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DOCKET NO. 412 — SBA Towers Il and New Cingular } Connecticut
Witeless PCS, LLC apptication for a Certificate of Environmental

Compatibility and Public Need for the construction, maintenance } Siting
and management of a telecommunications facility located at
Wewaka Brook Road, Bridgewater, Connecticut. } Council
January 3, 2011
Findings of Fact
Introduction

1.  SBA Towers I (SBA) and New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC (AT&T) (collectively, the
Applicant), in accordance with provisions of Connecticut General Statutes (CGS) § 16-50g
through 16-50aa, applied to the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) on November 19,
2010 for the construction, maintenance, and operation of a telecommunications facility,
which would include a 170-foot tall monopole tower, at Wewaka Brook Road in the Town
of Bridgewater, Connecticut. (Applicant 1, pp. 1, 3)

2. SBA is a Delaware limited liability company and a subsidiary of SBA Communications
Corporation, a. publicly traded company that owns and operates wireless infrastructure
facilities nationwide. Its offices are at One Research Drive, Suite 200C, Westborough,
Massachusetts. (Applicant 1, p. 3) '

3.  AT&T is a Delaware limited liability company with an office at 500 Enterprise Drive,
Rocky Hill, Connecticut. The company’s member corporation is licensed by the Federal
Communications Commission (FCC) to construct and operate a personal wireless services
system. The company does not conduct any other business in the State of Connecticut other
than the provision of wireless services under FCC rules and regulations. (Applicant 1, p. 4)

4. The parties in this proceeding are the Applicant and the Town of Bridgewater. (Transcript,
April 5, 2011, 3:33 p.m. [Tr. 1], pp. 4, 5)

5. The purpose of the proposed facility would be to provide wireless communication coverage
 in the eastern portion of Bridgewater. (Applicant 1, p. 1)

6.  Pursuant to CGS § 16-50m, the Council, after giving due notice thereof, held a public
hearing on April 5, 2011, beginning at 3:30 p.m. and continuing at 7:05 p.m. at the
Burnham Elementary School Auditorium, 80 Main Street South, Bridgewater, Connecticut.
(Tr. 1, p. 3 £L)

7. The Council and its staff conducted an inspection of the proposed site on April 5, 2011,
beginning at 2:30 p.m. On the day of the field inspection, the applicant attempted to fly a
red balloon at the site between 12:00 p.m. and 7:00 p.m. Weather conditions were not
conducive for the balloon flight due to the wind. Three balloons were lost. (Tr. 1, p. 15)

8. Pursuant to CGS § 16-501 (b), public notice of the application was published in the
Housatonic Times on October § and 15, 2010 and The News-Times on November 16, 2010.
(Applicant 1, p. 5; Applicant 2) ‘
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9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15

‘16.

17,

18.

19.

20.

21,

22,

Pursuant to CGS § 16-50/(b), AT&T sent notices of its intent to file an application with the
Council to each person appearing of record as owner of property abutting the property on
which the proposed facility is located. (Applicant 1, p. 5)

ATE&T received return receipts from all of the abutting property owners to whom it sent
notice. (Applicant 3, response 3)

Pursuant to CGS § 16-50/ (b), AT&T provided notice to all federal, state, regional, and
local officials and agencies listed therein.. (Applicant 1, p. 5)

On March 22, 2011, AT&T posted a sign on Wewaka Brook Road informing the passing
public of the time, date, and place of the hearing on this application and the proposed
facility height. (Tr. 1, p. 15-16)

On April 26, 2011, the Council reqﬁested consent to extend the deadline for decision for a
maximum of 180 days until November 14, 2011. (Council Extension Request Letter dated
April 26, 2011)

On May 20, 2011, the Applicant granted consent to extend the deadline for decision until
November 14, 2011. (Applicant Extension Letter dated May 20, 2011)

On July 21, 2011, the Council provided notice of a continued evidentiary hearing to be held
on September 13, 2011, in Hearing Room One, Ten Franklin Square, New Britain,
Connecticut. (Council Hearing Memo dated July 21, 2011)

On September 9, 2011, the Town of Bridgewater requested a continuance of the hearing
scheduled for September 13, 2011 due to the unavailability of some of the Town’s
witnesses on that hearing date and the Town’s intent to supplement its land use
commission’s report regarding wetlands impacts. (Town Request for Continuance dated
September 9, 2011}

On September 9, 2011, the Applicant indicated that it did not object to the .continuance.
{Applicant Response to Continuance Request dated September 9, 2011)

On September 12, 2011, the Council cancelled the evidentiary hearing to be held on
September 13, 2011. (Council Hearing Cancellation Memo dated September 12, 2011)

On September 15, 2011, the Council provided notice of a continued evidentiary hearing to
be held on November 1, 2011, in Hearing Room One, Ten Franklin Square, New Britain,
Connecticut. (Council Hearing Memo dated September 15, 2011)

On October 20, 2011, the Council denied the proposed facility without prejudice on the
basis that the statutory deadline for a decision could not be met. (Minutes of Qctober 20,
2011 Council Meeting)

On October 20, 2011, the Council voted to reconsider the application under C.G.S. § 4-
181a(a). (Minutes of October 20, 2011 Council Meeting) -

On November 1, 2011, the Council held a continued public hearing in New Britain.
(Transcript 3 — November 1, 2011 at 1:00 p.m. [Tr. 3], p. 2)
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State Agéncv Comments
23.  Pursuant to CGS § 16-50/, the Council solicited comments on AT&T’s application from the

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

following state departments and agencies: Depariment of Agriculture, Department of
Environmental Protection (DEP), Department of Public Health, Council on Environmental
Quality, Department of Public Utility Control, Office of Policy and Management,
Department of Economic and Community Development, the Department of Transportation,
and the Department of Emergency Management and Homeland Security. The Council’s
letters requesting comments were sent on February 14, 2011. (CSC Hearing Package dated
February 14, 2011)

On March 8, 2011, BOT responded to the Council’s solicitation, but had no comments. No
responses were received from any of the other state agencies sohc}ted (DOT Comments

dated March 8, 2011; Record)

Municipal Consultation

AT&T filed a technical report with the Town of Bridgewater (Town) on July 16, 2010.
(Applicant 1, p. 22)

A public information session was held in the Town on September 6, 2010 and included
representatives of the Town Board of Selectman and the public, (Applicant 1, p. 22)

The Town Inland Wetland Commission conducted a site visit on October 5, 2010,
{Applicant 1, p. 22)

Subsequent to the public information session held in the Town, AT&T conducted a balloon
float at the site to gather additional visual data in conjunction with a request from the State
Historic Preservation Office. (Applicant 1, p. 22)

Consultation with the Town resulted in the following alternative sites: the Town Garage; a
property across the street from the Town Fire Department; and a property at 50 Stuart
Road. None of these sites would meet AT&T s coverage requirements. (Applicant 1, p.
22)

By letter, the Town First Selectman William T. Stuart noted that if the Council approves
the tower (which is not the Town’s preference), that the tower be erected in a manner that
greatly minimizes its visual intrusiveness and negative impact on property values. The
tower should be as low as possible and use technology that would narrow its proﬁle or
camouflage the appearance. (Town 2)

By letter dated September 29, 2011, Bridgewater Wetland Enforcement Officer Russell
Dirienzo expressed concerns about the project. Mr. Dirienzo believes that the access drive
has inadequate turning radius, the project would cause disturbance to wetlands, and other
alternatives exist. Specifically, Mr. Dirienzo proposes an alternate access to the site
intended to minimize wetland impacts. (Town 4)
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Public Need for Service
32,  In 1996, the United States Congress recognized a nationwide need for high quality wireless

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

telecommunications services, including cellular telephone service. Through the Federal
Telecommunications Act of 1996, Congress seeks to promote competition, encourage
technical innovations, and foster lower prices for telecommunications services. (Council
Administrative Notice Item No. 8 - Telecommunications Act of 1996)

In issuing cellular licenses, the Federal government has preempted the determination of
public need for cellular service by the states, and has established design standards to ensure
technical integrity and nationwide compatibility among all systems. AT&T is licensed by
the FCC to provide personal wireless communication service throughout the State of
Connecticut. (Council Administrative Notice Item No. 8 - Telecommunications Act of
1996; AT&T 1, p. 6) '

The Act prohibits local and state bodies from discriminating among providers of functionally -
equivalent services. (Council Administrative Notice Item No. 8 - Telecommunications Act
of 1996)

The Act prohibits any state or local agency from regulating telecommunications towers on
the basis of the environmental effects of radio frequency emissions to the extent that such

“towers and equipment comply with FCC’s regulations concerning such emissions. This Act

also blocks the Council from prohibiting or acting with the effect of prohibiting the
provision of personal wireless service. (Council Administrative Notice Item No. 8 -
Telecommunications Act of 1996)

Congress enacted the Wireless Communications and Public Safety Act of 1999 (the 911
Act) to promote public safety through the deployment of a seamless, nationwide emergency
communications infrastructure that includes wireless communications services. (Council
Administrative Notice [tem No. 9 - Wireless Communications and Public Safety Act of
1999; Applicant 1, p. 7-8)

AT&T would provide Enhanced 911 services from its proposed site in cornphance with the
911 Act. (Applicant 1, p. 7-8; Applicant 3, response 5)

Existine and Proposed Wireless Coverage

AT&T’s proposed facility would provide 880 MHz (cellular) and 1900 MHz (PCS) service.
(Applicant 1, Attachment 5)

AT&T designs its system for -82 dBm in-vehicle coverage and -74 dBm in-building
coverage, AT&T used in-vehicle coverage in its analysis of this site. (Applicant 3,
response 7; Tr. 3, p. 11)

The tower is inostly to provide coverage, although it would also improve capacity. (Tr. 3,
p.23)
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AT&T’s existing signal strength in the area that would be covered from the proposed
facility ranges from -80 dBm to -105 dBm due to terrain fluctuations. (Applicant 3,

41.

42,

response 7)

The table below indicates the distances AT&T would cover at its different licensed
frequencies along the major routes in the area of its proposed facility at various heights.

8 A (& B
North Mountain Road | 0.063 miles | 0.032 miles | 0.031 miles
Obtuse Rocks Road (.053 miles | 0.023 miles | 0.021 miles
State Route 133/ 2.584 miles | 1.427 miles | 1.372 miles
Southville Road
Whisconier Road (0.276 miles | 0.101 miles | 0.065 miles

(Applicant 3, response 10}

43, The table below indicates the total areas AT&T would cover at its different licensed
frequencies from the proposed facility at various heights.

<-74 dBm* 12.76 square miles | 7.043 square miles | 6.245 square miles

<-82 dBm** 23.50 square miles | 12.58 square miles | 11.53 square miles
*This is the signal strength AT&T considers generally sufficient to provide service within
building structures, otherwise known as “in-building coverage.”

**This is the signal strength AT&T considers generally sufficient to provide service within
vehicles, otherwise known as “in-vehicle coverage.” :

{Applicant 3, response 11)

44. AT&T’s proposed facility would interact with the adjacent facilities identified in the
following table.

Site Lo nce and Directio

S'eé(').ﬁd H111 Road | 32 lﬁilés to norﬂﬁ«no?thﬁt:éf
24 Dinglebrook Lane 3.0 miles to south-southeast
100 O1d Town Park Road 4.1 miles to northwest

761 Federal Road

33 % Carmen Hill Road

316 Perkins Road
(AT&T 3, response 15)

3.5 miles to southwest
3.9 miles to west-southwest
2.7 miles to east
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45.  The minimum height at which AT&T could achieve its coverage objectives is the proposed
height of 170 feet AGL with an antenna centerline height of 167 feet AGL. At lower
heights, coverage along Route 133 would be compromised. (Applicant 1, Attachment 3;
Applicant 3, response 13; Tr. 1, pp. 19,37-38)

Site Selection

46.  AT&T initiated a search ring for this area in 2007. (Tr. 1, p. 16)

47.  The center of AT&T’s search ring was located between Wewaka Brook Road and Skyline
Ridge Road. [Its radius was approximately 0.75 miles. (Applicant 3, response 1; Tr. 1, p.
16}

48. There are 8 communications towers within a radius of approximately four miles of the

proposed site. None of these towers were found to be adequate for AT&T s coverage
purposes. The towers are listed in the table below.

39 Carmen Hill Road, 80 feet, self- Charter 3.9 milesto W
Brookfield supporting lattice | Communications ‘
39 Carmen Hill Road, 500 feet, guyed Aurora of Danbury 4.0 miles to W
Brookfield lattice

761 Federal Road, 91 feet, power CL&P 3.5 miles to SW
Brookfield mount

586 Danbury Road, New | 99 feet, flagpole VoiceStream 34 milesto W
Milford

W. Flagg Swamp Road, 180 feet, self- DPS 3.7 milesto E
Southbury supporting latfice .

24 Dinglebrook Lane, - 150 feet, Cingular/AT&T 3.1 milesto S
Newtown monopole .

Second Hill Road, 100 feet, | State of Connecticut 3.3 milesto N
Bridgewater monopole

Main Street South, 65 feet, telephone | Town of Bridgewater | 1.7 miles to N
Bridgewater pole: Fire Department

(Applicant 1, Attachment 1)
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49.  The Applicant investigated 17 sites as potential locations for its proposed facility.
Information about these sites presented in the table below,

Suitability
50 Stuart Road Fast 14:31 SBA was unable to reach a
fease agreement with the
property owner.

66 Northrop Street 14-4 The property owner did not
respond to SBA’s inquiries
to lease.

149 Northrop Street 10-3 The property owner did not
respond to SBA’s inquiries
to lease.

129 & 0 Stuart Road | 14-44 The property owners were

East not interested.

(0 Stuart Road East 14-55 This parcel was rejected due
to a land trust restriction.

58 Hambrock Lane 18-15 The property owner was not

interested, and the site
would not meet AT&T’s
coverage objectives.

50 Stnart Road East 14-31 SBA was unable to reach a
lease agreement with the
property owner.

Wewaka Brook Road | 15-1 This site would not meet to
AT&T’s coverage
objectives due to the low

elevation.

Northrop Street 10-41 The property owner was not

Benson Road 14-9 interested, and these sites

Christian Road 14-18 would not meet coverage

Hut Hill Road 18-9 objectives.

370 Northrop Street 7-9 The property owner did not
respond to SBA’s inquiries
10 lease.

293 Wewaka Brook 10-23 The property owner did not

Road ' respond to SBA’s inquiries
to lease. '

Northrop Street 7-1-1 The property owner did not
‘respond to SBA’s inquiries
to lease.

000 Hut Hill Road 22-1 This site would not meet
AT&T s coverage

- objectives.

324 Hut Hill Road Not available This site would not meet
AT&T’s coverage
objectives.

(Applicant 1, Attachment 2)
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50,

51.

52,

33.

54.

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

No combination of existing site co-locations would meet AT&T’s coverage objectives.
(Tr. 1, p. 21)

Repeaters, microcell transmitters, distributed antenna systems and other types of
transmitting technologies are not a practicable or feasible means of providing service
within the coverage objective area, and there are no equally effective and feasible
technological alternatives to the construction of the proposed tower. (Applicant 1, p. 8)

Prior to the April 5, 2011 hearing for this proceeding, AT&T filed a technical report with
the Town for another proposed tower at 111 Second Hill Road, Bridgewater. An
application for the 111 Second Hill Road tower has not yet been submitted to the Council.
No date for submission by AT&T is planned, and would not occur until late 2012 at the
earliest. (Tr. 1, p. 44; Council Records; Applicant 6, response 1) .

ATE&T has analyzed the 111 Second Hill Read coverage up to a tower height of 190 feet
and determined that it has no impact on the analysis (i.e. the height) of the proposed facility
at Wewaka Brook Road. (Applicant 4, response 39)

AT&T also analyzed the coverage of the existing tower at Dinglebrook Lane, Danbury and
found that re-configuration of this site (e.g. increased power, different antennas, increased
height) would not reduce the height needed at the proposed facility at Wewaka Brook
Road. (Applicant 4, response 42)

Facility Description

AT&T’s proposed site is located on a 51.2-acre parcel, west of Wewaka Brook Road. The
property is owned by the Mary Allen. Currently the parcel is largely undeveloped and used
for agricultural purposes. (See Figures 1 and 2) (Applicant 1 p. 3)

The subject property is within a Residential R-4 Zoning District, which does not allow for
wireless telecommunications facilities. (Applicant 1b; Ir. 1, p. 17)

Surrounding land uses are agricultural and residential in nature. (Applicant 3, response 2)

AT&T would locate its proposed facility in the northwestern portion of the subject
property. It would lease a 100-foot by 100-foot parcel, within which it would develop a 45-
foot by 80-foot compound that would include a 170-foot tall monopole tower. The
compound would be gravel and enclosed by an eight-foot high chain link fence. AT&T
would house its ground equipment in a 12-foot by 20-foot shelter. {(See Figure 3)
(Applicant 1, pp. 3, 11, and Attachment 3)

The proposed tower would be designed in accordance with the American National
Standards Institute TIA/ETA-222-G “Structural Standards for Steel Antenna Towers and
Antenna Support Structures” and the 2003 International Building Code with the 2005
Connecticut Amendment. It would have a diameter of approximately four and one-half feet
at its base and approximately two feet at its top. (Applicant 1, Attachment 3 — Facilities
and Equipment Specification)

At its proposed height of 170 feet, SBA’s tower could accommodate three additional
wireless carriers. (Applicant 1, Attachment 3 — Tower Elevation Drawing)
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ol.

62.

63,

64.

65,

66.

67.

08.

69.

70.

71,

72.

73,

No other carriers have expressed an interest in co-locating at the proposed facility. (Tr. 1,
p. 25)

The proposed tower would be located at 41° 30° 31.43” north latitude and 73° 21° 15.8”
west longitude. Its ground elevation would be 582 feet above mean sea level (amsl).
(Applicant 1, Attachment 3 — Site Evaluation Report)

AT&T would deploy up to 12 panel antennas on a low-profile platform at a centerline
height of 167 feet AGL. (Tr. 1, p. 9)

AT&T could use T-arm mounts without compromising coverage. (Tr. I, p. 20)

To utilize flush-mounted antennas would require twenty feet of additional height and three
levels of antennas: 187 feet, 177 feet, and 167 feet. (Tr. 1, p. 20)

For backup power, AT&T would primarily rely on a diesel generator. In addition, AT&T
would also have a battery backup to prevent the facility from experiencing a “re-boot”
condition during the generator start-up delay period. The generator fuel tank would be a
210-gallon steel containment chamber lined with a bladder to contain fuel in the event of a
fuel spill. (Applicant 3, response 17)

The generator would consume approﬁimately 1.7 gallons of diesel fuel per hour. At a 50
percent load and a useable capacity of 200 gallons, the generator could run for roughly 118
hours or 4.9 days. (Tr. 3, pp. 24-25; Applicant 3, response 17)

Approximately 1,430 cubic yards of cut and approximately 350 cubic yards of fill would be
required to develop the proposed tower site and access drive. (Applicant 3, response 16)

Vehicular access to the proposed facility would extend from Wewaka Brook Road westerly
along an existing access drive and over a bridge to be replaced. Access then continues over
a new gravel access drive for a total distance of 2,495 feet to the proposed compound.
(Applicant 1, p. 11)

There may be encroachment beyond the final access road so that long construction trailers
can reach the site. These would be temporary in nature and would not invelve tree
clearing. (Tr. 3, p. 40) '

Utility service for the proposed facility would be extended underground from pole number
1242 on Wewaka Brook Road and generally follow the access drive to the site. (Applicant

Lp. 1)

All stormwater drainage design would comply with the Connecticut Department of
Transportation Hydraulic Manual. (Tr. 3, p. 33)

Should ledge be encountered upon completion of a geotechnical investigation, mechanical
means would be the preferred method of removal. However, if blasting is required, an
appropriate protocol would be following in accordance with State law. (Applicant 3,
response 20)



Docket 412: Bridgewater

Findings of Fact

Page 10

74. The setback radius of the proposed tower would remain within the boundaries of the
subject property. (Applicant 1, Attachment 3) '

75. There are no residences located within 1,000 feet of the proposed site. (Applicant 1,
Attachment 5)

76. The nearest residence is 1,140 feet to the southwest of the proposed facility. The address is
0 Stuart Road. (Applicant 1, Attachment 3; Tr. 1, p. 18) '

77. The estimated cost of construction of the proposed facility, not including radio equipment
is:

Tower and foundation costs $100,000
Site development costs 200,000
Utility installation costs 90,000
Facility installation ' 95.000
Total Estimated Cost 485,000
(Applicant 1, p. 23)
Environmental Considerations

78.  The proposed backup generator would meet all applicable noise standards. (Tr. I, p. 29)

79. * The State Historic Preservation Office determined that the proposed facility would have no
adverse effect on historic or cultural resources. (Applicant 1, Attachment 6)

80. SBA’s proposed facility would comply with the recommendations of the U.S. Fish and

- Wildlife Service for minimizing the potential for telecommunications towers to impact bird
species. (Applicant 3, response 22)

81. SBA’s proposed facility is not located near an Important Bird Area (IBA) as designated by
the National Audubon Society. (Applicant 3, response 21)

82. There are no known extant populations of Federal or State Endangered, Threatened or
Special Concern Species that occur on the property where the proposed facility would be
located. (Applicant 1, p. 12) :

83. No wildlife species observed at the site were state or federally listed endangered,
threatened, or special-concern species. (Tr. 1, p. 33)

84. 102 trees with diameters of six inches or more at breast height would be removed in the

 construction of the proposed facility. (Applicant 1, p. 14}
85. The Applicant would replace the existing bridge over Wewaka Brook, a perennial stream,

to provide safe access to the proposed facility for emergency vehicles, site technicians and
heavy construction equipment. The existing bridge will not accommodate design load and
dimensional requirements for this type of traffic. (Applicant 1, p. 15)
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86.

87.

38.

89.

. 50,

91.

92.

93.

04,

The bridge replacement project would have three phases. First, culverts would be placed to
fill in the narrowest portion of Wewaka Brook and provide temporary passage. Next, the
existing bridge would be demolished and a new bridge put in its place. At this point, the
culverts initially placed would be removed. (Applicant 1, pp. 15-16)

Approximately 400 square feet of the perennial stream would be femporarily impacted.
Once the replacement bridge is completed, the banks of the Wewaka Brook would be
properly restored with native stream materials and native plantings. (Applicant 1, p. 15)

There are six wetlands in the vicinity of the proposed site. (Applicant 1, Attachment 6, pp.
2-7)

Wetland 1 is an isolated depressional palustrine forested wetland located approximately
178 feet northwest of the closest construction area. A wildlife survey found spotted
salamander egg masses and numerous wood frog tadpoles. Both species are considered
obligate vernal pool species. Thus, this wetland is considered to contain both the physical
and biological characteristics of a vernal pool. No direct or indirect impacts to Wetland 1 is
expected. (Applicant 1, Attachment 6, p. 2)

Wetland 2 is a depressional palustrine forested and scrub/shrub  wetland - located
approximately 100 feet southwest of the closest construction area. A wildlife survey also
found spotted salamander egg masses and numerous wood frog tadpoles within this
wetland. Both species are considered obligate vernal pool species. This wetland is
considered a cryptic type of vernal pool habitat. No direct or indirect impacts to Wetland 2
is expected. (Applicant 1, Attachment 6, pp. 2-3)

Wetland 3 is a narrow headwater palustrine forested wetland that would be directly
tmpacted by the proposed access drive due to the culvert and road fill material.
Approximately 819 square feet of Wetland 3 would be permanently impacted. (Applicant
1, Attachment 6, pp. 3-4)

Wetland 4 is a palustrine wetland with forested, scrub/shrub, wet meadow and agricultural
disturbed habitats. The proposed access drive deviates off the existing trail to avoid direct
impacts. Approximately 63 square feet of permanent wetland impacts and 150 square feet
of temporary wetland impacts are expected. {Applicant 1, Attachment 6, pp. 4-5)

Wetland 5 is a riparian corridor that consists of the delineated banks of Wewaka Brook.
The first-phase culvert crossing of Wewaka Brook would temporarily impact 400 square
feet of stream resource. These impacts are not likely to have a permanent adverse impact,
considering the mitigating protective design. {(Applicant 1, Attachment 6, pp. 6-7)

Wetland 6 is a small man-made pond adjacent to the north driveway entrance from
Wewaka Brook Road. No direct or indirect impact to Wetland 6 would result from the
proposed development. (Applicant 1, Attachment 6, p. 7)
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05,

96.

97.

98.

The Applicant’s environmental consultant, VHB, Inc., recommends the following
protective measure for inland wetland resources. ‘

a) An extensive erosion and sedimentation contro! plan should be developed in
accordance with the 2002 Connecticut Guidelines for Soil FErosion and Sediment
Control to properly protect these vernal pools and the wildlife with them, particularly
amphibians.  Silt fencing will act as an exclusion to amphibians from active
construction areas and aveid amphibian mortality associated with construction
equipment traffic.

b) A thorough cover search of the construction area should be performed by a properly
qualified professional for amphibians prior to and following the instaliation of silt
fencing to remove amphibians from the work zone prior to the initiation of construction
activities.

c) A properly qualified professional independent of the site contractor should monitor the
installation and maintenance of erosion and sedimentation controls throughout the
construction project and perform periodic sweeps for amphibians to ensure that nearby
wetlands are protected and amphibians are not trapped within the construction zone of
the project.

d) Construction of the wireless telecommunications facility should be seasonally restricted
from occurring between March 1 and May 15 to avoid construction activities and
potential disturbance during the peak amphibian migration and breeding period.
Access drive construction activities located more than 750 feet from the vernal pools
need not be seasonally restricted from this period, excepting in-stream work associated
with the bridge replacement previously described.

e) Any ruts or artificial depressions that could hold water ¢reated unintentionally by site
clearing/construction activities should be properly filled in and permanently stabilized
with vegetation to avoid the creation of decoy poois that could intercept amphibians
moving towards the vernal pools.

f) The usage of herbicides and pesticides at the proposed wireless telecommunications
facility and along the proposed access drive should be restricted.

(Applicant 1, Attachment 6, pp. 11-12)

No wetlands and watercourses are expected to be adversely impacted provided that the
protective measures and mitigation described by VHB, Inc. are performed. (Applicant 1,
Attachment 6, p. 12)

The proposed tower site is not located within the 100-year or 500-vear flood areas.
(Applicant 1, p. 18)

The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) would not require the proposed tower to have
lighting or marking. (Applicant 1, Attachment 5)
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99.

100.

101.

102.

103.

104.

105.

106.

The cumulative worst-case maximum power density from the radio frequency emissions
from the operation of AT&T’s proposed antennas is 4.56% of the standard for Maximum
Permissible Exposure, as adopted by the FCC, at the base of the proposed tower. This
calculation was based on methodology prescribed by the FCC Office of Engineering and
Technology Bulletin No. 65E, Edition 97-01 (August 1997) that assumes all antennas
would be pointed at the base of the tower and all channels would be operating
simultaneously, which creates the highest possible power density levels. Under normal
operation, the antennas would be oriented outward, directing radio frequency emissions
away from the tower, thus resulting in significantly lower power density Ievels in areas
around the tower. (Applicant 1, p. 14)

Alternate Access

The Town recommended an alternate access road to eliminate two proposed crossings of

. Wetland 4 and tmprove the turning radius. (Town 4)

The alternate access suggested by the Town would enter the subject property via the same
bridge along the existing access drive, but would turn to the north and then run closely
parallel to the northern property boundary to reach the site. The total length of the alternate
access would be approximately 2,290 feet. (Applicant 9)

The alternate access would result ini 5,800 square feet of wetland impact on Wetland 4 and
1,300 square feet of impact on Wetland 3. This is over 6,000 square feet of additional
permanent wetland impact area versus the proposed access. (Applicant 9; Tr. 3, pp. 15, 62)

The number of trees to be cleared for the alternate access would be at least comparable to
the proposed access, possibly greater, The total has not heen confirmed via a field survey.
(Tr. 3, p.32)

It is not known if the underlying property owner would agree to the alternate access. The
property owner was not consulted. (Tr. 1 p. 23)

Visibility

The proposed tower would be visible on a year-round basis from approximately 62 acres
within a two-mile radius of the proposed site. (See Figure 10) (Applicant 1, Attachment 7
— Visual Analysis Map)

The proposed tower would be visible seasonally from an additional approximately 61 acres
within a two-mile radius of the proposed site. (Applicant 1, Attachment 7 — Visual Analysis
Map) :
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107. The proposed tower would be visible year-round from approximately 17 residential
properties and on a seasonal basis from approximately 19 residential properties. The streets
on which these properties are located are listed in the following table.

Hut Hill Road 2 - 2
Northrop Road 8 5 13
Route 133 1 1 2
Skyline Ridge Road 2 6 8
Stuart Road 2 3 5
Wewaka Brook Road 2 4 6

{Applicant 1, Attachment 7 — Visual Analysis Report)

vicinity is summarized in the following table. (See Figure 10}

108. The visibility of the proposed tower from different vantage points in the surrounding

1 — Skyline Ridge Road Year round 41 - 0.81 miles northwest
2 — Skyline Ridge Road near Year round 0.70 miles southwest
#06 o0’

3 — Skyline Ridge Road near Year round 0.71 miles southwest
#66 61’

4 — Northrop Street near #211 Year round 60’ 0.82 miles northeast
5 — Northrop Street Year round 44° 0.78 miles northeast
6 — Northrop Street near #160 Year round 33’ (.59 miles northeast
7 — Northrop Street near #147 Year round 257 0.50 miles southeast.
8 — Northrop Street near #119 Year round 26’ (.47 miles northeast
9 — Northrop Street near #70 Year round 12° 0.45 miles southeast
10 — Stuart Road near # Year round 48’ 0.35 miles southwest
11 — Route 133 Year round 20 0.58 miles southeast
12 — Stuart Road near #50 Year round 19° 0.33 miles southeast
13 — Hut Hill Road north of Not visible None 1.29 miles southeast
Sarah Sanford Road

14 — Stuart Road Not visible None 0.42 miles southwest
15 —Route 133 at Stuart Road Not vistble None 0.41 miles southeast
16 — Wewaka Brook Road east Not visible None (.94 miles north
of Route 133

17 — Wewaka Brook Road at Not visible None 0.39 miles west
host property

18 — Wewaka Brook Road at Not visible None 0.54 miles southwest
Stuart Road

{Applicant 1, Attachment 7 — Visual Analysis Report)
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109. There are no state or locally designated scenic roads within a two-mile radius of the
proposed site. (Applicant 1, Attachment 7 - Visual Analysis Map; Tr. 1, p. 17)

110. There are no hiking frails within a two-mile radius of the proposed site. (Applicant 1,
Attachment 7 — Visual Analysis Map; Tr. 1, p. 17)
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Figure 2: Aerial Photograph of Vicinity of Proposed Facility
L X

=

[+] 500 1000

SCALE IN FEET

1 2004 AERIAL PHOTO TRUE NORTH
SCALE: 17 = 1000° @

(Applicant 1, Attachment 3)



Docket 412: Bridgewater
Findings of Fact

Page 18
Figure 3: Compound Plan for Proposed Facility
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' Figure 4: Site Plan for Propo

sed Facility — Part 1
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Figure 6

Site Plan for Proposed Facility — Part 3
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Figure 11: Viewshed Map Key
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Opinion

On November 19, 2010, SBA Towers III (SBA) and New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC (AT&T)
(collectively, the Applicant) applied to the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) for a Certificate
of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need (Certificate) for the construction, maintenance
and management of a wireless telecommunications facility to be located at Wewaka Brook Road
in the Town of Bridgewater, Connecticut. The purpose of the proposed facility would be to
provide wireless communication coverage in the eastern portion of Bridgewater, The parties in
this proceeding are the Applicant and the Town of Bridgewater.

SBA is seeking to develop the facility on property owned by Mary Allen. This prope.rty is largely
undeveloped and is currently used for agricultural purposes. Surrounding land uses are
agricultural and residential in nature. :

Specifically, SBA proposes to construct a 170-foot monopole and associated compound on the
51.2-acre parcel owned by Mary Allen. The tower and compound area will be located on the
northwest portion of the parcel. No landscaping is proposed. Vehicular access to the proposed
facility would extend from Wewaka Brook Road westerly along an existing access drive and over
a bridge to be replaced. Access then continues over a new gravel access drive for a total distance
of 2,495 feet to the proposed compound. Utility service for the proposed facility would be
extended underground from pole number 1242 on Wewaka Brook Road and generally follow the
access drive to the site. '

AT&T would install up to 12 panel antennas at the 167-foot level of the tower. The top of the
antennas would not exceed the tower height of 170 feet. The tower would be designed to support
the antennas of at least three additional carriers. The setback radius of the proposed tower would
remain within the boundaries of the subject property. Thus, no yield point is necessary for the
tower design.

AT&T had initiated a search ring for this area in 2007, due to gaps in its coverage for the area,
but was unable to find a suitable site other than the one proposed by SBA. None of the eight
communications towers within a radius of approximately four miles of the proposed site were
found to be adequate for AT&T’s coverage purposes; and none of an additional 17 sites the
Applicant investigated in the course of this proceeding were adequate. AT&T did identify a site at
111 Second Hill Road, Bridgewater, that could provide coverage for gaps in their network farther
north, but that site has no bearing on the current one, and, at any rate, an application for that site
has not yet been submitted to the Council. In sum, the Council finds the need for coverage in this
part of Bridgewater. '

The proposed tower would be visible on a year-round basis from approximately 62 acres within a
two-mile radius of the proposed site, and seasonally visible from an additional approximately 61
acres. Seventeen residential properties within this radius would have year-round views; 19 more
would have seasonal views. Having examined potential ways of mitigating these visual impacts,
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the Council finds no evidence that the height can be reduced. The minimum height at which
AT&T could achieve its coverage objectives is the proposed height of 170 feet AGL with an
“antenna centerline height of 167 feet AGL. At lower heights, such as 157 feet AGL, coverage
along Route 133 would be significantly compromised. Furthermore, even if the 111 Second Hill
Road application is filed, reviewed, and approved in the future, the height of the proposed tower
could not be reduced because the two coverage areas are different.

SBA’s proposed facility is not located near an Important Bird Area (IBA) as designated by the
National Audubon Society. There are no known extant populations of Federal or State
Endangered, Threatened or Special Concern Species that occur on the property where the
proposed facility would be located. The State Historic Preservation Office determined that the
proposed facility would have no adverse effect on historic or cultural resources.

The most difficult environmental challenges posed by development of this site have to do with
potential impacts to six wetlands in the vicinity of the site. The access road must cross Wewaka
Brook and two more of the six wetlands, while two other wetlands of the six contain vernal pools
that must be protected.

Concerned about minimizing wetland impacts, the Council considered in detail an alternate
access route suggested by the Town of Bridgewater to eliminate two proposed crossings of
Wetland 4. This alternate would enter the subject property via the same bridge over the Wewaka
Brook on the existing access drive as proposed, but would turn to the north and then run closely
parallel to the northern property boundary to reach the site. The total length of the alternate would
be approximately 2,290 feet. It would result in 5,800 square feet of wetland impact on Wetland
4, and 1,300 square feet of impact on Wetland 3. This is over 6,000 square feet of additional
permanent wetland impact area versus the proposed access. The number of trees to be cleared for
the alternate would be at least comparable to the number for the proposed access—102—and
possibly greater. Thus, the Council chose the proposed access road for its significantly lesser
impacts. However, the Council has also taken care to identify and account for those impacts with
protective measures as follows.

The replacement project for the bridge over Wewaka Brook would have three phases. First,
culverts would be placed to fill in the narrowest portion of Wewaka Brook and provide temporary
passage. Next, the existing bridge would be demolished and a new bridge put in its place. Atthis
point, the culverts initially placed would be removed. Approximately 400 square feet of the
perennial stream would be temporarily impacted. Once the replacement bridge is completed, the
banks of the Wewaka Brook would be properly restored with native stream materials and native
plantings.

Wetland 1 is an isolated depressional palustrine forested wetland located approximately 178 feet
northwest of the closest construction area. A wildlife survey found spotted salamander egg
masses and numerous wood frog tadpoles. Both species are considered vernal pool species.
Thus, this wetland is considered to contain both the physical and biological characteristics of a
vernal pool. No direct or indirect impact to Wetland 1 is expected.

Wetland 2 is a depressional palustrine forested and scrub/shrub wetland located approximately
100 feet southwest of the closest construction area. A wildlife survey also found spotted
salamander egg masses and numerous wood frog tadpoles within this wetland. Both species are
considered vernal pool species. This wetland is considered a cryptic type of vernal pool habitat.
No direct or indirect impact to Wetland 2 is expected.
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Wetland 3 is a narrow headwater palustrine forested wetland that would be directly impacted by
the proposed access drive due to the culvert and road fill material. Approximately 819 square
feet of Wetland 3 would be permanently filled.

Wetland 4 is a palustrine wetland with forested, scrub/shrub, wet meadow and agricultural
disturbed habitats. The proposed access drive deviates oft the existing trail to avoid major direct
impacts; however, approximately 63 square feet of permanent wetland impacts and 150 square
feet of temporary wetland impacts are expected.

Wetland 5 is a riparian corridor that consists of the delineated banks of Wewaka Brook. The
first-phase culvert crossing of Wewaka Brook would temporarily impact 400 square feet of
stream resource. Any adverse effects are not likely to be permanent, however, considering the
mitigating protective design.

Wetland 6 is a small man-made pond adjacent to the north driveway entrance from Wewaka
Brook Road. No direct or indirect impact to Wetland 6 would result from the proposed
development.

Although no direct or indirect impacts to the vernal pools in Wetlands 1 and 2 are predicted, the
Council wishes to assure environmental protection through the following measures recommended
by the Apphicant’s environmental consultant, VHB, Inc.

a) An extensive erosion and sedimentation control plan should be developed in
accordance with the 2002 Connecticut Guidelines for ‘Soil Erosion and Sediment
Control to properly protect these vernal pools and the wildlife dependent upon them,
particularly amphibians. Silt fencing will act as an exclusion to amphibians from active
construction areas and avoid amphibian mortality associated with construction
equipment traffic.

b) A thorough cover search of the construction area should be performed for amphibians
by a properly qualified professional for amphibians prior to and following the
installation of silt fencing to remove amphibians from the work zone at the start of
construction activities.

c) A properly qualified professional independent of the site contractor should monitor the
installation and maintenance of erosion and sedimentation controls throughout the
construction project and perform periodic sweeps for amphibians to ensure that nearby
wetlands are protected and amphibians are not trapped within the construction zone of
the project.

d) Construction of the wireless telecommunications facility should be seasonally restricted
from occurring between March 1 and May 15 to avoid construction activities and
potential disturbance during the peak amphibian migration and breeding period.
Access drive construction activities located more than 750 feet from the vernal pools
need not be seasonally restricted from this period, excepting in-stream work associated
with the bridge replacement previously described.

e) Any ruts or artificial depressions that could hold water created unintentionally by site
clearing/construction activities should be properly filled in and permanently stabilized
with vegetation to avoid the creation of decoy pools that could intercept amphibians
moving towards the vernal pools.
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f) The use of herbicides and pesticides at the proposed wircless telecommunications
facility and along the proposed access drive should be restricted.

According to a methodology prescribed by the FCC Office of Engineering and Technology
Bulletin No. 65E, Edition 97-01 (August 1997), the combined worst-case radio frequency power
density levels of the antennas proposed to be installed on the tower have been calculated by
Council staff to amount to 4.56% of the FCC’s Maximum Permissible Exposure, as measured at
the base of the tower. This percentage is well below federal and state standards established for the
frequencies used by wireless companies. If federal or state standards change, the Council will
require that the tower be brought into compliance with such standards. The Council will require
that the power densities be recalculated in the event other carriers add antennas to the tower. The
Telecommunications Act of 1996 prohibits any state or local agency from regulating
telecommunications towers on the basis of the environmental effects of radio frequency emissions
to the extent that such towers and equipment comply with FCC’s regulations concerning such
emissions.

‘Based on the record in this proceeding, the Council finds that the effects associated with the
construction, maintenance, and management of the telecommunications facility at the proposed
site, including effects on the natural environment; ecological integrity and balance; public health
and safety; scenie, historic, and recreational values; forests and parks; air and water purity; and
fish and wildlife are not disproportionate either alone or cumulatively with other effects when
compared to need, are not in conflict with policies of the State concerning such effects, and are
not sufficient reason to deny this application. Therefore, the Council will issue a Certificate for
the construction, maintenance, and management of a 170-foot monopole telecommunications
facility at Wewaka Brook Road, Bridgewater, Connecticut.
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Decision and Order

Pursuant to the foregoing Findings of Fact and Opinion, the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) finds
that the effects associated with the construction, maintenance, and management of a telecommunications
facility, including effects on the natural environment; ecological integrity and balance; public health and
safety; scenic, historic, and recreational values; forests and parks; air and water purity: and fish and
wildlife are not disproportionate, either alone or cumulatively with other effects, when compared to need,
are not in conflict with the policies of the State concerning such effects, and are not sufficient reason to
deny the application, and therefore directs that a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public
Need, as provided by General Statutes § 16-50k, be issued to SBA Towers 111 (SBA), hereinafter referred
to as the Certificate Holder, for a telecommunications facility at the proposed site, located at Wewaka
Brock Road, Bridgewater, Connecticut.

Unless otherwise approved by the Council, the facility shall be constructed, operated, and maintained
substantially as specified in the Council’s record in this matter, and subject to the following conditions:

1. The tower shall be constructed as a monopole, no taller than necessary to provide the proposed
telecommunications services, sufficient to accommodate the antennas of New Cingular Wireless PCS,
LLC (AT&T) and other entities, both public and private, but such tower shall not exceed a height of
170 feet above ground level. The height at the top of AT&T’s antennas shall not exceed 170 feet
above ground level.

2. The Certificate Holder shall prepare a Development and Management (D&M) Plan for this site in
compliance with Sections 16-50j-75 through 16-50j-77 of the Regulations of Connecticut State
Agencies. The D&M Plan shall be served on the Town of Bridgewater for comment, and all parties
and intervenors as listed in the service list, and submitted to and approved by the Council prior to the
commencement of facility construction and shall include:

a) a final site plan(s) of site development to include specifications for the tower, tower
foundation, antennas, equipment compound, radio equipment, access road, utility line, and
landscaping; and

b) construction plans for site clearing, grading, landscaping, water drainage, and erosion and
sedimentation conirols consistent with the 2002 Connecticut Guidelines for Soil Frosion and
Sediment Control, as amended.

3. The Certificate Holder shall follow the protective measures for inland wetland resources specified on
page 11 of the November 11, 2010 report by VHB, Inc. to the extent feasible:

a) An extensive erosion and sedimentation control plan should be developed in accordance with
the 2002 Connecticut Guidelines for Soil Erosion and Sediment Control to properly protect
these vernal pools and the wildlife with them, particularly amphibians. Silt fencing will act
as an exclusion to amphibians from active construction areas and avoid amphibian mortality
associated with construction equipment traffic.
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b) A thorough cover search of the construction area should be performed by a properly qualified
professienal for amphibians prior to and following the installation of silt fencing to remove
amphibians from the work zone prior to the initiation of construction activities.

c) A properly qualified professional independent of the site contractor should monitor the

- installation and maintenance of erosion and sedimentation confrols throughout the
construction project and perform periodic sweeps for amphibians to ensure that nearby
wetlands are protected and amphibians are not trapped within the construction zone of the
project. '

d} Construction of the wireless telecommunications facility should be seasonally restricted from
occurring between March 1 and May 15 to avoid construction activities and potential
disturbance during the peak amphibian migration and breeding period. Access drive
construction activities located more than 750 feet from the vernal pools need not be
seasonally restricted from this period, excepting in-stream work associated with the bridge
replacement previously described.

e) Any ruts or artificial depressions that could hold water created unintentionally by site
clearing/construction activities should be properly filled in and permanently stabilized with
vegetation to avoid the creation: of decoy pools that could intercept amphibians moving
towards the vernal pools.

f) The use of herbicides and pesticides at the proposed wireless telecommunications facility and
along the proposed access drive should be restricted.

4. Prior to the commencement of operation, the Certificate Holder shall provide the Council worst-case
modeling of the electromagnetic radio frequency power density of all proposed entities’ antennas at
the closest point of uncontrolled access to the tower base, consistent with Federal Communications
Commission, Office of Engineering and Technology, Bulletin No. 65, August 1997. The Certificate
Holder shall ensure a recalculated report of the electromagnetic radio frequency power density be
submitted to the Council if and when circumstances in operation cause a change In power density
above the levels calculated and provided pursuant to this Decision and Order. '

5. Upon the establishment of any new State or federal radio frequency standards applicable to
frequencies of this facility, the facility granted herein shall be brought into compliance with such
standards.

6. The Certificate Holder shall permit public or private entities to share space on the proposed tower for
fair consideration, or shall provide any requesting entity with specific legal, technical, environmental,
or economic reasons precluding such tower sharing.

7. The Certificate Holder shall provide reasonable space on the tower for no compensation for any Town
of Bridgewater public safety services (police, fire and medical services), provided such use can be
accommodated and is compatible with the structural integrity of the tower.
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8.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

Unless otherwise approved by the Council, if the facility authorized herein is not fully constructed
with at least one fully operational wireless telecommunications carrier providing wireless service
within eighteen months from the date of the mailing of the Council’s Findings of Fact, Opinion, and
Decision and Order (collectively called “Final Decision™), this Decision and Order shall be void, and
the Certificate Holder shall dismantle the tower and remove all associated equipment or reapply for
any continued or new use to the Council before any such use is made. The time between the filing
and resolution of any appeals of the Council’s Final Decision shall not be counted in calculating this
deadline. Authority to monitor and modify this schedule, as necessary, is delegated to the Executive
Director. The Certificate Holder shall provide written notice to the Executive Director of any
schedule changes as soon as is practicable.

Any request for extension of the time period referred to in Condition 8 shall be filed with the Council
not later than 60 days prior to the expiration date of this Certificate and shall be served on all parties
and intervenors, as listed in the service list, and the Town of Bridgewater. Any proposed
modifications to this Decision and Order shall likewise be so served.

If the facility ceases to provide wireless services for a period of one year, this Decision and Order
shall be void, and the Certificate Holder shall dismantle theé tower and remove all associated
equipment or reapply for any continued or new use to the Council before any such use is made.

Any nonfunctioning antenna and associated antenna mounting equipment on this facility shall be
removed within 60 days of the date the antenna ceased to function.

In accordance with Section 16-50j-77 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies, the
Certificate Holder shall provide the Council with written notice two weeks prior to the
commencement of site construction activities. In addition, the Certificate Holder shall provide the
Council with written notice of the completion of site construction, and the commencemeni of site
operation.

The Certificate Holder shall remit timely payments associated with annual assessments and invoices
submitted by the Council for expenses attributable to the facility under Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50v.

This Certificate may be transferred in accordance with Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50k{b), provided both
the Certificate Holder/transferor and the transferee are current with payments to the Council for their
respective annual assessments and invoices under Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50v. In addition, both the
Certificate Holder/transferor and the transferee shall provide the Council a written agreement as to the
entity responsible for any quarterly assessment charges under Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50v(b)(2) that
may be associated with this facility.

The Certificate Holder shall maintain the facility and associated equipment, including but not limited
to, the tower, tower foundation, antennas, equipment compound, radio equipment, access road, utility
line and landscaping in a reasonable physical and operational condition that is consistent with this
Decision and Order and a Development and Management Plan to be approved by the Council.

If the Certificate Holder is a wholly-owned subsidiary of a corporation or other entity and is
sold/transferred to another corporation or other entity, the Council shall be notified of such sale
and/or transfer and of any change in contact information for the individual or representative
responsible for management and operations of the Certificate Holder within 30 days of the sale and/or
transfer. '
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Pursuant to General Statutes § 16-50p, the Council hereby directs that a copy of the Findings of Fact,
Opinion, and Decision and Order be served on each person listed below, and notice of issuance shall be
published in the Housatonic Times, The Spectrum, and Danbury News Times.

By this Decision and Order, the Council disposes of the legal rights, duties, and privileges of each party
named or admitted to the proceeding in accordance with Section 16-50-17 of the Regulations of

Connecticut State Agencies.
The parties and intervenors to this proceeding are:
Applicant

SBA Towers 11l and
New Cingular Wireless PCS, LIL.C

Intervenor

Town of Bridgewater

Its Representative

Daniel M. Laub, Esq.
Christopher B. Fisher, Esq.
Cuddy & Feder LLP

445 Hamilton Avenue, 14" floor
White Plains, NY 10601

Michele Briggs -
AT&T

500 Enterprise Drive
Rocky Hill, CT 06067

Hollis Redding

SBA

One Research Drive, Suite 200C
Westborough, MA (1581

Its Representative

Keith R. Ainsworth, Fsq.

Evans Feldman & Ainsworth, L.L.C.
#101240

261 Bradley Street

P.O. Box 1694 :

New Haven, CT 06507-1694

The Honorable William Stuart
First Selectman

Bridgewater Town Hall

44 Main Street South
P.O.Box 216

Bridgewater, CT 06752



N

CERTIFICATION

The undersigned members of the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) hereby certify that they
have heard this case, or read the record thereof, in DOCKET NO. 412 - SBA Towers III and
New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC application for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility
and Public Need for the construction, maintenance and management of a telecommunications
facility located at Wewaka Brook Road, Bridgewater, Connecticut, and voted as follows to
approve the proposed telecommunications located at Wewaka Brook Road, Bridgewater,
Connecticut:

Council Members Vote Cast

Wt

Robert Stein, Chairman

(/7 ’. _____.‘_—-
.;"_' fﬂ;' e < Pl 74 .
Colin C. Tait, Vice Chairman
e l y y r .
Yes

Commissioner i(evin M. DelGobbo
Designee: Larry P. Levesque

~ _\. ’
&M&J "\ Yes

Commissioner Dan Esty
Designee' Brian Golembiewski

e L, S "MLK L | Yes
e

Philip T. Ash\tyn

Jf/éf/w// Yes

Daniel P Lynch, Ir /

"

f

Vv 12 77((1, F'\ Yes

James] Murph,y /

/’l -W'/’*ﬁ ta [ A A Z}’// Yes

Dr. Barbara Currier Bell

" : I g /'J / /
L'LEC Ui '),/5(' /"'f Z(/'////A’z f/),/éj ) Yes
/

Edward S. Wilensky

Dated at New Britain, Connecticut, January 5, 2012.

SADOCKETSW1212CERTPKG.docx
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LIST OF PARTIES AND INTERVENORS

SERVICE LIST

Status Granted

Document
Service

Status Holder

{name, address & phone number)

Representative
(name, address & phone number)

Applicant

U.S. Mail

SBA Towers III and
New Cingular Wireless PCS,
LLC (AT&T)

Daniel M. Laub, Esq.
Christopher B. Fisher, Esq.
Cuddy & Feder LLP

445 Hamilton Avenue, 14 floor
White Plains, NY 10601

(914) 761-1300

(914) 761-5372 -
dlaub{@cuddvfeder.com
clisherf@cuddvfeder.com

Michele Briggs

AT&T

500 Enterprise Drive

Rocky Hill, CT 06067
Michele.g briggs@cingular.com

Hollis Redding

SBA

One Research Drive, Suite 200C
Westborough, MA 01581
hredding{@sbasite.com

Party
(granted on
01/6/2011)

E-Mail

X U.S. Mail

Town of Bridgewater

Keith R. Ainsworth, Esq.

Evans Feldman & Ainsworth, L.L.C.
#101240

261 Bradley Street

P.O. Box 1694

New Haven, CT 06507-1694

(203) 772-4960 -

(203) 782-1356 fax
krainsworth@snet.net

The Honorable William Stuart
First Selectman .
Bridgewater Town Hall

44 Main Street South
P.O.Box 216

Bridgewater, CT 06752

wstuart@bridgewatertownhall.org

SADOCKETSWI2W128L.00C




STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT 06051
Phone: (860) 827-2935 Fax: (860) §27-2950
© E-Mail: siting.council@ct.gov

‘www.ct.gov/csc

January 19, 2012

Daniel M. Laub, Esq.
Christopher B. Fisher, Esq.
Cuddy & Feder LLP

445 Hamilton Avenue, 14 floor
White Plains, NY 10601

RE: DOCKET NO. 412 - SBA Towers Il and New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC application
for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the construction,
maintenance and management of a telecommunications facility located at Wewaka Brook
Road, Bridgewater, Connecticut,

Dear Attorney Laub and Attorney Fisher:

By its Decision and Order dated January 5, 2012, the Connecticut Siting Council (Council)

granted a Ceriificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need {Certificate) for the

construction, maintenance and management of a telecommunications facility located at Wewaka

Brook Road, Bridgewater, Connecticut.

Enclosed are the Council’s Certificate, Findings of Fact, Opinion, and Decision and Order.

Very truly yours, -

I.inda Roberts

Executive Director

LR/MP/laf -
Enclosures (4)

¢: Hollis Redding, SBA, Ine¢.

SADOCKETS\AI 2 12CERTPEG . ducx

CONNEETICUT SITING COUNCIL



STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Ten Franktin Square, New Britain, CT 06051
Phone: (860) 827-2935 Fax: (860) 827-2550
E-Mail: siting.council@ct.gov.
www.ct.gov/cse

CERTIFICATE
OF
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPATIBILITY AND PUBLIC NEED
DOCKET NO. 412 '

Pursuant to General Statutes § 16750]&, as Aamended, -the Connecticut ‘Sitingr Council hereby
issues a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need to SBA Towers I for the
cotistruction, maintenance and management of a telecommunications facility located at Wewaka
Bréok Road, Bridge\;vater, Connecticut. This Certificate is issued in accordance with and subject

to the terms and conditions set forth in the Decision and Order of the Council on January 5, 2012.

AT

" Robert Stein, Chairman

By order of the Council, .

January 3, 2012

SADOCKETS W12 12CERTPK G docx

CONNECTICUT SITING



STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT 06051
Phone: (860) 827-2935 Fax: (860) 827-2950
E-Mail: siting.council@ct.gov
www.ct.gov/csc

January 19, 2012

TO: Classified/Legal Supervisor
412110405
Housatonic Times
" Housatonic Publication
65 Bank Street
New Milford, CT 06776

Classified/Legal Supervisor
412110405

The Spectrum

45-B Main Street

New Milford, CT 06776

Classified/Legal Supervisor
412110405

Danbury News Times

333 Main Street

Danbury, CT 06810

FROM: Jessica Brito-Weston, Secretary 1

RE: - DOCKET NO. 412 — SBA Towers III and New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC
' application for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for
the construction, maintenance and management of a telecommunications facility
located at Wewaka Brook Road, Bridgewater, Connecticut.

Please publish the attached notice as soon as possible, but not on Satufday, Sunday, or a holiday.
Please send an affidavit of publication and invoice to my attention.

Thank you.

LAF

SADOCKETSM121412CERTPKG.docx M

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL



STATE OF CONNECTICUT

CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL
Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT 06051
Phone: (860) 827-2935 Fax: (860) 827-2950
E-Mail: siting.council@ct.gov
www.ct.gov/cse

NOTICE

Pursuant to General Statutes § 16-50p (a), the Comnecticut Siting Council (Council)
announces that, on January 5, 2012, the Council issued Findings of Fact, an Opinion, and a
Decision and Order approving an application from SBA Towers I1I and New Cingular Wireless
PCS, LLC for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for the construction,
maintenance and management of a telecommunications facility located at Wewaka Brook Road,
Bridgewater, Connecticut. This application record is available for public inspection in the

Council’s office, Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, Connecticut.

S:ADOCKETS\12\412CERTPK G .docx 4 M
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