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PRE-HEARING INTERROGATORIES DATED DECEMBER 23, 2025 

  
 

Notice 
 

1. Referencing Application Exhibit D, of the letters sent to abutting property 
owners, how many certified mail receipts were received? If any receipts were 
not returned, which owners did not receive their notice?  Were any additional 
attempts made to contact those property owners? 

 
Response: 

 
See summary of all notices sent to and received by abutting property 
owners, together with delivery receipts, attached as Exhibit 1. 

 
 
2. Referencing Application p. 7, have the Applicants received any comments 

since the Application was submitted to the Council? If yes, summarize the 
comments and how these comments were addressed. 
 
Response: 

 
No, the Applicants have not received any comments. 

 
 

  



Existing Facility and Site 
 

3. Referencing Application p. 21, when did New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC 
(AT&T) become aware of the need to decommission its 269 Flanders Road 
facility? 
 
Response: 
 
On September 9, 2024, ARX informed AT&T of a potential tower to be 
developed near the AT&T installation at the AT&T utility stanchion.   
Given the difficulty with maintaining and upgrading its existing facility on 
the utility stanchion as noted below, AT&T determined that to continue to 
provide reliable wireless service in this area, it should decommission its 
existing facility and relocate onto the proposed ARX tower.  AT&T’s 
radiofrequency engineers reviewed the new location for viability and 
determined that coverage would be comparable.    
 
 

4. Referencing Application p. 8, explain why the 269 Flanders Road facility will be 
decommissioned.  Is there a deadline associated with decommissioning?     
 
Response: 
 
AT&T’s relocation of the existing 269 Flanders Road facility to the new 
tower is the result of a corporate business decision.  The new tower will 
provide increased flexibility for technologies, access and upgrades.  
Utility stanchions require outages in order to be maintained or upgraded 
and have limited technological expansion opportunities.  The term of 
AT&T’s lease agreement with Eversource would align with relocating to 
the proposed new tower if approved and built. 
 
 

5. Council records (Petition No. 530 and related exempt modification requests) 
identify electric transmission line structure (#6077) as the host structure for the 
229 Flanders Road facility. Has the structure and/or number changed since 
2020?  

 
Response: 
 
The structure number has not changed since 2020. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



6. What is the distance between the existing 269 Flanders Road facility site and 
the proposed facility site? 
 
Response: 
 
The distance between the existing 269 Flanders Road facility and the 
proposed facility site is approximately 748 feet.  
 
 

Site Search 
 

7. Referencing Application p. 20-21 and Exhibit F, when did Arx Wireless 
Infrastructure, LLC (Arx) and AT&T each initiate a site search? Was the site 
search a collaborative effort or was it conducted separately? 
 
Response: 
 
ARX initiated a site search on or about April 2024. 
AT&T did not conduct its own independent site search. 
 
 

8. Referencing Application Exhibit F – Existing Towers (1 through 26), identify 
which of these facilities already have AT&T collocations, if any.  Could any of 
these 26 existing facilities meet AT&T’s wireless service objectives?  

 
Response: 
 
The following existing towers include an AT&T Facility: 

 

Number Address 

1 269 (289) Flanders Road 

2 Flanders Road 

6 Oil Mill Road 

7 71 Oil Mill Road 

12 440 Boston Post Road 

15 8 Grand St 

16 215 Main Street 

17 
Stone Ranch Military Res/ Pump House 
Hill Rd 

18 301 Chesterfield Road 

21 13 Industrial Drive 

22 221 West Main Street 

 
Please note that locations 1 & 2 are the current AT&T installation on  
the CL&P pole that is to be decommissioned. 
 
 



The existing towers without AT&T installations are: 
 

Number Address 

3 314 Flanders Rd 

4 296 Flanders Road 

5 King Arthur Drive 

8 2 Ann Arbor Crossing 

9 2 Scott Rd 

10 91 Roxbury Road 

11 93 Roxbury Rd 

13 45R Fargo Road 

14 45 Fargo Rd 

19 
41 Manitok Hill Rd (aka Rock Ridge 
Road) 

20 51 Daniels Avenue 

23 15 Liberty Way 

24 1334 Route 85 

25 53 Dayton Road 

26 49 Brainerd Road 

 
Only existing locations 3, 4 & 5 are close enough to be considered as 
alternates for the Proposed Facility.  Location 3 is a rooftop which lacks 
sufficient height to replace the current facility.  Locations 4 & 5 are power 
mounts which face the same potential leasing and maintenance difficulties 
that are forcing AT&T off the current facility.  

 
 

9. Referencing Wireless Solutions/Ancient Highway Towers, LLC request for 
intervenor status dated December 9, 2025, would the 30-1 Ancient Highway, 
East Lyme facility meet AT&T’s wireless service objectives?   Explain. 

 
Response: 

 
No, an installation on the 30-1 Ancient Highway, East Lyme facility would 
not meet AT&T’s objective of providing coverage that is similar to the 
existing facility.  In particular, an installation on the Ancient Highway site 
would be largely redundant of the existing coverage that would remain 
after the current facility is decommissioned.  Additionally, the Ancient 
Highway site would not replace approximately 0.5 miles of coverage on I-
95 that will be lost when the current facility is decommissioned.  

 
 
 
 
 

 



10. Did AT&T examine any additional electric transmission line structures and/or 
non-tower antenna array sites, including, but not limited to rooftops and 
steeples, in the area with coverage need? List what structures were considered 
and why they were rejected.  
 
Response: 
 
AT&T did not conduct its own independent site search. 
 

 
11. Are small cells a feasible alternative to a new tower? Estimate the number of 

pole-mounted small cells that would be required for reliable service within the 
proposed service area. Would certain frequencies be limited through the use 
of small cells? What would be the cost of each small cell for both the use of 
existing utility poles and new poles specific for small cells. What type of 
equipment would be attached to each pole? 
 
Response: 
  
As set forth in the Application, DAS systems or small cells are not a 
practical or feasible alternative for addressing the coverage gap in this 
area of East Lyme.  The RF maps included in Exhibit E to the Application 
clearly demonstrate that a significant coverage gap in this area of East 
Lyme will result with the decommissioning of AT&T’s existing site at 269 
Flanders Road.  In addition to providing reliable wireless services to 
AT&T’s customers, the proposed Facility is being built as part of the 
AT&T’s FirstNet public safety network, where wide area coverage is of 
paramount importance.  DAS or small cells cannot technologically 
provide reliable wireless service to cover this area of need.  Small cells 
and DAS are best suited for specifically defined areas where capacity is 
necessary, such as more urban environments, shopping malls, stadiums 
and other densely populated areas.  AT&T deploys small cells where they 
are appropriate.  For example, AT&T does use small cells in Connecticut 
to provide capacity relief in targeted areas.  The Council is referred to 
PURA Docket No. 18-06-13, which includes over 200 small cells approved 
and either constructed or planned for deployment in urban/downtown 
areas and more densely populated areas of the state.  AT&T’s objective 
in proposing this facility is to provide primary reliable coverage to this 
area to replace service from the decommissioned macro site.  Small cells 
on utility poles are particularly inappropriate for bringing primary 
coverage to a wide area.   
 
Additionally, there is no battery backup on small cells, so if small cells 
were used instead of the proposed tower, the only coverage in this area 
would be lost in a power outage.  Widespread power outages are often 
the result of major weather events (ice storms, hurricanes, etc.), so the 
primary coverage is most likely to be lost when it is needed the most.   
 



AT&T small cells are generally limited to PCS and AWS frequencies which 
further limits coverage and capacity for primary service.  If 700 MHz is 
deployed on utility pole-mounted small cells, then only 700 MHz can be 
deployed and only one of the two available 700 MHz carriers can be 
deployed due to equipment limitations.  This also results in significant 
reductions in available capacity.  In addition, small cell locations would 
need to be available where service is needed.  Given all of these factors, 
it is simply not feasible to use small cells to provide reliable service within 
the area targeted for service by the proposed facility. 
 
The approximate capital costs per small cell node/facility range from 
$50,000 to $70,000 depending upon the amount of make-ready work 
including pole replacements.  These costs do not include front haul fiber 
connection to the node, which averages $50,000 to $70,000 per node.   
 

 
Proposed Site 

 
12. Pursuant to CGS §16-50o, submit a copy of the unredacted lease for the 

proposed site.  A Motion for Protective Order may be filed for any 
proprietary/confidential information. 

  
Response: 

 
See the attached unredacted Land Lease Agreement dated as of August 
24, 2024, between Esmerelda, LLC and ARX, filed under seal as Exhibit 
12. 

 
 
13. Referencing Application Exhibit G – Sheet C-1, are any other locations on the 

host parcel feasible for a tower site?  What location(s), and what were the 
reasons for rejection? 
 
Response: 
 
The host parcel is used as a restaurant and bar and the parking lot is used 
for parking, together with an overflow area on the neighboring property.    
Therefore, the location that was chosen is the best and only area on the 
host property to locate the facility.  
 
Updated site plans are attached hereto as Exhibit 13. 

 
  



14. Have the Applicants conducted a subsurface geotechnical analysis of the site?  
If yes, submit survey results.  If not, when would the analysis be conducted? 
 
Response: 
 
The Applicants have not yet conducted a geotechnical analysis of the 
site.  The Applicants intend to conduct a geotechnical analysis prior to 
construction, as part of the Development and Management Plan together 
with the tower and foundation design.  

 
 

15. Was an environmental site assessment conducted within the proposed limits 
of disturbances (e.g. Phase 1, Phase 2)?  If yes, summarize the findings.  If 
not, would one be conducted? 

 
Response: 

 
A Phase I environmental assessment was conducted on February 
21, 2025 by Environmental Corporation of America (“ECA”).  A copy of 
the ECA Phase I report is attached hereto as Exhibit 15.  ECA concluded:  
“This assessment has not revealed evidence of recognized 
environmental conditions in connection with the subject property.  As a 
result, further assessment is not warranted at this time.”  See, Exhibit 15 
at p. 18. 
 
 

16. Referencing Application Exhibit G – Sheet C-101, where would the 50 cubic 
yards of excess material be disposed of?  Would this material be tested to 
determine waste characterization prior to disposal?     

 
Response: 

 
The material that is removed from the site would be trucked to a borrow 
fill yard.  Based on the Phase I ECA Report, no hazardous material was 
found at the Site.  If during construction it is determined that materials 
need to be tested, ARX will have them tested and the material will be 
removed from the Site and disposed of as required by Best Management 
Practices. 
 

17. How many residences are located within a 1,000-foot radius of the proposed 
site? 
 
Response: 
 
There are no single family residences within a 1,000-foot radius of the 
proposed site.  There are, however,  approximately 70 two-bedroom 
residential townhomes within the Fayler Apartment complex that 
is approximately 350 feet to northwest of the proposed site. 



18. What is the distance of the proposed tower (or facility) to the restaurant building 
on the host parcel? What is the distance of the proposed tower to the nearest 
publicly accessible area on the host parcel?  

 
Response: 

 
The distance between the proposed tower to the outdoor dining of the 
restaurant facility is approximately 230 feet.  The distance between the 
proposed tower and the nearest publicly accessible area on the host 
parcel is approximately 17.5 feet. 

 
 

Proposed Facility and Associated Equipment 
 
19. Is the facility, or any portion of the facility, proposed to be undertaken by state 

departments, institutions or agencies, or to be funded in whole or in part by the 
state through any contract or grant? 
 
Response: 

 
No, this facility will not be wholly or partially undertaken by State 
departments, institutions or agencies and will not be funded in whole or 
in part by the State. 

 
 
20. Referencing Application pp. 35-36, provide a cost estimate for AT&T’s 

antennas and equipment.  
 
Response: 

 
AT&T’s costs to co-locate on the proposed tower facility are estimated 
as: 
 

Component Cost 

Equipment/ Materials $180,000 

Construction $179,000 

Integration & Optimization $15,300 

TOTAL $374,300 

 
 

21. How is the construction cost of the facility recovered for both Arx and AT&T? 
 

Response: 
 

ARX’s construction costs are recovered by leasing tower space to 
wireless telecommunications carriers.  

 



AT&T anticipates recovering its costs through its fees charged to 
customers to access AT&T’s wireless network and through normal 
business operations. 
 
 

22. Would the tower require any maintenance?  If yes, approximately how often 
and at what cost? 

 
Response: 
 
ARX will complete routine maintenance of the compound during the 
growing season for weed control and inspection of the fence and tower.   

  
The monopole structure is a tower, galvanized after fabrication.  The 
tower is normally inspected every five years, and after any wind or ice 
event.  Inspection cost is approximately $1500 - $2000.  If there is an issue 
with the tower, ARX will hire a qualified tower company to address the 
issue.  

 
 
23. What is the applicable structural design standard and maximum wind speed 

tolerance for the antennas/antenna mounts on the proposed tower?  
 
Response: 

 
The structural design standard applicable to the proposed platform 
antenna mounts is ANSI/TIA-222H as per the 2022 Connecticut State 
Building Code and 2021 International Building Code.    
 
The basic wind speed tolerance for the antennas on the proposed 
tower is 125 mph, 97-second Gust, per ANSI/TIA-222-H.    

 
 
24. What are the proposed construction hours and days of the week? 

 
Response: 

 
Construction hours will be Monday – Friday from 6 am to 3 pm. 

 
 

25. If the proposed facility is approved, would the 269 Flanders Road facility remain 
in service until the new facility with AT&T antennas is on-air to maintain 
continuity of service?  Would AT&T require any temporary wireless 
telecommunications facilities to maintain continuity of service in the interim?  
Explain. 

 
  



Response: 
 

The current facility at 269 Flanders Road will remain in service until 
construction of the proposed facility is complete.  When the proposed 
facility is ready for commercial operation, the proposed site will be turned 
on, and the current facility will be turned off. 
 

 
26. Referencing Application Exhibit G – Sheet C-102, identify the type of antenna 

mounts proposed by AT&T.  
 

Response: 
 

AT&T will use sector frame mounts. 
 
 
27. Referencing Application Exhibit G – Sheet C-102, provide the approximate 

dimensions of AT&T’s equipment cabinet pad and backup generator pad. 
 

Response: 
 

AT&T’s equipment pad will be approximately 4 feet × 6 feet in size, and 
the generator pad will be approximately 4 feet × 8 feet in size. 

 
 

28. Referencing Application Exhibit G – Sheet C-101, utility connection, 
approximately how tall above grade would the proposed utility pole be?  Would 
this pole act as a riser pole?  Would utilities continue overhead from this pole 
to the eastern side of Flanders Road to connect to existing overhead utilities? 

 
Response: 

 
The proposed Eversource utility pole at the street would be 35’ above 
ground level.  The pole would be the main riser for both power and telco.  
The Applicants will run underground utilities to this utility pole from 
the meter center and telco enclosure located at the proposed facility 
compound.  Overhead utilities will be run to this pole from the east side 
of Flanders Road.  ARX has met with Eversource at the Site to review how 
best to bring in power to the compound.  Sheet C -101 reflects those 
discussions. 

 
  



Proposed Wireless Services – AT&T 
 
29. Referencing Application Exhibit E, Table 1, what are the “main” and 

“secondary” roads that would benefit from the proposed facility?  
 
Response: 

 
The main roads that would benefit from the proposed facility are listed on 
the table below: 

 

Street Name 
Distance 

(mi) 

Boston Post Rd 0.42 

Chesterfield Rd 0.59 

Flanders Rd 0.77 

Forest Rd 0.01 

Governor John Davis 
Lodge Tpke 1.42 

I 95 0.19 

Lakeside Rd 0.11 

Mill Rd 0.03 

Roxbury Rd 0.12 

State Hwy 161 0.64 

Upper Pattagansett Rd 0.70 

US Hwy 1 0.63 

W Society Road No 1 0.22 

 
The secondary roads that would benefit from the proposed facility are listed 
on the table below: 

 

Street Name 
Distance 

(mi) 

Anchorage Rd 0.17 

Arbor Xing 0.04 

Beverly Rd 0.25 

Bittersweet Dr 0.14 

Bluebird Cir 0.04 

Brookline Rd 0.07 

Charter Oak Dr 0.26 

Church Ln 0.23 

Churchwood 
Condominiums 0.24 

Crystal Spring Dr 0.09 

Cubles Dr 0.26 

Damon Heights Rd 0.24 



David Dr 0.04 

E Society Rd 0.02 

Echo Rd 0.09 

Egret Rd 0.25 

Filosi Rd 0.04 

Foxcroft Rd 0.12 

Goldfinch Ter 0.01 

Gurley Rd 0.01 

Industrial Park Rd 0.12 

Iprk Road No 2 0.25 

Jefferson Dr 0.03 

Kevin Rd 0.08 

King Arthur Dr 0.18 

Knollwood Rd 0.11 

Latimer Dr 0.02 

Legendary Rd 0.14 

Mallard Cir 0.07 

Meadowlark Ln 0.02 

Merrywood Rd 0.03 

Monticello Dr 0.03 

N Beechwood Rd 0.18 

Nelson Dr 0.12 

Oil Mill Rd 0.01 

Oriole Cir 0.04 

Parkway N 0.25 

Poppy Ln 0.22 

Riverview Rd 0.43 

Rose Ln 0.02 

Sandpiper Ln 0.19 

Sycamore Rd 0.15 

Wagonwheel Rd 0.1 

Woodland Rd 0.15 

Yale Engineering Cp 0.02 

 
 

30. Application Exhibit E indicates other frequencies will be installed in addition to 
the 700 MHz frequency. Does the 700 MHz frequency act as the “base 
frequency” of the network where most of the wireless traffic occurs? How do 
the other frequencies interact in AT&T’s wireless system?  
 

  



Response: 
 
The 700 MHz frequency provides the widest area of coverage and 
therefore defines the coverage footprint of the AT&T wireless system.  
The other higher frequencies (850 MHz, PCS, AWS, etc.) provide a smaller 
coverage footprint and are used to provide additional capacity to the 
system. By serving users in the areas they can cover, these higher 
frequencies reduce the load on the 700 MHz system and increase the data 
speeds available to users that only have 700 MHz coverage. 
 
 

31. Referencing Application Exhibit E, p. 2, it states 5G is being selectively rolled 
out on available frequencies.  What frequencies will have 5G services at the 
time of AT&T’s deployment?  

 
Response: 

 
The 850 MHz and C Band frequencies will be dedicated to 5G service.  
PCS and AWS frequencies will be shared between 4G and 5G services. 

 
 

32. Would the proposed facility provide capacity relief to adjacent AT&T sites?   If 
yes, provide information tower, sector, and frequency. 

 
Response: 

 
If the current facility is decommissioned before the proposed facility is 
operational, there would be severe negative capacity impacts to the 
surrounding sites.  When constructed, the proposed facility will be 
equipped with the same frequencies as the current facility, so it would 
maintain the current capacity. 

 
 

33. Would flush-mounted antennas provide the required coverage? Would the 
flush-mount configuration result in reduced coverage and/or necessitate 
greater antenna height with multiple levels of antennas?  Explain. 

 
Response: 
 
AT&T is proposing to install 3 antennas per sector.  For a flush-mounted 
facility, AT&T would need to occupy three separate 10-foot sections of 
the monopole, instead of just one.  The additional two sections would 
need to be located above the required 131-feet AGL, raising the overall 
monopole height from 135 feet to 155 feet.  The impact of this would be a 
loss of coverage, which would necessitate a 20-foot increase in height. 
This would likely also impact collocators, which might need to occupy 2 
or 3 levels of the tower with flush-mounted antennas, which could 
potentially result in a monopole height of 195 feet. 



34. Can coverage objectives be met by installing antennas at a lower tower height?  
Identify the lowest possible antenna height and describe how this height would 
affect coverage needs and/or capacity relief within the service area. 

 
Response: 

 
The requested centerline height of 131’ AGL is at the minimum height 
required to replace the service provided by the current facility. 

 
 

Emergency Backup Power 
 

35. Is natural gas service available off of Flanders Road for the proposed backup 
generators?   If yes, approximately what would the incremental cost to Arx be 
to bring natural gas service from the street to the tower compound? 
 
Response: 
 
Natural gas service is available from Flanders Road.  ARX has been in  
discussions with Eversource to determine the costs, and to work out 
those details.   
 
 

36. If natural gas service were provided to the compound, what is the approximate 
difference in cost for AT&T for a 20-kW natural gas fueled generator versus the 
proposed 20-kW diesel generator?  

 
Response: 
 
While the cost of a natural gas fueled generator is generally similar to the 
cost of a diesel generator, sometimes less, the expenses associated with 
running a new utility line from the street to the equipment compound are 
typically cost prohibitive for AT&T.  
 

 
37. Referencing Application, p. 8, what is the estimated runtime for AT&T’s 

proposed 20-kW diesel backup generator before it would need to be refueled, 
assuming it is running at full load under normal conditions? 

 
Response: 
 
The approximate run time of the proposed emergency generator is 51 
hours, assuming full loading. 

 
 

  



38. Does AT&T’s ground equipment include an emergency battery backup 
system?  If yes, what is the run time of the battery?    
 
Response: 
 
Yes, AT&T’s ground equipment will include an emergency battery backup 
system.  Batteries also provide protection from dips and surges in 
commercial power for approximately 2 to 4 hours. 
 
 

39. Would AT&T’s 20-kW diesel backup generator run periodically (exercised) for 
maintenance purposes? If so, at what frequency and duration? Would this be 
scheduled for daytime hours? 

 
Response: 
 
The generator will run for approximately 30 minutes when exercised.   
This is typically scheduled for Monday or Tuesday during daytime hours. 
 

 
40. Would the proposed backup generator be managed to comply with Regulations 

of Connecticut State Agencies Section 22a-174-3b? 
 

Response: 
 
Yes, AT&T’s backup generator will be managed to comply with the 
Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies Section 22a-174-3b. 
 

 
Public Health and Safety 

 
41. What measures are proposed for the site to ensure security and deter 

vandalism? (Including alarms, gates, locks, anti-climb fence design, etc.) 
 

Response: 
 

The Applicants propose surrounding the compound with an eight foot (8’) 
tall chain link security fence with a gate to be locked at all times, with 
access limited to ARX, AT&T, Cellco, and any future wireless carriers, or 
Town of East Lyme emergency services that could share the facility in the 
future.  

 
There would be no climbing pegs on the first 10’ of the proposed tower.  
Should the Council require an anti-climb fence, ARX will install one. 

 
ARX is installing a light at the request of the owner and the 
owner’s tenant to illuminate the rear portion of the parking lot.  

 



42. How would the site be secured during construction to ensure public safety? 
 

Response: 
 

ARX will have the contractor install a construction fence and gate to limit 
access of unauthorized personnel to the Site during its development.  In 
addition, no trespassing signs will be posted.  

 
 

43. Pursuant to CGS §16-50p(a)(3)(G), identify the safety standards and/or codes 
by which equipment, machinery or technology that would be used or operated 
at the proposed facility.   
 
Response: 
 
2021 International Building Code (IBC), with the 2022 Connecticut State    
Building Code amendments.   
   
2020 National Electric Code (NFPA 70), with the 2022 Connecticut State    
Building Code amendments.   
   
2021 International Mechanical Code, with the 2022 Connecticut State    
Building Code amendments.   
   
2021 International Plumbing Code, with the 2022 Connecticut State   
Building Code amendments.   
   
2022 Connecticut State Fire Safety Code, with the 2022 Connecticut 
State    
 
Fire Safety Code amendments.   
   
ANSI/TIA-222-H "Structural Standard for Antenna Supporting Structures    
and Antennas and Small Wind Turbine Support Structures".    
   
Occupational Safety and Health Act (OSHA)   
 
Or most updated Building Code adopted by the State of Connecticut 
 
 

44. Referencing Application p. 17, would AT&T’s installation support text-to-911 
service? Is additional equipment required for this purpose? 
 
Response: 
  
Yes, AT&T’s facility will support text-to-911 service.  No additional 
equipment is required. 
 



45. Would AT&T’s installation comply with the intent of the Warning, Alert and 
Response Network Act of 2006? 

 
Response: 
 
Yes, AT&T’s facility will comply with the intent of the Warning, Alert and 
Response Network Act of 2006. 
 

 
46. Is the proposed facility located within a Department of Energy and 

Environmental Protection (DEEP) designated Aquifer Protection Area or within 
a public water supply watershed area?  If yes, how would the Applicants 
mitigate impacts to such resources? 
 
Response: 

 
The proposed site is located within DEEP’s designated Aquifer Protection 
Area.  ARX is in discussions with Eversource to determine how to bring 
natural gas onto the site from Flanders Road.  Natural gas would 
eliminate the need for the carriers to have an onsite fuel source for their 
diesel backup generators. 

 
 

47. Referencing Application p. 8, does the proposed 20-kW diesel backup 
generator include a noise attenuation cover? 

 
Response: 

Yes, and the proposed 20-kW diesel backup generator will be outfitted 
with a noise attenuation cover to ensure appropriate sound mitigation. 

 
48. Besides the backup power source, what other facility equipment generates 

noise?  Would the noise from equipment (non-backup power sources) from 
both carriers comply with state noise control standards at the property 
boundaries? 

 
Response: 
 
Besides the emergency backup generator, minimal noise will be 
generated by the proposed Andrew 3-Bay Walk-Up-Cabinet (“WUC”).   
The WUC is expected to meet the CTDEEP sound standards at the 
property lines under normal operations based on the Inverse Square Law 
for sound emission, which provides that sound waves reduce in intensity 
as you move away from the noise source.  See Exhibit 48 attached hereto. 
In the event that noise at the property boundaries exceeds State noise 
control standards, sound attenuation will be designed and implemented. 
 



49. Is night lighting proposed for the ground equipment at the facility?  If so, for 
what purpose, and what type would be installed? 

 
Response: 
 
The AT&T Walk-Up-Cabinet (“WUC”) is equipped with a motion sensor 
light. 

 
 
50. Referencing Application Exhibit G – Sheet 102, the tower would be designed 

with a pre-engineering tower setback radius of 19 feet.  Explain how the pre-
engineered yield point would work.  For example, would the tower be slightly 
overdesigned from 0 to 116 feet above ground level?   

 
Response: 

 
The tower will have at the 116’ level a flange to flange connection with 
A325 galvanized bolts and nuts, which will be designed as the weak link.  
This will meet the minimum requirements of the State of Connecticut 
Building Code.  The tower would be slightly overdesigned up to this point 
to achieve this pre-engineered fault.   

 
 

51. In the event of a fire at the proposed facility, how would be power be turned off 
to de-energize the facility?  What fire safety and management systems would 
be employed at the site? 

 
Response: 

 
The site will be deenergized by shutting down each carrier’s meter at the 
main electrical meter center just outside the compound fence.  

   
The carriers’ equipment is monitored off site at their Mobile Telephone 
Switching Office (MTSO) for both fire and intrusion.  The carriers will 
contact the appropriate town agencies if an emergency response is 
needed.  

 
 
52. Would notice to the Federal Aviation Administration be necessary for the 

temporary use of a crane during construction?  Explain. 
 

Response: 
 
No notice to the Federal Aviation Administration is necessary during 
construction, as ARX received a Determination of No Hazard on March 
10, 2025 for a tower height of 150’. 

 
 



Environmental Effects and Mitigation Measures 
 

53. Estimate the total disturbance area for the proposed facility construction 
including, but not limited to, the compound, utility trenching, and any access 
improvements. 
 
Response: 
 
The following is a breakdown of area of disturbance for this project: 
  
• Utilities (power and telco)  1200 SQ FT  
  
• Site Compound    2500 SQ FT  
  
• Natural Gas if utilized   525 SQ FT  
 
 

54. Referencing Application – Exhibit I, NEPA Report, Wetlands Map, provide the 
distance and direction from the proposed facility site to the nearest wetland. 
 
Response: 
 
The nearest wetland is located approximately 1050 feet northeast of the 
proposed Site. 
 
 

55. Referencing Application – Exhibit I, NEPA Report, Soil Map, portions of the 
host parcel are located on Prime Farmland Soils.  Estimate the area of Prime 
Farmland Soils within the proposed disturbance area associated with 
constructing the proposed facility. 
 
Response: 
 
A portion of the Site compound area of approximately 1000 square feet is 
within the Prime Farmland Soil area.  The remaining portion of the 
compound and all other areas of disturbance are outside this area of 
concern. 
 
 

56. Is the proposed site located proximate to an Important Bird Area (IBA), as 
designated by the National Audubon Society?  If yes, provide the distance and 
direction to the nearest IBA. 

 
Response: 
 
ECA prepared an Avian Report on February 25, 2025 and concluded that 
the proposed site is located near Migration Flyway/Corridor & Important 
Bird Areas.  The proposed facility is located within the Atlantic Flyway, 



one of four North American major migratory flyways or routes which 
birds travel as they migrate between nesting and wintering areas. 
However, the proposed Action Area is not located within any Important 
Bird Areas (IBA), which consists of biologically diverse habitats suitable 
for migratory bird species to utilize throughout all stages of migration.  

 
 

57. Referencing Application Exhibit H – Visibility Analysis, estimate the number of 
residences that may have seasonal and/or year-round views within 0.5 miles 
of the proposed tower. 
 
Response: 
 
Approximately 37 residences are predicted to have year-round (leaf on) 
views of the proposed facility within 0.5 miles of the proposed tower 
 
An additional 39 residences (76 total) are predicted to have seasonal (leaf 
off) views of the proposed facility within 0.5 miles of the proposed tower.  
 
 

58. Referencing Application Exhibit H – Visibility Analysis: 
a. Is the existing facility at 269 Flanders Road depicted in Photo #3? 
b. What is the approximate height of the crane depicted in Photo #6? 
c. What is the structure depicted in Photo #10?  

  
Response: 
 
a. Yes, the existing facility at 269 Flanders Road on the Eversource 

power line is shown in Photo #3. 
 

b. It is very difficult to estimate the height of the crane depicted in Photo 
#6 due to the change in elevation from the balloon location, the crane 
location and the picture location.  With that in mind, using known end 
point elevations and known balloon height as a reference, it is 
estimated that the height of the crane shown in Photo # 6 is 
approximately 100-120 feet above ground level (AGL) at its location. 

 
c. The structure depicted in Photo #10 is the back of Best Western Hotel 

at 265 Flanders Road and signage from Aderi Hotel, 239 Flanders 
Road, shown from the Aderi Hotel parking lot. 
 

 
  



59. What, if any, stealth tower design options would be feasible to employ at this 
site?  Please provide costs related to each potential stealth tower design.   

 
Response: 

 
ARX has spoken with the carriers and explored options for a “stealth 
tower design.”  The consensus is that a monopine would be out of place 
as there is no tall vegetation in the area.  Moreover, a flagpole would 
require the carriers to have mutable rad centers which would increase the 
height of the facility.  Any other options would be more visible and out of 
place.   

 
 

60. Referencing Application Exhibit G – Sheets C-1 and C-101, no trees would 
need to be removed to construct the proposed facility.  Would any existing 
brush need to be removed in the southwestern corner of the host parcel to 
construct the proposed facility?  Explain. 

 
Response: 
 
There will be the need to remove some existing brush that has grown 
along the western property line.    

 
 

61. Submit photographic site documentation with notations linked to the site plans 
or a detailed aerial image that identifies locations of site-specific and 
representative site features. The submission should include photographs of the 
site from public road(s) or publicly accessible area(s) as well as Site-specific 
locations depicting site features including, but not necessarily limited to, the 
following locations as applicable:   

 
For each photo, please indicate the photo viewpoint direction and stake or flag 
the locations of site-specific and representative site features. Site-specific and 
representative site features include, but are not limited to, as applicable: 

a. wetlands, watercourses and vernal pools; 
b. forest/forest edge areas; 
c. agricultural soil areas; 
d. sloping terrain; 
e. proposed stormwater control features; 
f. nearest residences; 
g. Site access and interior access road(s); 
h. tower location/compound; 
i. clearing limits/property lines; 
j. mitigation areas; and 
k. any other noteworthy features relative to the Project. 

 
A photolog graphic must accompany the submission, using a site plan or a 
detailed aerial image, depicting each numbered photograph for reference. For 



each photo, indicate the photo location number and viewpoint direction, and 
clearly identify the locations of site specific and representative site features 
shown (e.g., physical staking/flagging or other means of marking the subject 
area). 
 
The submission shall be delivered electronically in a legible portable document 
format (PDF) with a maximum file size of <20MB. If necessary, multiple files 
may be submitted and clearly marked in terms of sequence. 

 

Response:  
  
See attached Exhibit 61. 

 

 

  



RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED, 

ARX WIRELESS INFRASTRUCTURE, LLC, 

David A. Ball, Esq. 
Cohen and Wolf, P.C. 

1115 Broad Street 

Bridgeport, CT 06604 
Tel. No. (203) 368-021 1 

E-Mail: dball@cohenandwolf.com 

Juris No. 10032 

  

  

NEW CINGULAR WIRELESS PCS, LLC 

Ge — 
CO — a 

Kristen Motel, Esq. 
Lucia Chiocchio, Esq. 
Cuddy & Feder LLP 
445 Hamilton Avenue, 14" Floor 
White Plains, NY 10601 
Tel. No. (914) 761-1300 
E-Mail: Ichiocchio@cuddyfeder.com 

E-Mail: kmotel@cuddyfeder.com 
Juris No. 434865 

By: 
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