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January 6, 2026

Via Electronic Mail and Hand Delivery
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Executive Director/Staff Attorney

Connecticut Siting Council
10 Franklin Square
New Britain, CT 06051

Re:  Docket No. 543 — The Towers, LLC application for a Certificate of Environmental
Compatibility and Public Need for the construction, maintenance and operation of a
telecommunications facility and associated equipment located at 17 Warren Road in
Washington (New Preston), Connecticut

Dear Attorney Bachman:

On behalf of The Towers, LLC, enclosed please find the original and fifteen (15) copies
of the Applicant’s responses to the Area Residents Group Interrogatories for Docket No. 543.
An electronic copy of the responses was also sent to the Council today.

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please do not hesitate to

contact me.

Sincerely,

Kenneth C. Baldwin
Enclosure
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

IN RE:

APPLICATION OF THE TOWERS, LLC FOR A : DOCKET NO. 543
CERTIFICATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL :

COMPATIBILITY AND PUBLIC NEED FOR THE

CONSTRUCTION, MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION

OF A WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATIONS

FACILITY AT 17 WARREN ROAD, WASHINGTON :

(NEW PRESTON), CONNECTICUT : JANUARY 6, 2025

RESPONSES OF THE TOWERS, LLC TO
AREA RESIDENTS GROUP INTERROGATORIES

On December 23, 2025, the Area Residents Group (“ARG”) issued Interrogatories to The
Towers, LLC (“TT” or the “Applicant”), relating to Docket No. 543. Below are the Applicant’s
responses.

Question No. 1

Please identify by name, position and address, any person answering or assisting in
responding to these interrogatories on behalf of the applicant, Towers, LLC (the “Applicant”)
and/or Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (hereinafter “Verizon” or “Cellco”).

Response

See the Applicant’s witness list provided in the Council’s Docket No. 543 Hearing
Program. Attached in Exhibit 1 to these responses are the resumes or curriculum vitae for each
listed witness. Keith Vellanti’s resume was provided in Applicant’s Exhibit 6. The Applicant
also relied on Michael Libertine, Vice President of All Points Technologies Corporation to assist
with these responses.

Question No. 2

In Attachment 12 (Preliminary Historic Resources Determination), All-Points
33628269-v1



Technology Corporation (“APT?) states that it “completed an independent review of the National
Register of Historic Places (“NRHP”) and SHPO files to determine if any listed sites, or site
eligible for listing, are located proximate to the Project Site.” Please describe the steps taken to
identify sites eligible for listing on the NRHP.
Response
APT accessed and reviewed publicly available information on the NRHP and an

independent database developed directly from the Connecticut State Historic Preservation
Officer (“SHPQ”) files to identify listed sites and sites potentially eligible for listing, within 0.5-
mile of the proposed Washington North 2 tower site. The purpose of conducting the preliminary
review is to assess potential visual effects on historic properties within 0.5-mile of the proposed
Washington North 2 tower site. The 0.5-mile distance was established in the Federal
Communications Commission’s Nationwide Programmatic Agreement (“NPA”) in cooperation
with the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation and the National Conference of State
Historic Preservation Officers, as the Area of Potential Effect (“*APE”) for towers less than 200
feet tall. To identify historic properties within the APE, APT reviewed the State Historic
Preservation Officer (“SHPO”) files, the NHRP and the State Register of Historic Places.
Combined, these sources provide a reasonable level of due diligence in adherence to review
criteria established in the NPA, which includes the following records:

e Properties listed in the National Register;

e Properties formally determined eligible for listing by the Keeper of the National Register;

e Properties that the SHPO certifies are in the process of being nominated to the National

Register;

e Properties previously determined eligible as part of a consensus determination of
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eligibility between the SHPO and a Federal Agency or local government representing the
Department of Housing and Urban Development; and
e Properties listed in the SHPO Inventory that the SHPO has previously evaluated and
found to meet the National Register criteria, and that are identified accordingly in the
SHPO Inventory.
No listed resources are located within the 0.5-mile APE.

Question No. 3

Please identify the criteria used by the Applicant and/or APT to determine a site’s,
eligibility for listing on the NRHP and/or the State Register of Historic Places (“SRHP”).
Response

As stated above, APT completed an independent review of existing NRHP and SHPO
files to determine if any listed sites, are located proximate to the Project Site and found none.
APT does not complete an independent eligibility evaluation or identify other properties in the
area. That determination is made by the SHPO and ultimately the National Park Service or other
governmental agency.

Question No. 4

Please list all sites, structures or properties identified by the Applicant and/or APT as
eligible for listing on the NRHP or SRHP as part of the Applicant’s Preliminary Historic
Resources Determination and/or Visual Assessment.

Response

As stated in the response to Question 2 above, the results of APT’s review revealed that

no NRHP-listed resources or state-registered sites are located within one-half mile of the Project

Site.



Question No. 5

For any site, structure or property identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3, please

respond to the following:

a. Please qualify with specificity the potential impact of the Applicant’s

Response

telecommunications tower on said site, structure or property.

Please identify any alternative locations, configurations or designs, including the
use of small cells or Distributed Antenna System (“DAS”) nodes, that would
minimize the impact of the proposed project on said site, structure or property.

If not already provided part of the record, please provide a viewshed analysis and

photo simulation of the proposed project from said site, structure or property.

None. As stated in the Application, Attachment 12 and above, the results of APT’s

review revealed that no NRHP-listed resources or state-registered sites are located within the 0.5

mile APE of the Project Site.

Question No. 6

If the answer to Interrogatory 3 is “none,” please explain, in detail, why the following

properties were determined to be ineligible for listing on the NRHP:

d.

e.

7 Warren Road, Washington, Connecticut
260 Litchfield Turnpike, Washington, Connecticut
23 Couch Road, Washington, Connecticut
15 Couch Road, Washington, Connecticut
151 Litchfield Turnpike, Washington, Connecticut

128 Litchfield Turnpike, Washington, Connecticut
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J. 176 West Morris Road, Washington, Connecticut

k. 166 West Morris Road, Washington, Connecticut

I. 160 West Morris Road, Washington, Connecticut

m. 157 Woodville Road, Warren, Connecticut

n. 100 Woodville Road, Warren, Connecticut

0. 40 Angevine Road, Warren, Connecticut

p. 122-132 Mount Tom Road, Litchfield, Connecticut

g. 68 Prospect Mountain Road, Litchfield, Connecticut
Response

The properties referenced in Question 6 do not currently appear on the NRHP or the

SRHP. Additionally, none of the properties listed above are recommended for inclusion on the
NRHP in the Historic and Architectural Resource Survey of Washington prepared by
Cunningham Preservation Associates, LLC for the CT State Historic Preservation Office in
2000; the principal source of documentation cited in the Intervenor’s December 30, 2025
submittal (pre-filed testimony of Wes Haynes). Mr. Haynes conducted a windshield survey
primarily within a two-mile radius of the Project Site, consistent with the Study Area evaluated
in the Applicant’s Visual Analysis. Historic designations aside, Mr. Haynes suggests that 18 of
these properties “will be, or have the potential to be, adversely visually impacted” by the
proposed tower. However, the Visual Analysis in the Application demonstrates that this is not
the case. Four (4) of the properties listed in Mr. Haynes’ windshield survey evaluation fall within
areas of “potential visibility” on the Applicant’s view shed maps; photographs proximate to two
(2) of these properties are included in the Visual Report with accompanying photo-simulations.

Most notably, the assertion that the proposed tower would be an “adverse visual intrusion
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into the outlook vista of the Mt. Tom Tower” is not correct. APT evaluated view from the Mt.
Tom Tower during its April 2025 balloon float, confirming no visibility from this location, as
documented in Attachment 9 of the Application, Photograph 28. Although APT could not
physically access the other NRHP-listed property in the 2-mile Study Area, relying on the
computer model data used to prepare the Viewshed Analysis Map in the Visual Report, APT
evaluated views from the building rooftop and determined that direct lines of sight from the third
story of the Rye House are obstructed by a combination of trees and topography between the
tower site and this structure (approximately 1.3 miles away). Even in winter, with leaves off
deciduous trees, the proposed tower does not extend above the intervening tree canopy.

While we recognize and respect Mr. Haynes’ qualifications to provide an opinion relative
to potential historic significance of area structures, that opinion is not a formal determination of
eligibility for listing on the NRHP. In addition, Mr. Haines’ opinions with respect to potential
visibility from those properties identified in his testimony are not consistent with the Applicant
Visual Analysis.

Question No. 7

Please provide a supplemental viewshed analysis and photo simulation of the Project, as
proposed, from all locations identified in Interrogatory 5.
Response

There are no resources listed on or eligible for listing on the NRHP or State Register
identified in Interrogatory No. 5. If the ARGs are referring to the properties list in Question No.
6 we would refer you to the Viewshed Analysis Maps contained in the Application, Attachment
9. Of the locations identified in items (d) through (g) in Question No. 6, the Viewshed Analysis

Map indicates that only three (3) properties have the potential to experience any visibility of the
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proposed Project Site. The remaining locations are not predicted to receive a visual impact due
to distance, topography, and intervening vegetation.

The three locations with potential visibility include:

e 7 Warren Road, Washington, Connecticut

This parcel is located approximately 0.2 miles east of the Project Site. This location has the
potential for a mix of year-round and seasonal visibility. Visibility from this area is documented
in Exhibit 5, Applicant’s Response to Council Interrogatory No. 49 dated November 26, 2025.

e 260 Litchfield Turnpike, Washington, Connecticut

This parcel is located approximately 0.11 miles south-southeast of the Project Site. This
location has the potential for limited seasonal visibility. Refer to Exhibit 5 of the Applicant’s
Response to Interrogatory No. 49, dated November 26, 2025.

e 128 Litchfield Turnpike, Washington, Connecticut

This parcel is located approximately 1.33 miles southwest of the Project Site. There is
potential for intermittent, spotty year-round visibility from limited portions of the parcel. This
potential visibility is shown on the aerial viewshed map included in the Application, Attachment
9.

Question No. 8

Please identify any alternative locations, configurations or designs, including the use of
small cells or Distributed Antenna System (“DAS”) nodes, that would minimize the visual
impact of the proposed project on the locations and/or resources identified in Interrogatory 5.
Response

See the Applicant’s responses to Council Interrogatories No. 7 regarding the use of small

cells and No. 50 regarding the use of alternative structure types. See also the Applicant’s
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response to the Council’s Late File Exhibit No. 5 regarding the evaluation of a fire tower
structure.

Question No. 9

Please provide a narrative as to whether the use of small cells or Distributed Antenna
System (“DAS”) nodes has been considered, and if so, why pole-mounted small cells or DAS
nodes did not meet the needs of the project.

Response
See Applicant’s response to Council Interrogatory No. 7.

Question No. 10

In response to the Council’s Interrogatory No. 7, the Applicant states that the use of small
cells and DAS nodes is not “economically feasible.” It estimates the “the cost for each small cell
installation to be approximately $75,000 to $80,000.” This cost estimate is four (4) to seven and
a half (7.5) times higher than the cost estimate (per installation) provided by Isotrope Wireless
(see Pre-filed Testimony of Michael Lawton). Please explain how Cellco arrived at its cost
estimate of $75,000 to $80,000 per small cell installation and please provide a detailed, line-item
breakdown substantiating that estimate.

Response

Cellco has been building small cell facilities in Connecticut for the last 10 years. The
cost estimate is based on that experience and includes all equipment costs, regulatory costs
associated with the pole attachment process through the Public Utilities Regulatory Authority
(“PURA”), consultant and legal fees, make ready work required by the pole owners and license

fees paid to the pole owners.



Question No. 11

Please provide the date, time and location of all meetings held between the Applicant or
APT and any state or local historic district or preservation office, agency, board or commission
to discuss the potential impact of the Applicant’s project on above ground historic resources
and/or archeological resources located within the Towns of Washington, Warren and Litchfield.
Response

As stated in Attachment 12, as part of its obligations for compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act ("NEPA"), the Applicant will be submitting required Section 106
documentation to the SHPO for this agency's review and determination after it receives approval
of the tower site by the Council. That process also includes notifications to municipal entities,
local historic commissions and the general public to solicit comments.

Question No. 12

Please state the name, address and title of any expert in the field of history or historic
preservation who has been retained by the Applicant or who the Applicant intends to use as an
expert witness in support of this Docket 543.

Response

The Applicant intends to utilize Trileaf to complete its NEPA compliance documentation
after the Council approves the proposed tower site. At this point, the Applicant does not know
who specifically at Trileaf will work on the NEPA compliance documentation. However,
historic and cultural documentation, consistent with the Section 106 review process for
telecommunications projects, will need to be prepared by a qualified architectural historian who

meets criteria developed by the Secretary of the Interior for submittal to the SHPO.



Question No. 13

For each witness identified in response to the preceding interrogatory, please state:
a. The qualifications of each witness;
b. Whether each witness is qualified to determine a resource’s eligibility for listing
on the NRHP and the SRHP;
c. The subject matter on which each witness is expected to testify;
d. The substance of the facts and opinions on which each expert witness is expected
to testify; and
e. A summary of the grounds for each opinion of each expert witness expected to
testify.
Response
See Applicant’s response to Questions 1-6 and 12 above.

Question No. 14

Please provide the resume or curriculum vitae of any expert witness identified in
response to the preceding interrogatory.
Response

See Applicant’s response to Question 12 above.

Question No. 15

Please explain whether any alternative design or configuration considered by the
Applicant, including but limited to the use of smell cell or DAS nodes, will:
a. Reduce the project’s impact to wetlands and watercourses. Please explain.
b. Reduce tree clearing, including the clearing of core forest and critical terrestrial

habitat (“CTH”). Please explain.
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c. Reduce or eliminate visual impacts to historic resources, resources eligible for
local, state or federal historic designation and scenic roads. Please explain.
Response
See the Applicant’s response to Council Interrogatory No. 7 regarding the use of small
cells. As discussed at length during the December 4, 2025, evidentiary hearing, small cells are
used to complement existing macro-cells (tower sites) coverage and provide discrete, targeted
coverage or capacity relief to the macro network. Small cells cannot effectively provide the
broad area of coverage needed to satisfy Cellco’s wireless service objectives in northeast
Washington, southeast Warren and westerly portions of Litchfield.

The use of alternative tower structures (tree tower; fire tower) at the proposed tower site,
as discussed at the Council’s December 4, 2025 evidentiary hearing would require the
development of an access driveway similar to that described in the Applicant’s response to the
Council’s LFE No. 1. Wetland impacts, limits of tree clearing and site grading would all be the
same regardless of the alternative tower design. The potential visual impact of alternative tower
designs is discussed in the Applicant’s response to Council Interrogatory (Set 1) No. 50 and LFE
No. 5.

Question No. 16

APT’s Wetland Inspection Map dated November 25, 2025 (Exhibit 2 to Applicant’s
Responses to the Council’s Interrogatories), depicts an offsite wetland identified as Wetland 2.
Has Wetland 2 been evaluated to determine whether it functions, or is capable of functioning, as
a vernal pool? If so, does the Applicant’s proposal involve any disturbance within the Wetland

2’s critical terrestrial habitat (“CTH”)?
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Response

Wetland 2 was identified using remote sensing techniques and it is unknown if this
wetland, which is located immediately east of the Washington Montessori School’s parking lot,
supports vernal pool habitat. The proposed Project Site would be located approximately 530 feet
east/northeast of Wetland 2.

Question No. 17

For any persons who evaluated 17 Warren Road, Washington, CT (the “Property”) with
regard to service, please describe the work those persons performed and/or any
documents/records that those persons produced on behalf of the Applicant, Cellco and/or
Verizon.

Response

If by “service” the question is referring to “wireless service” the Applicant would refer
the ARG to the Application, p. 8, the coverage plots included in Attachment 6 and the
Applicant’s responses to Council Interrogatories (Set 1) 25-32 and responses 18-29 and 31
below.

Question No. 18

Please provide copies of any documents in the possession of the Applicant, Cellco and/or
Verizon (including but not limited to any and all papers, reports, records and communications, as
well as any documents or communications in electronic form) which show research, analysis or
plans pertaining to voice and data radio frequency coverage and capacity for Docket No. 543.
Response

See Application p.8, Coverage Maps included in the Application, Attachment 6, the

Applicant’s responses to Council Interrogatories (Set 1) Nos. 25 — 32 and responses 18-29 and
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31 below.

Question No. 19

Where are the specific coverage gaps at 700 MHz in the area that the proposed facility
will provide reliable wireless service to?
Response

See Application, Attachment 6, the Applicant’s response to Council Interrogatory (Set 1)
No. 31 and question No. 31 below. Thes gaps in service are identified along State Route 202 and
341, Old Mount Tom Road, Whittlesey Road and Couch Road.

Question No. 20

Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or
Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 700 MHz in the area the proposed facility
will provide reliable service to?

Response
See Response No. 19 above.

Question No. 21

Where are the specific coverage gaps at 850 MHz in the area that the proposed facility
will provide reliable wireless service to?
Response

See Response No. 19 above.

Question No. 22

Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or
Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 850 MHz in the area the proposed facility

will provide reliable service to?
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Response

See Response No. 19 above.

Question No. 23

Where are the specific coverage gaps at 1900 MHz in the area that the proposed facility
will provide reliable wireless service to?
Response

See Response No. 19 above.

Question No. 24

Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or
Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 1900 MHz in the area the proposed
facility will provide reliable service to?

Response
See Response No. 19 above.

Question No. 25

Where are the specific coverage gaps at 2,100 MHz in the area that the proposed facility
will provide reliable wireless service to?
Response

See Response No. 19 above.

Question No. 26

Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or
Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 2,100 MHz in the area the proposed

facility will provide reliable service to?
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Response

See Response No. 19 above.

Question No. 27

What is the name(s), address, affiliations(s) and credentials of the individual(s) who
prepared any coverage maps that were relied upon by the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon for
this Application.

Response

The Coverage Maps were prepared by Cellco’s RF Design Engineer Mark Brauer. These
coverage maps were then reviewed by Keith Vellante, with C-Squared Systems, Inc. who is
prepared to address any questions regarding Cellco’s need for wireless service in the area around
the proposed tower site.

Question No. 28

Where are the specific coverage gaps at 3,700 MHz (5G) in the area that the proposed
facility will provide reliable wireless service to?
Response

See Response No. 19 above.

Question No. 29

Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or
Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 3,700 MHz (5G) in the area the proposed
facility will provide reliable service to?

Response

See Response No. 19 above.
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Question No. 30

Please provide the curriculum vitate or resume of any individuals who prepared any
coverage maps that were relied upon by the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon for this
Application.

Response

See Applicant’s Exhibit 6 for the Resume of Keith Vellante, the Director of Radio
Frequency Services, for C Squared Systems, LLC. While Mr. Vellante did not prepare the
original plots included in the Application he has reviewed the plots, verified their accuracy and is
be prepared to answer any questions regarding Cellco’s need for wireless service in the area

around the proposed tower site.

Question No. 31

What is the land areas of each and every coverage gap at 700 Mhz that the provided
facility will provide reliable service to?
Response

See Applicant’s response to Council Interrogatory (Set 1) No. 31 for the linear miles of
service provied along state and local roadways and the total land area of coverage from the
proposed tower site. Cellco currently experiences a 2.2 mile coverage gap in coverage along
Route 202; a_6.5 mile coverage gap in coverage along Route 341; a 0.4 mile coverage gap in
coverage along Old Mount Tom Road; a 1.7 mile coverage gap in coverage along Whittlesey
Road; and a 0.6 mile coverage gap in coverage along Couch Road.

Question No. 32

Were the capacity determinations made by the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or Verizon

for this Docket 543 measured in “dBm™?
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Response

The proposed Washington North 2 facility is a coverage site. Capacity benefits of the
macro cell facility would be minimal and occur in those areas where coverage from the proposed
site and the adjacent sites overlap.

Question No. 33

What is the metric (or metrics) that the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or Verizon uses to
assess capacity needs with respect to its 700 MHz, 850 MHz, 1900 MHz, 2100 MHz and 3700
Mhz (5G) facilities?
Response

The proposed Washington North 2 facility is a coverage site. Capacity benefits of the
macro cell facility would be minimal and occur in those areas where coverage from the proposed
site and the adjacent sites overlap.

Question No. 34

Did the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon determine that relevant sectors of its existing
facilities are reaching or forecast to reach their respective capacity limits within the next few
years? If so, based on the 700 MHz, 850 MHz, 1900 MHz, 2100 MHz and 3700 Mhz (5G)
metrics, how did the Applicant, Cellco and/or VVerizon determine that relevant sectors of the
existing facilities are reaching or forecast to reach their capacity limits?

Response

Neither of the adjacent sites, Litchfield SW to the east or Washington N to the west, are

experiencing capacity exhaustion problems. As stated throughout the Application, the

Washington North 2 is a coverage site designed to fill existing gaps in wireless service between
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the two adjacent sites. These coverage gaps are depicted on the coverage plots included in the

Application Attachment 6.

Question No. 35

Is the proposed facility intended to provide “capacity relief” for the Verizon network? If

So:

a. With respect to the consideration of “capacity relief”, what is the basis for the
proposed antenna height for the proposed facility?

b. Is it possible to obtain the necessary “capacity relief” with an antenna height that
is lower than the proposed height? If so, what is the lowest possible antenna
height that the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon can use in order to obtain the
necessary “capacity relief”, and why?

Response

See Applicant’s response to Interrogatory Nos. 32, 33, and 34 above.

Question No. 36

Did the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon consider any locations for utility pole
installations (existing or new poles) for the placement of the proposed facilities? If yes, please
explain any such considerations. If not, please explain why the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon
did not consider any locations for utility pole installations for the placement of the proposed
facilities.

Response

See Applicant’s response to Council Interrogatory (Set 1) No. 7.
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Question No. 37

Do the proposed facilities comply with the Town of Washington Zoning Regulations? If
not, please specify those provisions which the proposed facilities do not comply and the manner
in which the proposed facilities do not comply.

Response

The Applicant objects to Question No. 37. The site is under the exclusive jurisdiction of
the Council. The Council’s authority preempts local zoning authority over the facility.
Notwithstanding this objection, the Applicant would direct the ARG to pp. 17-18 of the
Application narrative.

Question No. 38

Do the proposed facilities comply with the Town of Washington Inland-Wetland
Regulations? If not, please specify those provisions which the proposed facilities do not comply
and the manner in which the proposed facilities do not comply.

Response

The Applicant objects to Question No. 38. The site is under the exclusive jurisdiction of
the Council. The Council’s authority preempts local wetland commission authority over the
facility. Notwithstanding this objection, the Applicant would direct the ARG to pp. 17-18 of the

Application narrative.

Question No. 39

Please provide a copy of any documents in the possession of the Applicant, and/or Cellco
and/or Verizon (including but not limited to any and all papers, reports, records and
communications, including electronic) which you relied upon or referenced in order to respond

to any of these interrogatories.
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Response

The Applicant objects to the question as it is overly broad and seeks information that is
not otherwise relevant to the Docket No. 543 proceeding. The Applicant relies on all documents

and information contained in the Docket No. 543 Application and administrative record.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on the 6™ day of January 2026, a copy of the foregoing was sent, via
electronic mail, to:

The Honorable James L. Brinton
First Selectperson

Town of Washington

Bryan Memorial Town Hall

2 Bryan Hall Plaza

Washington Depot, CT 06794-0383
(860) 868-2259
Jbrinton@washingtonct.org

The Honorable Gregory M. LaCava
First Selectperson

Town of Warren

50 Cemetery Road

Warren, CT 06754

(860) 868-7881
selectman@warrenct.gov

David F. Sherwood, Esq.
Moriarty, Paetzold & Sherwood
2230 Main Street

P.O. Box 1420

Glastonbury, CT 06033

(860) 657-1010
dfsherwood@gmail.com

Joseph P. Mortelliti, Esqg.
Cramer & Anderson LLP

30 Main Street, Suite 204
Danbury, CT 06810

(203) 744-1234
jmortelliti@crameranderson.com
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Mario F. Coppola, Esq.
Matthew L. Studer, Esq.
Berchem Moses PC

1221 Post Road East, Suite 301
Westport, CT 06880

(203) 227-9545
mcoppola@berchemmoses.com

mstuder@berchemmoses.com
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AIR®SMITH

www.airosmithdevelopment.com

Jason Margelot

Jason has 14 years of experience in the telecommunications industry, beginning his career as a designer and advancing into
project management. Jason has been recognized as a dedicated, ambitious, and reliable professional with the ability to work
independently. He has served as a Project Manager since 2015, during which time strong working relationships built across
multiple facets of the industry. He brings extensive experience in AutoCAD and project management, along with proven
leadership skills developed as a Sergeant in the Army National Guard.

Experience:

Airosmith Engineering, Saratoga Springs, NY
Project Manager January 2022 to Current
> Serve as the main client contact, gather requirements, maintain relationships, and support business development
> Review designs, ensure compliance, manage documentation quality

> Lead multi-disciplinary teams, managing consultants, subcontractors, and internal collaborators to ensure aligned
and timely execution

> Employ CAD to generate and evaluate construction plans.

Infinigy Engineering, PLLC Albany, NY
Project Manager October 2012 to May 2020 & January 2021 to January 2022
> Work directly with clients in the design and upgrade of cell phone towers using AutoCAD
> travel to cell phone sites to perform design visits and as-built walks

Exyte Inc. Albany, NY
Layout Designer May 2020 to January 2021
> Work with a tool install team in the design and upgrade of semiconductor facilities
> Maintained Cad blocks that were submitted to the client for their records
> Created Revit block of the tools to upload into Revit models of the building

Army National Guard West haven, CT
Human Resource Specialist October 2008 to October 2012

> Involved in personal tracking using Microsoft Excel. Received and distributed the mail for four forward operating
bases

> Involved in reporting casualties to higher command

> Received Army Good Conduct medal, Army Achievement medal, Army Commendation medal. Received another
two Army Achievement medals while in training for my assistance in helping my squad accomplish their goals.

Education:

> Hudson Valley Community College, Troy, NY
CAD Certificate , 2012

CAD Software: Autodesk-Inventor, Autodesk-Revit, Autodesk-Revit, Autodesk Civil3D, Autodesk-AutoCAD, Microsoft
Excel

> Hudson Valley Community College, Troy, NY
Civil Engineering Technology , Current Student

Course Completed: Static & Strengths, Construction Materials, Structural Steel, Steel Design, Structures Il, Reinforced
Concrete Design, Hydraulics and Drainage, Chemistry Lab, Psychology, English, Math

318 West Ave, Saratoga Springs, NY 12866
Office 518-306-1711 — Fax 518-306-1711
www.airosmithdevelopment.com
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AIR®@SMITH

www.airosmithdevelopment.com

Joseph Johnston, P.E.

Joe has over 19 years of experience within the telecommunications and engineering industries as a well-rounded manager, asset
owner, and consultant. He oversees the Structural, A&E, Radio Frequency, Civil, Electrical and Field Services departments within
Airosmith as the Engineer of Record (EOR). He manages personnel, workflow, project cycle time, project delivery, and client
relationships, while also being adept in tnxTower, Powerline Systems, AutoCAD, LPILE, and RISA Suite software. Joe is a licensed
Professional Engineer (P.E.) 49 in states, Puerto Rico and the District of Columbia.

Professional Experience:
Vice President of Engineering — Airosmith (April 2020 - Present):
e  Oversees Structural, A&E, Radio Frequency, Civil, Electrical and Field Services departments, Engineer of Record (EOR).
e  Project management, project negotiation, and budget implementation.
e  Development and evolvement of functional and business unit strategies for the organization to meet industry standards.
e  Manages teams of Engineers, Project Managers, Designers, workflows, project cycle time, project
delivery, and client relationships.

Vice President of Structural Engineering — Infinigy Engineering (October 2016 — April 2020):
e  Structural Engineering Division, Field Services Department.
e  Project management, project negotiation, and budget implementation.
e  Development and evolvement of functional and business unit strategies for the organization to meet industry standards.
e  Managed personnel, workflow, project cycle time, project delivery, and client relationships.

Structural Engineering Manager — Infinigy Engineering (April 2013 — October 2016):
e Internal Structural Engineering department.
e  Structural evaluations and designs of telecommunications infrastructure.
e QAQC analysis and design calculations meeting ASCE7 and TIA standards.
e  Managed personnel, workflow, project cycle time, project delivery, and client relationships. Managed and
develops structural software and calculation tools.

Project Engineer — American Tower Inc., (July 2009 — April 2013):
e  Project engineer for industry leading telecommunications Tower owner.
e Structural analyses of telecommunications infrastructure.
e  Capable in ANSI/TIA/EIA-222-F and ANSI/TIA-222-G building codes and ASD and LRFD design.
e  Capable in Semaan Engineering Solutions Tower and Pole software, tnxTower, Powerline Software, and RISA 3D.
e  Collaborated with local building officials and municipalities around the country.

Staff Engineer — Tectonic Engineering, Inc., (January 2009 — July 2009):
e Structural analysis: designed rooftop and ground-level steel frame platforms supporting telecommunications equipment.
e  Completed projects through construction with direct contact with the client, including post construction inspection and
shop drawing review.
e  Utilized RISA 3D and Powerline software.

Project Engineer — FDH Engineering, Inc., (June 2008 — January 2009):
e Structural analysis. Use of tnxTower. Designed tower modifications and managed each project through construction
with direct contact with the client.
e  Knowledge of ANSI/TIA/EIA-222-F and ANSI/TIA-222-G building codes.

Design Engineer — American Tower Inc., (June 2006 — June 2008):
e Structural analyses: use of Semaan Engineering Solutions Tower and Pole software.
e  Knowledge of ANSI/TIA/EIA-222-F and ANSI/TIA-222-G building codes.

Education:
The University of Vermont — B.S., Civil Engineering, Burlington, VT — 2006
North Carolina State University — Continued Education/MCE, Raleigh, NC — 2010/2011

318 West Avenue, Saratoga Springs, NY 12866 Certified
Main Office / Fax: 518-306-1711 wmn'slszm]?mlxss%m

www.airosmithdevelopment.com



ELIZABETH GLIDDEN

East Haddam, CT 06423
lizwest8(@gmail.com
860-808-4232

October 2018- present
Real Estate and Regulatory Advisor for Verizon Wireless
Senior planner for Real Estate and Regulatory team at Verizon Wireless. Managed Build to Suit
program of all new rawland builds. Obtained license agreements with state and local
governments, public utilities, universities and private colleges for small cell deployment. Filed
and tracked regulatory applications, followed federal and state level legislative matters pertaining
to wireless facilities. Worked extensively with CT PURA for utility pole attachments and CT
CSC for new tower builds.

September 2008-October 2018

Director of Land Use, Haddam CT www.haddam.org

Director of 5 person department for small CT town. Worked with State agencies to site and
construct transfer station, decommission the former CT Yankee property of 500+acres and
extend a public water main to over 70 parcels. Obtained over $5million in DOT, EPA and
Brownfield Grants. Worked on Remedial Action Plan for Higganum Cove with EPA, and on two
other historic brownfield sites now under Town ownership. Managed departmental $500,000
budget, expenditures and staff of five.

March 2006-July 2008

Senior Planner, Network Building and Consulting, Hanover, MD www.networkbuilding.com
Senior Planner for land use development consultants specializing in obtaining local approvals for
development projects and telecommunications installations.

September 2002, -1998

Planner 11, Anne Arundel County, Office of Planning and Zoning, Zoning Division,
Annapolis, MD.

WWW.aacounty.org

Prepared and presented staff reports for elected officials of County Council on behalf of the Land
use Department. Revised Zoning Code, and provided zoning expertise in coordinating projects
with State Highway Administration, Critical Area Commission, Maryland Department of
Planning, and Department of Natural Resources. Updated County General Development Plan.

EDUCATION

Master’s of Applied Anthropology, Certificate of Historic Preservation. The University of
Maryland, College Park, Maryland

Bachelor of Arts. Sociology major. The College of Wooster, Wooster, Ohio
CERTIFICATIONS

2009 Municipal Inland Wetland Commissioners Training Program

2012 UConn Land Use Academy GIS Applications Certificate

2016 Connecticut State Tree Warden Certification



Richard Landino All-Points Technology Corporation, P.C.
Senior Designer/Analyst 567 Vauxhall Street Extension — Suite 311
Waterford, CT 06385

860-552-2043 Ext. 222

rlandino@allpointstech.com

General Background

Mr. Landino has over 17 years of professional experience in the graphics field. His expertise includes 3-
dimensional modeling, preparing photographic simulations, field reconnaissance for visual and aesthetic
evaluations, precision photography, graphic design, and production of presentation and marketing
materials. He has extensive experience conducting and preparing photographic simulations, sight-lines
and related graphics for large-scale utility installations, telecommunication sites, new and modified
substations, transmission structures, electrical corridor upgrades, wind and solar facilities, and fuel cells
throughout New England and New York.

Representative Projects
e  Visibility Analysis - Proposed monopole, Haddam, CT 2025
e Visibility Analysis - Proposed telecommunications rooftop equipment, West Haven, CT 2024
e United Illuminating, Fairfield-Congress Railroad Transmission Line 115-kV Rebuild Project, CT

2023

e United Illuminating, Derby Junction-Ansonia Substation Transmission Line 115-kv Rebuild
Project, CT 2022

e United Illuminating, Milvon-West River Railroad Transmission Line 115-kv Rebuild Project, CT
2021

e  United [lluminating, Proposed and Existing Substations, Multiple Locations, CT 2012-2021

e Facility Renderings & Visibility Analyses - Greenwich Substation and Line Project, Greenwich, CT
2015-2018

e Visibility Assessment & Photographic Simulations - Manchester Substation Proposed Tower,
Manchester, CT 2018

e Photographic Simulations - Birchwood Condominiums, Danbury, CT 2017

e Visibility Analysis - Danielson Work Center, Killingly, CT 2017

e Visibility Analysis - Proposed Microwave Tower, East Hampton, CT 2016

e Visibility Analysis - Norwalk Area Work Center Tower Replacement - 2015

e Photographic Simulations - Proposed Renewable Electric Generating Facilities, Multiple Sites
2014 - Ongoing

e Telecommunications, Existing Conditions Photo-Documentation / Photo-simulations

Education B.A. Southern Connecticut State University, Arts, 2003
Paier College of Art, 2004-2006

- N
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BRIAN PAUL

4 Angelas Way, Burlington, CT 06013
860-550-5971
bpaul323@gmail.com- www.linkedin.com/in/brian-paul-aa19gags/

Professional Summary

Results-oriented engineering and development leader with extensive experience in
telecommunications and construction. Proven success in managing complex projects, leading cross-
functional teams, and driving strategic initiatives. Skilled in budget oversight, vendor coordination,
and delivering high-quality outcomes that exceed KPIs. Adaptable across industries and owner’s rep
environments, with a strong focus on efficiency, safety, and continuous improvement.

Professional Skills

e Office 365 Proficiency e Team Leadership & Mentorship.

e Safety Compliance-OSHA 30 e Exceptional Interpersonal Communication

e Vendor Oversight e Action-Oriented/Purposeful Decision Making
e Process and Quality Improvement ¢ Budget Management

Professional History

Project Manager- Development- Vertical Bridge- Boca Raton FL
e Oversee projects in the New England Market for Verizon.

Project Manager- Transmission — Eversource Energy- Hartford, CT

¢ Independently manage large-scale transmission construction projects to ensure all phases are
completed safely, efficiently, within scope, while meeting the schedule, and budget.

e Work closely with department stakeholders as well as legal, regulatory, purchasing, and siting teams
to ensure compliance and timely distribution of deliverables as required.

¢ Maintain complete autonomy over the project’s budget, including bids, material, and change orders,
while conducting regular project reviews and team meetings to ensure work plans are followed and
resource utilization is on track.

e Conduct regular site visits to ongoing or new projects to conduct design reviews, safety assessments,
and to assess contractor production.

Manager, Engineering and Development - T-Mobile- Bloomfield CT

¢ Led and mentored a team of nine employees pre and post Sprint merger (April 2020) toward
development and subsequent launch of the nation’s first 5G network.

¢ Guided vendor teams, stakeholders, and organizational partners in the end-to-end real estate/site
acquisition process through construction handoff and closeout requirements.

e Market leader for all network upgrades, new site builds, generators, and decom projects. Inclusive
of all soft-cost related milestones (leasing zoning, permitting) and hard-cost (material,
construction).

e Responsible for all KPI reporting, schedules, and build plans to market director and regional
leadership team, inclusive of administrative support and cross-functional tasks in proprietary
databases.


http://www.linkedin.com/in/brian-paul-aa199a95/

Interfacing with project stakeholders including landlords, vendors, community officials and legal
counsel.

Ensured effective project and contract management for all vendors.

Followed all SOX compliance procedures, upheld all market financial controls and maintained
project operation while supporting all business development activities as directed by business
planning and C-level management.

Resolve property management and landlord/tenant disputes, including post-integration activities
after construction handoff.

Developed and deployed the only DIY construction model used in the Northeast Region resulting in
100% accuracy against the build plan, met precision forecasting model, shortened project durations,
reduced project cost, and improved quality by utilizing lean methodology practices.

Instrumental in the oversight and deployment of over two hundred new sites (NSD) on air in the CT
Market between 2019 and 2023.

Upgraded more than three hundred sites to 10G fiber at the site, resulting in faster connections and
the ability to sell and utilize over 1800 new HSI (home internet) devices in the market in 2022 &
2023.

Successfully managed an annual capital budget ranging from $60- 120 million from 2019- 2023.

Project Manager-Construction- T-Mobile- Bloomfield CT
Market oversight of hard cost-related tasks, milestones, budgets, and quality assurance initiatives for
sub-contractors and vendors.
Reviewed and approved of all documentation, including scopes of work, architectural drawings, bids,
and purchase orders.
Managed three vendors during the real estate process in support of new site build and site
modification programs, including overlay, generator, and fiber upgrade projects.
Participated in site scoping review meetings and on-site construction progress with hired vendors
and collaborated with internal and external stakeholders to plan and implement network upgrades.
Develop and leverage relationships with other T-Mobile Project and Market Managers, enabling the
effective delivery of development-related activities and support across all projects.
Mentored field-level CMs to improve communication, training, quality control, expertise, and
reporting between all supporting stakeholders. On-site training and quality inspections resulted in
improved overall satisfaction.
Work with construction managers and T-Mobile Market PMs to re-establish roles and
responsibilities (RACI) within the market. Driving toward a more unified approach and better
communication within the organization, resulting in a collaborative approach that netted a positive
Q4 2017 completion of all forecasted projects 2+ weeks ahead of deadlines.
Participated in disaster recovery efforts during multiple storm-related outages in Q1 & Q2 2018 by
providing management of field-related tasks by vendors and coordinating generators, electricians,
and refueling deployment.

Project Manager -T-Mobile - Transcend Wireless-Bloomfield CT
Oversight of all FSA activities, including data integrity, database updates, and data tracking.
Worked in conjunction with T-Mobile development team on all day-to-day activities related to all
soft cost and hard cost milestones.
Conducted on-site field visits, safety assessments, and site-level planning meetings to ensure checks
and balances against customer-derived KPIs.
Utilized prior knowledge of construction and project management to mentor fellow employees and
bring new employees into the company.
Managed the market as sole Transcend POC for all financial tracking and P&L..



Construction Manager -Verizon Wireless - Structure Consulting Group —
Hartford, CT

e Reporting to the Director of Development on all construction-related tasks conducted by field
personnel and general contractors.

e Conducted on-site job safety analysis, recorded milestone achievement, provided purchase order
procurement, and obtained building materials, including the special order of all pre-cast shelters.

¢ Provided weekly planning reports of site progress against plan, material procurement status, fiber
orders, and analysis of projected site completion.

e Managed all phases of field construction for Verizon Wireless sites as built by assigned GCs.

e Enforced all safety, labor, and design requirements dictated by OSHA, state, and local law.

Director of Construction-AT&T - Nexlink Global Services — Windsor, CT

e Established pricing module based on client’s driver system and work with sub-contractors to provide
process for billing of scoped services within the project contract.

e Identified and maintained proper levels of material inventory to meet project schedule and future
build plan.

e Utilized (3) material vendors and (5) Nexlink staff to procure six hundred full site material kits for
“just in time” deployment.

¢ Led market-wide project kick-off meetings with construction teams and subcontractor resources.

e Managed construction and material budgets, as well as site build costs/checks and balances in
concert with Nexlink Finance team.

e Maintained +20% profit margin throughout the project build while maintaining AT&T desired crew
counts and run rates.

e Coordinated efforts with Nexlink Site Acquisition Team to identify sites ready for construction and
develop an internal NTP process.

e Coordinated efforts with Nexlink QA and on-site safety teams to provide continuing education to
construction managers and sub-contractors via monthly email updates and ongoing direct training.

e Established, managed, and communicated project schedule and KPIs to Nexlink Management Team,
AT&T, and Nexlink managed subcontractors.

e Hired project team members to fulfill roles and responsibilities identified by client needs and
project-specific tasks, including the mentoring of two new CMs new to the industry.

e Met goal of 90% sites built to launch Wave 2 Q2 2012, as well as 80% Wave 3 by the end of Q4. 560
LTE sites built in Hartford, New Haven, Bridgeport, Springfield, Providence, and Portland in 2012

Construction Manager

TEK Systems (T-Mobile) Bloomfield, CT
Construction Manager

TEK Systems (Clearwire/Sprint)- Glastonbury, CT
UMTS Project Manager
S-Com — (T-Mobile)- Bloomfield, CT

EDUCATION
Bachelor of Arts, Business Leadership GPA-4.00
University of Arizona Global Campus
Dean’s list: Fall 2019 through Fall 2023

Volunteer
New England Wireless Assoc- Scholarship Committee
New England Wireless Association- Golf Fundraiser Committee
Hole Ambassador- Traveler’s Golf Tournament- Eversource Energy



DEAN GUSTAFSON

Director of Environmental Services All-Points Technology Corporation, P.C.
Professional Soil Scientist 567 Vauxhall Street Ext., Suite 311
Senior Wetland Scientist Waterford, CT 06385

General Background

Dean Gustafson has been the lead wetland and soil scientist on more than 1,500 development projects in
Connecticut and Western Massachusetts since 1988. His background includes NEPA/CEPA
documentation, wetlands, water-quality investigations, coastal-zone-management studies, and natural-
resource and ecological evaluations. Mr. Gustafson has expertise in wetland identification, soil mapping,
soil classification, vegetative and hydrology surveys, and wetland impact assessment, mitigation design,
and mitigation construction oversight. He has extensive experience in local, state, and federal wetland
permitting, including having worked on over 150 Connecticut Siting Council dockets and providing expert
testimony at Council hearings. Mr. Gustafson has consulted on numerous projects that involve soils-
related issues such as erosion and sediment control planning, vegetative soil stabilization and storm
water management BMP evaluation and selection. Mr. Gustafson’s water quality experience includes
stormwater studies for compliance with National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES),
Section 401 Water Quality Certification, and the 2024 Connecticut DEP Stormwater Quality Manual. He
has also served as the Environmental Compliance Monitor on numerous construction projects to ensure
compliance with wetland, vernal pool, and rare species protections as conditioned by various local, state
and federal regulatory agency authorizations.

In addition to wetland consulting, his expertise as a wetland biologist includes the identification of flora
and fauna and evaluation of wildlife habitat functions in both wetland and terrestrial systems, including
focused avian, mammalian, invertebrate and herpetofauna surveys using both active and passive
methods. Mr. Gustafson also performs targeted surveys for sensitive, rare and listed species that have
resolved numerous potential rare species conflicts with proposed developments in coordination with
state and federal agencies. In addition, Mr. Gustafson has extensive experience in performing
herpetological surveys, including vernal pool investigations and evaluations.

Representative Projects

Industrial Developments, CT and MA

Managed wetland and rare species permitting for several large industrial developments for national
Fortune 100 tenants in Connecticut and Massachusetts. Services included performing wetland, vernal
pool, rare species and terrestrial impact evaluation studies, preparation of assessment documents, and
development of mitigation plans. Responsible for preparation of local, state and federal wetland permits
and securing agency authorizations. Projects also included conducting extensive rare species surveys,
consultation with state wildlife agencies, preparation of conservation and mitigation plans, and securing
agency authorizations. Permitted more than 6 million square feet of industrial warehouse space in
Connecticut.

CT Commercial Solar Projects

Served as the lead wetland scientist and biologist for the development of numerous commercial-scale
solar facilities throughout Connecticut. Project responsibilities included wetland delineation, function and
value assessment, wetland mitigation design, federal wetland permit preparation, rare species surveys
and consultations with the Connecticut Department of Energy & Environmental Protection Natural
Diversity Data Base, vernal pool surveys, project impact evaluations, construction and wetland mitigation
monitoring and Siting Council petition support.

Siting, Licensing and Permitting Consulting Services — Eversource Energy
Since 2016, Dean has assisted Eversource Energy in a variety of projects, providing and overseeing:
natural resources inventories of existing flora and fauna, habitat evaluations, wetland delineations and
impact analyses, vernal pool surveys, rare species surveys, archaeological and cultural investigations,
visual analyses, preparation of technical documents (including applications to the Siting Council,
municipalities, and state and federal regulatory agencies), and preparation of state and federal
A
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DEAN GUSTAFSON Director of Environmental Services, Professional Soil Scientist, Senior Wetland Scientist

underground utility installations, and existing facilities requiring upgrades. Dean assisted with pre-
acquisition due diligence activities; site development feasibility assessments; natural resources inventories
of existing flora and fauna; vernal pool studies and assessments; habitat evaluations; wetland delineations,
assessments, mitigation designs, and permit compliance monitoring; site layout and design evaluations;
erosion and sediment control planning and construction monitoring; vegetative soil stabilization and storm
water management BMP evaluations and selection; preparation of technical documents; and, coordination
with State and local agencies.

CPV Towantic Energy Center, Oxford, CT

Lead scientist responsible for performing wetland investigations, wetland evaluations, wetland mitigation
design and rare species surveys for a proposed 785 MW dual-fueled combined cycle electric generating
facility. Prepared the federal wetland permit application and secured Section 404 and 401 authorizations
from the Army Corps of Engineers New England Division and Connecticut Department of Energy &
Environmental Protection, respectively. Also responsible for developing a wetland mitigation plan, which
consisted of two constructed stormwater wetland systems to compensate for the project’s unavoidable
wetland impacts, as well as coordinating regulatory approval for payment into the Audubon CT In Lieu Fee
Wetland Mitigation Program. Also provided supporting application materials to the Connecticut Siting
Council and expert testimony at nhumerous hearings.

National Retailer, Rocky Hill, CT

Responsible for wetland permitting of a multi-tenant retail development resulting in significant unavoidable
wetland impacts and the creation of a wetland mitigation area exceeding 1 acre is size. Wetland permits were
secured from the Rocky Hill Wetland Agency, CTDEP and U.S. Army Corps of Engineers for wetland impacts
and wetland mitigation area.

Telecommunications Carrier Wetland Compliance Program

Project Manager for major telecommunications carrier's wetland compliance program. Responsible for
wetland delineation, assessment, mitigation and alternatives analysis, habitat evaluations, vernal pool
identification and assessment, design review for permit feasibility, and successful permitting of over 100
wireless telecommunications facilities with local wetland/conservation commissions in the Connecticut,
Massachusetts, and Rhode Island market areas including Connecticut Siting Council application and hearing
support. Responsible for erosion and sediment control planning and construction monitoring for projects in
Connecticut and Massachusetts that represent a potential to impact sensitive wetland and rare species
resources during construction.

Connecticut DOT West Haven/Orange Railroad Station, Environmental Assessment

Task manager for assessing natural resources, including wetlands, floodplain, aquatic habitats, and wildlife,
associated with a proposed railroad station at one of two possible sites. Prepared technical documents in
support of Draft Federal Environmental Assessment/Draft State Environmental Impact Evaluation.

Education B.S. University of Massachusetts, Plant and Soil
Sciences

Graduate coursework, University of New Hampshire

Affiliations Member, Town of Lebanon, CT Inland Wetlands and
Watercourses Commission (since 1995)

Registrations Professional Soil Scientist, Society of Soil Scientists of
Southern New England (since 1988)

Connecticut Association of Wetland Scientists

Association of Massachusetts Wetland Scientists

A
ALL-POINTS

TECHNOLOGY CORPORATION



	Please identify by name, position and address, any person answering or assisting in responding to these interrogatories on behalf of the applicant, Towers, LLC (the “Applicant”) and/or Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (hereinafter “Verizon” ...
	Response
	See the Applicant’s witness list provided in the Council’s Docket No. 543 Hearing Program.  Attached in Exhibit 1 to these responses are the resumes or curriculum vitae for each listed witness.  Keith Vellanti’s resume was provided in Applicant’s Exhi...
	Question No. 2
	In Attachment 12 (Preliminary Historic Resources Determination), All-Points Technology Corporation (“APT”) states that it “completed an independent review of the National Register of Historic Places (“NRHP”) and SHPO files to determine if any listed ...
	Response
	APT accessed and reviewed publicly available information on the NRHP and an independent database developed directly from the Connecticut State Historic Preservation Officer (“SHPO”) files to identify listed sites and sites potentially eligible for li...
	 Properties listed in the National Register;
	 Properties formally determined eligible for listing by the Keeper of the National Register;
	 Properties that the SHPO certifies are in the process of being nominated to the National Register;
	 Properties previously determined eligible as part of a consensus determination of eligibility between the SHPO and a Federal Agency or local government representing the Department of Housing and Urban Development; and
	 Properties listed in the SHPO Inventory that the SHPO has previously evaluated and found to meet the National Register criteria, and that are identified accordingly in the SHPO Inventory.
	No listed resources are located within the 0.5-mile APE.
	Question No. 3
	Please identify the criteria used by the Applicant and/or APT to determine a site’s, eligibility for listing on the NRHP and/or the State Register of Historic Places (“SRHP”).
	Response
	As stated above, APT completed an independent review of existing NRHP and SHPO files to determine if any listed sites, are located proximate to the Project Site and found none.  APT does not complete an independent eligibility evaluation or identify ...
	Question No. 4
	Please list all sites, structures or properties identified by the Applicant and/or APT as eligible for listing on the NRHP or SRHP as part of the Applicant’s Preliminary Historic
	Resources Determination and/or Visual Assessment.
	Response
	As stated in the response to Question 2 above, the results of APT’s review revealed that no NRHP-listed resources or state-registered sites are located within one-half mile of the Project Site.
	Question No. 5
	For any site, structure or property identified in response to Interrogatory No. 3, please respond to the following:
	a. Please qualify with specificity the potential impact of the Applicant’s telecommunications tower on said site, structure or property.
	b. Please identify any alternative locations, configurations or designs, including the use of small cells or Distributed Antenna System (“DAS”) nodes, that would minimize the impact of the proposed project on said site, structure or property.
	c. If not already provided part of the record, please provide a viewshed analysis and photo simulation of the proposed project from said site, structure or property.
	Response
	None. As stated in the Application, Attachment 12 and above, the results of APT’s review revealed that no NRHP-listed resources or state-registered sites are located within the 0.5 mile APE of the Project Site.
	Question No. 6
	If the answer to Interrogatory 3 is “none,” please explain, in detail, why the following properties were determined to be ineligible for listing on the NRHP:
	d. 7 Warren Road, Washington, Connecticut
	e. 260 Litchfield Turnpike, Washington, Connecticut
	f. 23 Couch Road, Washington, Connecticut
	g. 15 Couch Road, Washington, Connecticut
	h. 151 Litchfield Turnpike, Washington, Connecticut
	i. 128 Litchfield Turnpike, Washington, Connecticut
	j. 176 West Morris Road, Washington, Connecticut
	k. 166 West Morris Road, Washington, Connecticut
	l. 160 West Morris Road, Washington, Connecticut
	m. 157 Woodville Road, Warren, Connecticut
	n. 100 Woodville Road, Warren, Connecticut
	o. 40 Angevine Road, Warren, Connecticut
	p. 122-132 Mount Tom Road, Litchfield, Connecticut
	q. 68 Prospect Mountain Road, Litchfield, Connecticut
	Response
	The properties referenced in Question 6 do not currently appear on the NRHP or the SRHP.  Additionally, none of the properties listed above are recommended for inclusion on the NRHP in the Historic and Architectural Resource Survey of Washington prep...
	Most notably, the assertion that the proposed tower would be an “adverse visual intrusion into the outlook vista of the Mt. Tom Tower” is not correct.  APT evaluated view from the Mt. Tom Tower during its April 2025 balloon float, confirming no visibi...
	While we recognize and respect Mr. Haynes’ qualifications to provide an opinion relative to potential historic significance of area structures, that opinion is not a formal determination of eligibility for listing on the NRHP. In addition, Mr. Haines’...
	Question No. 7
	Please provide a supplemental viewshed analysis and photo simulation of the Project, as proposed, from all locations identified in Interrogatory 5.
	Response
	There are no resources listed on or eligible for listing on the NRHP or State Register identified in Interrogatory No. 5.  If the ARGs are referring to the properties list in Question No. 6 we would refer you to the Viewshed Analysis Maps contained i...
	Please identify any alternative locations, configurations or designs, including the use of small cells or Distributed Antenna System (“DAS”) nodes, that would minimize the visual impact of the proposed project on the locations and/or resources identi...
	Response
	See the Applicant’s responses to Council Interrogatories No. 7 regarding the use of small cells and No. 50 regarding the use of alternative structure types.  See also the Applicant’s response to the Council’s Late File Exhibit No. 5 regarding the eva...
	In response to the Council’s Interrogatory No. 7, the Applicant states that the use of small cells and DAS nodes is not “economically feasible.”  It estimates the “the cost for each small cell installation to be approximately $75,000 to $80,000.”  Th...
	Response
	Please provide the date, time and location of all meetings held between the Applicant or APT and any state or local historic district or preservation office, agency, board or commission to discuss the potential impact of the Applicant’s project on ab...
	Response
	Please state the name, address and title of any expert in the field of history or historic preservation who has been retained by the Applicant or who the Applicant intends to use as an expert witness in support of this Docket 543.
	Response
	The Applicant intends to utilize Trileaf to complete its NEPA compliance documentation after the Council approves the proposed tower site.  At this point, the Applicant does not know who specifically at Trileaf will work on the NEPA compliance docume...
	Question No. 13
	Please provide the resume or curriculum vitae of any expert witness identified in response to the preceding interrogatory.
	Response
	Question No. 15
	Please explain whether any alternative design or configuration considered by the Applicant, including but limited to the use of smell cell or DAS nodes, will:
	a. Reduce the project’s impact to wetlands and watercourses. Please explain.
	b. Reduce tree clearing, including the clearing of core forest and critical terrestrial habitat (“CTH”). Please explain.
	c. Reduce or eliminate visual impacts to historic resources, resources eligible for local, state or federal historic designation and scenic roads. Please explain.
	Response
	See the Applicant’s response to Council Interrogatory No. 7 regarding the use of small cells.  As discussed at length during the December 4, 2025, evidentiary hearing, small cells are used to complement existing macro-cells (tower sites) coverage an...
	The use of alternative tower structures (tree tower; fire tower) at the proposed tower site, as discussed at the Council’s December 4, 2025 evidentiary hearing would require the development of an access driveway similar to that described in the Applic...
	Question No. 16
	APT’s Wetland Inspection Map dated November 25, 2025 (Exhibit 2 to Applicant’s Responses to the Council’s Interrogatories), depicts an offsite wetland identified as Wetland 2. Has Wetland 2 been evaluated to determine whether it functions, or is capa...
	Response
	Wetland 2 was identified using remote sensing techniques and it is unknown if this wetland, which is located immediately east of the Washington Montessori School’s parking lot, supports vernal pool habitat. The proposed Project Site would be located ...
	For any persons who evaluated 17 Warren Road, Washington, CT (the “Property”) with regard to service, please describe the work those persons performed and/or any documents/records that those persons produced on behalf of the Applicant, Cellco and/or ...
	Response
	If by “service” the question is referring to “wireless service” the Applicant would refer the ARG to the Application, p. 8, the coverage plots included in Attachment 6 and the Applicant’s responses to Council Interrogatories (Set 1) 25-32 and respons...
	Please provide copies of any documents in the possession of the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon (including but not limited to any and all papers, reports, records and communications, as well as any documents or communications in electronic form) whi...
	Response
	See Application p.8, Coverage Maps included in the Application, Attachment 6, the Applicant’s responses to Council Interrogatories (Set 1) Nos. 25 – 32 and responses 18-29 and 31 below.
	Where are the specific coverage gaps at 700 MHz in the area that the proposed facility will provide reliable wireless service to?
	Response
	See Application, Attachment 6, the Applicant’s response to Council Interrogatory (Set 1) No. 31 and question No. 31 below.  Thes gaps in service are identified along State Route 202 and 341, Old Mount Tom Road, Whittlesey Road and Couch Road.
	Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 700 MHz in the area the proposed facility will provide reliable service to?
	Response
	See Response No. 19 above.
	Where are the specific coverage gaps at 850 MHz in the area that the proposed facility will provide reliable wireless service to?
	Response
	See Response No. 19 above.
	Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 850 MHz in the area the proposed facility will provide reliable service to?
	Response
	See Response No. 19 above.
	Question No. 23
	Where are the specific coverage gaps at 1900 MHz in the area that the proposed facility will provide reliable wireless service to?
	Response
	See Response No. 19 above.
	Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 1900 MHz in the area the proposed facility will provide reliable service to?
	Response
	See Response No. 19 above.
	Where are the specific coverage gaps at 2,100 MHz in the area that the proposed facility will provide reliable wireless service to?
	Response
	Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 2,100 MHz in the area the proposed facility will provide reliable service to?
	Response
	What is the name(s), address, affiliations(s) and credentials of the individual(s) who prepared any coverage maps that were relied upon by the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon for this Application.
	Response
	Where are the specific coverage gaps at 3,700 MHz (5G) in the area that the proposed facility will provide reliable wireless service to?
	Response
	See Response No. 19 above.
	Please provide copies of any coverage maps for the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or Verizon which show where there are coverage gaps at 3,700 MHz (5G) in the area the proposed facility will provide reliable service to?
	Response
	See Response No. 19 above.
	Response
	What is the land areas of each and every coverage gap at 700 Mhz that the provided facility will provide reliable service to?
	Response
	Response
	What is the metric (or metrics) that the Applicant and/or Cellco and/or Verizon uses to assess capacity needs with respect to its 700 MHz, 850 MHz, 1900 MHz, 2100 MHz and 3700 Mhz (5G) facilities?
	Response
	The proposed Washington North 2 facility is a coverage site.  Capacity benefits of the macro cell facility would be minimal and occur in those areas where coverage from the proposed site and the adjacent sites overlap.
	Did the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon determine that relevant sectors of its existing facilities are reaching or forecast to reach their respective capacity limits within the next few years?  If so, based on the 700 MHz, 850 MHz, 1900 MHz, 2100 MH...
	Response
	Is the proposed facility intended to provide “capacity relief” for the Verizon network? If so:
	a. With respect to the consideration of “capacity relief”, what is the basis for the proposed antenna height for the proposed facility?
	b. Is it possible to obtain the necessary “capacity relief” with an antenna height that is lower than the proposed height? If so, what is the lowest possible antenna height that the Applicant, Cellco and/or Verizon can use in order to obtain the neces...
	Response
	See Applicant’s response to Interrogatory Nos.  32, 33, and 34 above.
	Response
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