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On February 14, 2011, Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (Cellco) applied to the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need (Certificate) for the construction, maintenance and operation of a wireless telecommunications facility to be located on a property off of Day Hill Road in Bloomfield, Connecticut. Cellco is seeking to develop a facility on a 10.8 acre parcel owned by River Bend Associates, Inc. and formerly used for agricultural purposes. Cellco’s objective for its facility at this location is to provide coverage, particularly for PCS frequencies, and capacity relief primarily along portions of Routes 187 and 189 as well as local roads and residential, agricultural, industrial, and commercial areas in portions of northern Bloomfield, northwest Windsor, and southern East Granby. 
In its original application, Cellco proposed constructing a 110-foot monopole tower within a 47-foot by 76-foot graveled compound at a location in the south central portion of the host property. Based upon Council concerns expressed during the public hearing on this Certificate application, Cellco subsequently submitted a proposal for an alternate facility location, which would be on the same property approximately 350 feet to the north of the original location. Cellco’s tower at the alternate location would also be 110 feet tall, but the compound would be 50 feet by 58 feet. At either location, vehicular access would be via a gravel drive. For the original facility location, the drive would utilize an existing dirt road and then cut westerly across the property. For the alternative location, the drive would originate at Day Hill Road. Utilities would be brought to the original site underground along the access drive. Utilities would also be brought underground to the alternate site, but they would travel a more direct route from Day Hill Road in order to allow the property owner more flexibility for future development possibilities.

The proposed tower’s setback radius would lie completely within the host property’s boundaries at either location.

Cellco’s proposed tower would be visible above the tree canopy on a year-round basis from approximately 101 acres in the surrounding vicinity. The majority of the areas with year-round visibility are open commercial and agricultural properties. There are smaller areas that would have year-round visibility to the northwest, southwest and southeast of the proposed facility. The proposed tower would be seasonally visible from approximately 33 acres located within the general vicinity of the proposed facility. A monopine tower would possibly soften the views of 
the tower from surrounding areas, particularly those located to the west of the proposed facility.
From a vantage point to the east of the proposed facility looking westward, a monopine would appear more prominent. Approximately 12 residential properties could have at least partial year-round views of the proposed tower. Approximately 17 additional residential properties
would have seasonal views of the proposed tower.  The alternative site would substantially






minimize potential visibility from locations along Adams Road to the south due to the increased distance between this site and Adams Road. It would also reduce visibility to the west along Tunxis Avenue because the trees between the alternate site and Tunxis Avenue are taller than the trees between Tunxis Avenue and the application site.
The host property contains a wetland resource area that consists of a seasonally saturated forested wetland with an associated intermittent watercourse flowing through its interior and a man-made pond located in the western portion of the property. The nearest disturbance associated with the facility proposed in the application is approximately 100 feet from the nearest point of the wetland area. The trench for the underground utilities to the alternate site would be approximately 15 feet from the wetland area at its nearest point. At either site, Cellco would take measures to prevent any disturbance to the wetland area. 

There are no populations of Federal or State Endangered, Threatened or Special Concern Species on the host property. A facility on this property would have no effect on archaeological resources listed or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places.
After reviewing the record in this proceeding, the Council finds Cellco’s alternate site to be preferable to the site proposed in its application. This site is farther away from the nearest neighbors and would be less visible to the residences to the south on Adams Road and along Tunxis Avenue. The proposed tower’s visibility from vantage points to the east would be about the same at either location.
According to a methodology prescribed by the FCC Office of Engineering and Technology Bulletin No. 65E, Edition 97-01 (August 1997), the worst-case combined radio frequency power density levels of the antennas proposed to be installed on the tower have been calculated by Council staff to amount to 29.3% 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 operation of the telecommunications facility at the proposed alternate site, 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 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 operation of a 110-foot monopole telecommunications facility at the alternative site off of Day Hill Road, and deny certification for the site proposed in Cellco’s original application. 







