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CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL  
 

APPLICATION OF THE TOWERS, LLC   ) DOCKET NO. 543 
FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL  ) 
COMPATIBILITY AND PUBLIC NEED FOR THE   ) 
CONSTRUCTION, MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION ) DECEMBER 30, 2025 
OF A TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY AT  ) 
17 WARREN ROAD, WASHINGTON (NEW PRESTON), ) 
CONNECTICUT      ) 

PRE-FILED TESTIMONY OF IMAD AFIOUNI  
 

Q1.  Please state your name and address. 
 
A1. Imad Afiouni, 10 Warren Road, New Preston, CT 06777.  
 
Q2.  How long have you lived at your current address? 
 
A2.  My wife, Christine, and I have lived at 10 Warren Road for the past twenty-four 

(24) years. We raised our two children at the property.     
 
Q3. How close is 10 Warren Road to the site of the Applicant’s proposed 

telecommunications facility? 
 
A3. My property is located approximately two hundred and fifty feet (250’) from 17 

Warren Road, the site of The Towers LLC’s (the “Applicant”) proposed 
telecommunications facility and associated equipment.   

 
Q4.  Have you fully reviewed the Application (Docket 543) filed by the Towers?  
 
A4. Yes, I have reviewed the application materials submitted by the Applicant to the 

CT Siting Council as part of Docket 543.  
 
Q5. After reviewing the Application, do you have any concerns about the 

Tower’s proposal?  
 
A5. Yes, I have serious concerns about the adverse impact of the proposed 

telecommunications tower on property values, the environment and the public 
health and safety. 

 
Q6. Can you please elaborate on your concerns.  
 
A6. Yes. Like so many of our neighbors, my wife and I chose to purchase real estate 

in New Preston based upon the area’s rural character, scenic values and quiet 
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residential neighborhoods. The construction of a 140 foot tall telecommunications 
tower, as proposed by the Applicant, will have a negative impact on the value of  
my property and my neighbors’ properties. My property, given its close proximity 
to 17 Warren Road, will be subjected to unobstructed views of the tower, the 
uncertainty of increased exposure to RF and EMF radiation, increased noise 
pollution and traffic associated with the construction, maintenance and use of the 
tower. This will diminish my property’s value and my family’s use and enjoyment 
of the same. In addition to being our sanctuary, my family’s home is a significant 
investment and is critical to our financial security.  

 
As a cancer survivor, I am also particularly concerned about the health risks 
associated with exposure to EMF and RF emissions. I am concerned about the 
impact of the proposed telecommunications facility on my health and my family’s 
health as well as the health and well-being of my neighbors and the students 
enrolled at the nearby Washington Montessori School.  
 
The proposed project will also adversely impact our local environment, including 
adverse impacts to historic and cultural resources. Our neighborhood’s scenic 
beauty is paramount to our quality of life and property values. The construction of 
the telecommunications tower will desecrate the natural beauty of New Preston’s 
rolling hills. Additionally, as discussed in the pre-filed testimony of Wes Haynes, 
year-round and seasonal views of the cell tower will negatively impact multiple 
historic and culturally-significant properties located on Warren Road and Route 
202. The tower will also produce noise pollution. I am concerned that the 
operational noise associated with the telecommunications tower will, at the very 
least, constitute a disruptive nuisance to the neighborhood.  

 
As discussed extensively in the material submitted by Steep Rock Association, 
the construction and operation of the telecommunications tower will disturb 
sensitive habitats, including wetlands and core forest, and endanger resident and 
migratory flora and fauna. As a long-time resident, I can attest to the diversity 
and value of the area’s wildlife. The direct wetland impacts, the fragmentation of 
core forest and the potential pollution and/or impairment of area watercourses, 
including the Shepaug River (associated with the onsite storage of fuel and use 
of pesticides and herbicides), will diminish the integrity and health of our local 
environment. 
 
Lastly, the Application does not include adequate traffic or sightline analyses. My 
family travels daily on State Route 341 (Warren/Woodville Road). Route 341 is a 
windy and, at points, steep road with inadequate sightlines. I can attest to the fact 
that people drive too fast on Route 341 and, as a result, there have been a 
number of accidents (and near misses) in the vicinity of the subject property. I am 
concerned that an additional curb cut, with inadequate sight lines, and the 
increase in vehicles and construction equipment entering and exiting the site will 
result in additional traffic accidents and render a road, utilized daily by my family 
and neighbors, further unsafe.  
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Q7. Have any of your neighbors expressed concern about the Application? 
 
A7.  Yes, I have spoken with a number of my neighbors and residents of the Towns of 

Warren and Washington who share my concerns. Some of those neighbors have 
intervened in this proceeding and are represented as part of the Area Residents 
Group. Countless others, however, have not formally intervened but have 
expressed their strong opposition to the Application.    

 
Q8. Based upon the information, evidence and testimony that you have 

observed so far, do you think that the Connecticut Siting Council should 
approve or deny this application?  

 
A8. Based on what I have observed so far, I think the Connecticut Siting Council 

needs to deny this application.  
 
Q9. If the Connecticut Siting Council were to approve the Tower’s application, 

do you think that the approval should require any changes to what the 
Tower’s has proposed so far?  

 
A9. Yes.  
 
Q10. What changes do you suggest?  
 
A10. Based upon what has been submitted to date, it appears that the objectives of 

the Applicant’s Application could be achieved through the use of small cells or a 
distributed antenna system (“DAS”) as opposed to a 140-foot 
telecommunications tower. The use of small cells on existing utility poles located 
within the state or municipal right-of-way would eliminate or mitigate the majority 
of the environmental, viewshed, public health and safety, and property value 
concerns associated with this project.    

 
 
 

 
 

Sincerely,  
 
      /s/ Imad Afiouni  
      Imad Afiouni 
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   RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED BY: 
     AREA RESIDENTS GROUP  
 
    BY: /s/Mario F. Coppola     
                 Mario F. Coppola, Esq. 
     Matthew L. Studer, Esq. 
     Berchem Moses PC 
     1221 Post Road East  
     Westport, CT 06880 
     Telephone No.: (203) 227-9545 
     Facsimile No.: (203) 226-1641 
     Email: mcoppola@berchemmoses.com 
     mstuder@berchemmoses.com 
     Their Attorneys  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
This is to certify that a true copy of the foregoing was electronically mailed and/or 
deposited in the United States mail, first-class, postage pre-paid this 30th day of 
December, 2025 to the individuals on the Service List for this Docket, as of December 
30, 2025. The original and fifteen copies (plus one electronic copy) of the foregoing was 
electronically mailed and/or deposited in the United States mail, first-class, postage-paid 
this 30th day of December, 2025 to:  
 
Melanie Bachman, Esq., Executive Director  
Connecticut Siting Council  
10 Franklin Square 
New Britain, CT 06051 
Email: melanie.bachman@ct.gov  
(1 original, 15 copies, plus 1 electronic) 
 
 
 

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