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 1        aware of any conversations at this time with local



 2        officials and have disregarded sites proposed by



 3        the Town of Woodstock.  This suggests more of a



 4        top-down approach that prioritizes corporate



 5        deployment over genuine community partnership.



 6             And in conclusion, we respectfully request



 7        the Council to deny this application and encourage



 8        the Towers, LLC, and Verizon to pursue solutions



 9        that are truly compatible with the character and



10        values of our community.



11             A project of this scale should involve early



12        and robust dialogue with local authorities and



13        town officials to collaborate, not just work on



14        private property and try to restrict the notice of



15        what they're paying that private property by what



16        was proposed and approved earlier today.



17             Thank you.



18   THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Andrews.



19             We'll continue with Thomas and Lynn Goodell,



20        followed by Brianna Carter.



21             Thomas and Lynn Goodell, please?



22   THOMAS GOODELL:  Hi, good afternoon.  I just want -- I



23        don't have anything to add other, you know, to



24        what Craig and Jessie Andrews just stated.  We



25        just want to just tell you that we are in
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 1        opposition of the Tower for the same reasons.



 2             Thank you.



 3   THE VICE CHAIR:  Very good.  Thank you.



 4             We'll now continue with Brianna Carter,



 5        followed by Carl Cecil.  Brianna Carter, please?



 6   BRIANNA CARTER:  Hi, thank you so much for the chance



 7        to join the conversation.



 8   THE VICE CHAIR:  Good evening.



 9   BRIANNA CARTER:  I just want to talk a little bit about



10        the flood zone we're in here.  I'm on Peake Brook



11        directly behind the Chace building and the



12        proposed Tower site.



13             The area here is very sensitive.  It's a very



14        sensitive wetland in regards to flooding.  The



15        three houses directly next to Chace experience



16        annual flooding, mostly in the spring, but we



17        might even experience flooding with moderate



18        rainfall, not only our yards going towards Chace,



19        but even our houses.  I can't speak too much for



20        my neighbors, but our home alone can reach up to



21        two feet of water.



22             I have an elderly neighbor across the street



23        who still lives in his childhood home, and he said



24        ever since he was little there has been



25        significant flooding every year for those near the
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 1        brook, which Chace is near the brook, and he



 2        hasn't seen a year without.  And we ourselves,



 3        unfortunately, have experienced that firsthand.



 4             But I do want to say that even when it



 5        doesn't flood, the ground is always very heavily



 6        saturated even on our dry days.  The improvements



 7        that have been made over here, like the culvert



 8        recently put in, are still failing to mitigate and



 9        drain the water from the area.  The flood zone



10        actually wraps around the entirety of Chace, with



11        one little area where the tower is supposed to go.



12        I can e-mail the map.



13             So, realistically, this area obviously



14        doesn't provide a good foundation for the tower,



15        even with the proposed site just being as little



16        as 5 feet away from the hundred-yard flood zone or



17        25 feet from the 500-year non-updated map.  I can



18        also go into detail about decreasing home values,



19        nearly year-round view of the tower, and quite a



20        few other things, but three minutes is short.



21             Earlier, it was said that the risk of



22        flooding was 1 percent, which sounded minimal, but



23        FEMA website itself concludes that 1 percent is



24        high risk.  Addressing the question on whether the



25        need is there for the tower, the townspeople and
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 1        those in the direct area were mostly in agreeance



 2        of saying no.  The majority of us say no.  It's



 3        not safe, we don't need it, and we don't want it.



 4        We want to protect our land that we already battle



 5        with daily.



 6             There are other proposed sites that Verizon



 7        turned down that would have been better for the



 8        structure itself and could benefit the Town itself



 9        financially instead of a single private business.



10        Also, there's a tower going up a small distance



11        away.  So, for the better service, that would be



12        supplied.



13             So, this high-risk tower is not only



14        dangerous, but it's just overkill.  It threatens



15        the thriving ecosystem, and without debate poses a



16        negative health impact to us and all, especially



17        the small children in the neighborhood.  So, it's



18        easy to disconnect when it doesn't affect you



19        directly, but I wanted to speak for my family and



20        my neighbors because we do deserve to be heard.



21             It's really a disaster waiting to happen and



22        not in the sense of if, but more in the sense of



23        when, and really who becomes responsible for that.



24        You know?



25             But that's what I wanted to say.  So, thank
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 1        you so much.



 2   THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Brianna Carter, and thank



 3        you for your comments this evening.



 4             We'll now continue with Carl Cecil.  Carl,



 5        please?  Good evening.



 6   CARL CECIL:  Thank you for the opportunity to speak



 7        this evening.  My name is Carl Cecil.  I am a



 8        resident of Woodstock located in the quiet corner



 9        of Connecticut and the Last Green Valley.



10             I object to this 5G tower installation on the



11        following grounds.  The public notice was poorly



12        advertised, only once listed in a local flyer,



13        Woodstock Villager.  Had I known, I would have



14        put, you know, objections up much sooner and more



15        vehemently.



16             But the impacts.  First, impact on the local



17        bee population -- and as a beekeeper, I see this



18        directly.  So first, the electromagnetic field



19        exposure causes distress, disorientation, and



20        death for the bees.  It also disrupts their



21        habitat as well as their behavior.  These factors



22        lead to a declining bee population, thus reducing



23        pollination, which then impacts our food sources.



24             Second, impacts on local wildlife.  EMF



25        disrupts wildlife communications and radar
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 1        navigation.  It disrupts behavior and health,



 2        leading to a decline in the number and variety of



 3        species.



 4             Third, impact on humans.  5G EMF at higher



 5        frequencies -- that's electromagnetic fields at



 6        higher frequencies have a much greater impact on



 7        humans.  As noted earlier today in the testimony,



 8        the 5G communications poses a particular threat



 9        within the range of up to 300 feet, but actually



10        extending much further from the source.



11             This proximity is critical for the



12        understanding of the cumulative impact on human



13        and environmental health.  A thorough



14        re-evaluation of the existing safety standards and



15        the implementation of protective measures to



16        mitigate the risk of prolonged exposure to



17        millimeter waves is required.



18             Let me also -- let us also consider the



19        visual impact.  The average height of trees in



20        Woodstock range from 60 to 80 feet tall.  This



21        eyesore would tower anywhere from 70 to 90 feet



22        above the treetops.  Just imagine that.



23        Therefore, this tower will be observed miles away,



24        disrupting the small-town character of our town,



25        Woodstock, in the quiet corner of Connecticut.
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 1             A recommendation?  Reconsider the siting of



 2        this tower or any future towers in an area that is



 3        less traveled by both humans and wildlife and will



 4        not disturb the look and feel of the quiet corner.



 5        Consider the Woodstock Town Transfer Site alluded



 6        to earlier, located on Paine District Road as a



 7        future site, rather than where everybody in



 8        Woodstock is going to see this eyesore.



 9             So that's -- that those are my conclusions.



10        I thank you for this opportunity.



11   THE VICE CHAIR:  Thank you, Mr. Cecil.  Thank you for



12        your comments this evening.



13             Okay, I'm going to go back to Ken Pelleck.



14        Has Ken joined us this evening?  Mr. Pelleck --



15        Pelc?  Mr. Pelc.



16



17                          (No response.)



18



19   THE VICE CHAIR:  Well, that concludes our public



20        comments for this evening.  Before closing this



21        hearing, the Connecticut Siting Council announces



22        that briefs and proposed findings of fact may be



23        filed with the Council by any party or intervener



24        no later than August 16, 2025.



25             The submissions of briefs or proposed
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 1        findings of fact are not required by this Council.



 2        Rather, we leave it to the choice of the parties



 3        and interveners.  Anyone who has not become a



 4        party or an intervener but who desires to make his



 5        or her views known to the Council may file written



 6        statements with the Council within 30 days of the



 7        date hereof.



 8             The Council will issue draft findings of



 9        fact, and thereafter parties and interveners may



10        identify errors or inconsistencies between the



11        Council's draft findings of fact and the record.



12        However, no information, no new evidence, no



13        arguments, and no reply briefs without our



14        permission will be considered by the Council.



15             Copies of the transcript of this hearing will



16        be filed with the Woodstock Town Clerk's office.



17             I hereby declare this hearing adjourned and



18        thank you everyone for your participation.



19             Have a good evening.  Thank you.
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21                         (End:  6:57 p.m.)
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 1                            CERTIFICATE



 2



 3             I hereby certify that the foregoing 25 pages



 4        are a complete and accurate computer-aided



 5        transcription of my original verbatim notes taken



 6        of the teleconference PUBLIC HEARING of THE



 7        CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL in Re:  DOCKET NO. 534,



 8        THE TOWERS, LLC, APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF



 9        ENVIRONMENTAL COMPATIBILITY AND PUBLIC NEED FOR



10        THE CONSTRUCTION, MAINTENANCE, AND OPERATION OF A



11        TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY AND ASSOCIATED



12        EQUIPMENT LOCATED AT 90 WOODSTOCK AVENUE WEST



13        (ROUTE 171), WOODSTOCK, CONNECTICUT, which was



14        held before JOHN MORISSETTE, THE VICE CHAIR, on



15        July 17, 2025.
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18                       _________________________________

                         Robert G. Dixon, CVR-M 857

19                       Notary Public

                         My Commission Expires:  6/30/2030

20



21



22



23



24



25





                                 26

�

		connscript.dixon@gmail.com
	2025-07-26T17:47:49-0700
	Hartford, CT
	Robert Dixon
	I am the author of this document and attest to the integrity of this document.




