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LIST OF ATTACHMENTS

1.

2.

Statement of Radio Frequency Need with Coverages Plo

Site Search Summary with Map Identifying Sites Sleed and Existing Tower/Cell Sites

Listing

Candidate A: 49 Mountain Avenue, North Stonington

a. Description and Design of Proposed Facility wita®imngs,

b. Environmental Assessment Statement with Tree Rehtofcamation, Power
Density Report, Wetlands Delineation Report, Aettdital Study (Determination of
No Hazard to Air Navigation)

c. Visual Analysis Report

d. Correspondence with State Agencies

Candidate B: 25 Northwest Corner Road, North Stghoim

a. Description and Design of Proposed Facility wita@mngs

b. Environmental Assessment Statement with Environalé€@nstraints Map,
Historical Resource Screen, Power Density RepatT@@WAIR report

c. Visual Resource Evaluation Report

Candidate C: 350B Cossaduck Hill Road, North Stgtain

a. Description and Design of Proposed Facility wita@mngs

b. Environmental Assessment Statement with Environalé€@nstraints Map,
Historical Resource Screen, Power Density Repatl@@WAIR report

c. Visual Analysis Report

Aerial Photograph, Topographic Map and Natural B8itg Database Map
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7. Correspondence with the Town of North Stonington

8. Certification of Service on Governmental Officiad€luding List of Officials Served

9. Copy of legal notice published in the Westerly SNatice to Abutting Landowners;
Certification of Service; List of Abutting Landowrse

10.  Connecticut Siting Council Application Guide

1 A Copy of the Technical Report submitted to theviids included in the Bulk Filing.
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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

IN RE:

APPLICATION OF SBA TOWERS Il (SBA) DOCKET NO.
AND NEW CINGULAR WIRELESS PCS, LLC

(AT&T) FOR A CERTIFICATE OF

ENVIRONMENTAL COMPATIBILITY AND June 24, 2011
PUBLIC NEED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION,

MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION OF A
TELECOMMUNICATIONS TOWER FACILITY

IN THE TOWN OF NORTH STONINGTON

APPLICATION FOR CERTIFICATE OF
ENVIRONMENTAL COMPATIBILITY AND PUBLIC NEED

Introduction
A. Purpose and Authority

Pursuant to Chapter 277a, Sections 16-50g et $#uge €onnecticut General Statutes
(“CGS”), as amended, and Sections 16-50j-1 etaittpe Regulations of Connecticut State
Agencies (“RCSA”), as amended, SBA Towers Il (“SBAnd New Cingular Wireless PCS,
LLC (“AT&T"), together, the Applicants, hereby sultman application and supporting
documentation (collectively, the “Application”) far Certificate of Environmental Compatibility
and Public Need for the construction, maintenamckagperation of a wireless communications
tower facility (the “Facility”) in the Town of Noht Stonington. The proposed Facility is a
necessary component of AT&T’s wireless network asgrovision of personal wireless
communications services to the public in the narthportion of North Stonington.

B. Executive Summary

Wireless coverage in the northern portion of N&tbnington suffers from significant
gaps in service due to the overall lack of wirelegsstructure in this area of the State. AT&T

identified a site search area centered on the wedtern portion of North Stonington along
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Route 201. AT&T's principal coverage objectivepast of this site search was to find a location
from which to provide service to residents, bussessand visitors to the North Stonington area
and along Route 201 and other local roads in tea.ar

Upon issuance of the site search area, AT&T'seastate and radiofrequency engineering
departments conducted field reviews in the aresstertain the existence of any existing
commercial wireless infrastructure, tower sitesther tall structures. Sites were cataloged by
AT&T real estate personnel and evaluated by AT&&atiofrequency engineers. In this area of
North Stonington, there are no known commerciaklgss sites in existence. As such, AT&T
next focused on potential properties on which a tewer could be constructed to provide its
wireless service to the public in this area of $@te. SBA soon followed with its own
investigation for a tower site in this area. Sujusmtly, AT&T and SBA agreed to work
together to identify suitable locations for a teleanunications tower facility.

Due to the terrain in this part of the State, mahthe properties presented by the
Applicants’ real estate personnel for consideratiene rejected by AT&T's radiofrequency
engineers as possible tower sites because thatidocvould not enable AT&T to adequately
meet the service objectives for the area and peapsie. Also, the search area includes the
lands of the Pachaug State Forest, which furthatdd available candidate sites.

SBA subsequently leased property at 49 Mountaim@&eeowned by Tucker Village,
LLC. This site is an undeveloped parcel approxatya?.24 acres in size, though a number of
surrounding properties are in common ownershipe gitoposed Candidate A Facility consists
of a 190’ monopole and associated unmanned equigowated in the western portion of the
parcel. AT&T will mount up to twelve (12) paneltannas on a low profile platform at a

centerline height of 187" above grade level (AGB) 12’ by 20’ equipment shelter will be

5 C&F: 1491550.2



installed adjacent to the tower within a 45' xf@d'ced gravel compound. Vehicular access to
the facility will be provided from Mountain Avenwer a new gravel access drive
approximately 400’ to the proposed equipment comg@outilities to serve the proposed facility
would extend underground from Mountain Avenue amdegally follow the existing access
drive.

In response to the Technical Consultation withTtben, an alternative Candidate B
Facility was developed at 25 Northwest Corner Ro#l access via 23 Northwest Corner Road.
At this facility a 190’ monopole would be needediccess would be provided over 1,875’ of
existing access drive and new/extended accessappeoximately 380’. Approximately 500’ of
the existing drive and any new access would ne&e ionproved as a gravel access drive
approximately 12’ in width. A fenced-in compourad Equipment to operate the antennas would
be approximately 75’ x 75’ in size.

An alternative Candidate C was also developed sitmtated at 350B Cossaduck Hill
Road (Tax Assessor Parcel Identification Numbe6637) and would also host a 190’
monopole and associated unmanned equipment inxa7% fenced compound in the central
portion of the parcel. Vehicular access to thdifgavill be provided from Cossaduck Hill Road
over an existing drive and then over a new graveéss drive approximately 510' to the
proposed equipment compound. Utilities to seregifoposed facility would extend
underground and generally follow the access drive.

Included in this Application and its accompanyigehments are reports, plans and
visual materials detailing the proposed CandidailiEies, the environmental effects associated
therewith, a summary of SBA’s and AT&T'’s technicahsultation and other correspondence

with governmental agencies. A copy of the Cousdlommunity Antennas Television and
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Telecommunication Facilities Application Guide wihge references from this Application is
also included in Attachment 10.

C. The Applicants

The Applicant SBA Towers Il (“SBA”) is a Delawatienited liability company. SBA is
a subsidiary of SBA Communications Corporationuhbljgly traded company and a leading
independent owner and operator of wireless infuatiire nationwide. SBA owns and maintains
over 7,800 telecommunications facilities nationwi@®BA maintains offices at One Research
Drive, Suite 200C, Westborough Massachusetts 01S8®IA will construct and maintain the
proposed tower, compound and associated accessvaments and AT&T will install its
equipment and antennas.
Applicant New Cingular Wireless PCS, LLC (“AT&T")s a Delaware limited liability
company with an office at 500 Enterprise Drive, RoElill, Connecticut 06067. The
company’s member corporation is licensed by theeFddCommunications Commission
(“FCC”) to construct and operate a personal wiekErvices system, which has been interpreted
as a “cellular system”, within the meaning of CG&t®n 16-50i(a)(6). The company does not
conduct any other business in the State of Corméatiher than the provision of personal
wireless services under FCC rules and regulations.
Correspondence and/or communications regardingihyidication shall be addressed to
the attorneys for the applicant:
Cuddy & Feder LLP
445 Hamilton Avenue, 4Floor
White Plains, New York 10601
(914) 761-1300

Attention: Daniel M. Laub, Esq.
Christopher B. Fisher, Esq.

A copy of all correspondence shall also be sent to:
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SBA

One Research Drive
Suite 200C
Westborough, MA 01581
Attention: Hollis Redding

AT&T

500 Enterprise Drive

Rocky Hill, Connecticut 06067
Attention: Michele Briggs

D. Application Fee

Pursuant to RCSA Section 16-50v-1a(b), a check rpagiable to the Siting Council in
the amount of $1,250 accompanies this Application.

E. Compliance with CGS Section 16456)

Neither AT&T nor SBA is engaged in generating aiegbower in the State of
Connecticut. As such, the proposed Facility issudtject to CGS Section 16-50r. Furthermore,
the proposed Facility has not been identified ip amnual forecast reports therefore is not
subject to CGS Section 164%€).

I. Service and Notice Required by CGS Section 166l (b)

Pursuant to CGS Section 16488, copies of this Application have been sent éxyified
mail, return receipt requested, to municipal, reglpState, and Federal officials. A certificate
of service, along with a list of the parties serwath a copy of the Application is included in
Attachment 8. Pursuant to CGS 18{b), notice of the Applicant’s intent to submitghi
application was published on two occasions in thestétly Sun, a newspaper of general
circulation in the Town of North Stonington. A gopf the published legal notice is included in
Attachment 9. The publisher’s affidavits of publion will be forwarded upon receipt. Further,
in compliance with CGS 16-5®), notices were sent by certified, return recaigil to each

person appearing of record as owner of a propehnigiwabuts the property on which the facility
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is proposed. Certification of such notice, a samgtice letter, and the list of property owners
to whom the notice was mailed are included in Attaent 9.

. Statements of Need and Benefits

A. Statement of Need

As the Council is aware, the United States Congtassugh adoption of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, recognized the irtgod public need for high quality
telecommunication services throughout the UnitedeSt The purpose of the
Telecommunication Act was to “provide for a compedi, deregulatory national policy
framework designed to accelerate rapidly privattéasedeployment of advanced
telecommunications and information technologiealtdmericans.” H.R. Conf. Rep. No. 104-
458, 206, 104 Cong., Sess. 1 (1996). With respect to wirelessnunications services, the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 expressly presefStde and/or local land use authority over
wireless facilities, placed several requirements lagal limitations on the exercise of such
authority and preempted State or local regulatesrsight in the area of emissions as more fully
set forth in 47 U.S.C. 8§ 332(c)(7). In essence)dtess struck a balance between legitimate
areas of State and/or local regulatory control avieeless infrastructure and the public’s interest
in its timely deployment to meet the public needviireless services. The importance of
wireless service was recently recognized by PrasiBarack Obama. In a December 2, 2009
proclamation, the President proclaimed that cellpfeone towers (among other assets) are
critical infrastructure vital to the United StatgSee Proclamation 8460-Critical Infrastructure
Protection Month, December 2, 2009).

The Facility proposed in this Application is anggtal component of AT&T’s network in
its FCC licensed areas in the State. Currentlgsgareliable coverage exist in the northern

portion of North Stonington and southern Griswdlshg Route 201 and other local roads and
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surrounding areas. The proposed Facility, in aoctjon with other existing and proposed
facilities in North Stonington and Griswold, is deed by AT&T to provide its wireless services
to people living, working and traveling throughglairea of the StatéAttachment 1 of this
Application includes a Statement of Radio FrequgfiR¥") Need and propagation plots which
identify and demonstrate the specific AT&T needdawireless transmitting facility in this area
of North Stonington.

B. Statement of Benefits

Carriers have seen the public’'s demand for tradticellular telephone services in a
mobile setting develop into the requirement fortang-anywhere wireless connectivity with the
ability to send and receive voice, text, image @deo. Wireless devices have become integral
to the telecommunications needs of the public &ed benefits are no longer considered a
luxury. People today are using their wireless devimore and more as their primary form of
communication for both personal and business neklitglern devices allow for calls to be
made, the internet to be reached and other serades provided irrespective of whether a user
is mobile or stationary and provided network sezvgcavailable. The Facility as proposed by
AT&T would allow it and other carriers to provideese benefits to the public.

Moreover, AT&T will provide Enhanced 911 servicesr the site as required by the
Wireless Communications and Public Safety Act @9.@he “911 Act”). The purpose of this
Federal legislation was to promote public safetgulgh the deployment of a seamless,
nationwide emergency communications infrastructiag includes wireless communications
services. In enacting the 911 Act, Congress reizedrthat networks that provide for the rapid,
efficient deployment of emergency services wouldlde faster delivery of emergency care with
reduced fatalities and severity of injuries. Watch year since passage of the 911 Act,

additional anecdotal evidence supports the publietg value of improved wireless
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communications in aiding lost, ill or injured indtiwals such as motorists and hikers. Carriers
are simply able to help 911 public safety dispatehadentify wireless caller’'s geographical
locations within several hundred feet, a signifida@nefit to the community associated with any
new wireless site.

C. Technological Alternatives

The FCC licenses granted to AT&T authorize it toyide wireless services in this area
of the State through deployment of a network oeleiss transmitting sites. The proposed
Facility is a necessary component of AT&T's wirslegtwork. Repeaters, microcell
transmitters, distributed antenna systems and ogpes of transmitting technologies are not a
practicable or feasible means of providing covenatpin the service area for this site. These
technologies are suited for small, specificallyhdedl areas where new coverage is needed, such
as commercial buildings, shopping malls or tunnélosing the coverage gap in the northern
portion of North Stonington involves the provisiohcoverage along Route 201 and providing
coverage to the widely dispersed homes in the afsasuch, these technologies are not viable as
an alternative to the need for a macrocell sitinin area of the State. The Applicant submits
that there are no effective technological altekratito construction of a new cell site facility for
providing reliable personal wireless services is #rea of Connecticut.

IV.  Site Selection and Tower Sharing
A. Site Selection

AT&T began its investigation of the area with bemettk drive data on a gap in its
wireless coverage in the northern portion of N@tbnington and southern part of Griswold
AT&T then established a search area in the gege@jraphical location where the installation
of a wireless facility would potentially addresg tidentified coverage problem while still

allowing for orderly integration of a site into ATIRs network, based on the engineering criteria
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of hand-off, frequency reuse and interference avmd. In any site search, AT&T seeks to
avoid the unnecessary proliferation of towers ancetuce the potential adverse environmental
effects of a needed facility, while at the sameetensuring the quality of service provided by the
site to users of its network. In this case, treedearea is largely wooded with low density
residential uses. This area also includes sectibRachaug State Forest and leasing State park
and forest lands for the development of wireleksctenmunications facilities is restricted by
State law. No tall structures were identified milaround the search area that could provide

service for AT&T were identified.

AT&T and SBA also searched the Siting Council'satlase to identify other existing or
proposed wireless sites outside of its site searea to understand how they might interact with
AT&T's proposed site in North Stonington. AT&T radrequency engineers reviewed the
approved Verizon Wireless facility in Voluntown kbtt location largely services portions of
Voluntown and areas north and east of the Northi8gpon gap in reliable service. As such,
that proposed Voluntown facility is not deemed Heraative to the proposed tower in this
Application as that tower would not service thea@ge objectives of the Facility in this
Application. As described in further detail belcan existing site in Griswold will not provide
the necessary service but could be used by AT&Augment the coverage provided by the B

and C Candidate Facility Sites.

After determining that no existing structures colkdused to provide the needed
coverage in this area, AT&T commenced a searcpdtential tower sites. SBA also conducted
its own independent search of the area. Subsdguwen&T and SBA agreed to work together
in searching for a potential tower site includiegiew by AT&T radiofrequency engineers and

investigative visits by SBA personnel. The Applits reviewed several properties in the area
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as potential candidates. For various reasonsj@rityaf the properties reviewed were rejected
by AT&T's radiofrequency engineers largely duentieivening terrain that obstructs or

otherwise limits service to the intended coveraga.a

As such, and as part of the Applicants’ due dilbgethe tower site at 49 Mountain
Avenue was identified and provided to the Town oftN Stonington as part of the Applicants’
pre-filing Technical Consultation. As a resulttlbé consultation with the Town, alternative sites
were identified by the Town for the Applicants’ rew. SBA and AT&T reviewed the ability of
these locations to provide the necessary servidaranfeasibility of constructing a facility at
these recommended locations. As part of this mxcdternate sites at 25 Northwest Corner
Road and 350B Cossaduck Road were identified anpak alternatives. The coverage
provided by either site is less than the primarydidate at 49 Mountain Avenue. Indeed AT&T
would have to utilize these sites in addition vealla new installation on the existing tower
facility in Griswold to the north. Even as a “tvwde” solution the coverage of Candidate
Facility Site A and B would be inferior to the prany candidate site at 49 Mountain Avenue. In
short, while this combination does not work as \aslthe proposed 49 Mountain Avenue
single-site solution and results in less than bédigervice along portions of Route 201, a Facility

at one of the proposed alternate locations couldgtibzed by AT&T.

B. Tower Sharing

To maximize co-location opportunities and minimikze potential for towers needed by
other carriers, all of the proposed candidatesigeofor monopole tower and facility compounds

that can accommodate at least three additionakcsirantenna platforms.
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V. Facility Designs

A. Candidate A: 49 Mountain Avenue (Original Candilate

SBA has leased a 10,000 square foot area in thiermgsortion of an approximately 2.24
acre parcel owned by Tucker Village LLC. The pregub Facility would consist of a 190’ high
self-supporting monopole within a 45’ x 90’ fenaaguipment compound. AT&T would install
up to twelve (12) panel antennas on a platformcarderline height of approximately 187’AGL
and unmanned equipment within a 12' x 20" shatigated within the equipment compound.
The compound would be enclosed by an 8’ tall chakfence.

Both the monopole and the equipment compound aigmied to accommodate the
facilities of at least three other wireless cagie¥ehicle access to the compound will extend
from Mountain Avenue westerly along a new gravekss drive approximately 400' to the
equipment compound. Utilities to serve the proddseility would extend underground from
Mountain Avenue and generally follow the accesgalto the site.

Attachment 3 and its sub tabs contain the spatifins for the Candidate A Facility.
Included therein are plans and other materialsignoy relevant details of the proposed Facility.
Attachment 3(B) is an environmental assessmergmatait and associated materials while
Attachment 3(C) includes a visual resource evadmatiSome of the relevant information
included in Attachment reveals that:

* The property is classified locally in the Town obifth Stonington R-80 zoning district;

* Grading and clearing of the proposed access dridecampound area will be required
for the construction of the proposed Facility;

* The nearest wetland is located approximately 40t fthe proposed project area and as

such, no impacts to wetlands are anticipated;
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* Year-round, above the tree canopy visibility of gneposed tower is limited to
approximately 104 acres of the more than 8,000 staicty area;

» Estimated seasonal visibility is approximately 82a of the more than 8,000 acre study
area,

» The Connecticut Department of Environmental Pradect'DEP”) confirmed that there
are no known extant populations of Federal or Statlangered, threatened or special
concern species occurring at the site.

* The State Historic and Preservation Officer hasmieihed that a tower at the proposed
location will have no adverse effect on historiccaltural resources.

B. Candidate B: 25 Northwest Corner Road (Access Sibl@thwest Corner Road)

This site was evaluated as part of a two site goluising the existing SBA Tower at
2461 Glasgo Road, in Griswold. A 190" monopole Midae needed at this location. Access
would be provided over 1,875’ of existing accessadand new/extended access over
approximately 380°. Approximately 500’ of the etkig drive and any new access would need
to be improved as a gravel access drive approxiyna® in width. This access drive would
utilize an existing wetlands/watercourse crossimbis host parcel also hosts a Wetland/vernal
pool approximately 350" from the proposed tower pound. It is estimated that approximately
15 to 25 trees (at least 6” in diameter at breagght) would have to be removed. A fenced-in
compound for equipment to operate the antennasdimibpproximately 75’ x 75’ in size. The
compound would be enclosed by an 8’ tall chain farkce.

Attachment 4 and its sub tabs contain the spetifica for the Candidate B Facility Site.
Included therein a partial site plan and othervai¢ details of the candidate Facility Site.

Attachment 4(B) is an environmental assessmergmatit and associated materials while
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Attachment 4(C) includes a visual resource evadmatiSome of the relevant information

included in Attachment reveals that:

C.

The property is classified locally in the Town obifth Stonington R-80 zoning district;
Grading and clearing of the proposed access dridecampound area will be required
for the construction of the proposed Facility;

An existing wetland crossing will be utilized. Aher wetland resource is located
approximately 350' from the proposed project arehas such, no impacts to wetlands
are anticipated;

Year-round, above the tree canopy visibility of gfneposed tower is limited to
approximately 30 acres of the more than 8,000 staidy area,

The Connecticut NDDB has been reviewed and the i@atelB Facility Site is not
within an area of concern (See NDDB map includedtachment 6.)

Candidate C: 350B Cossaduck Hill Road

This site was also evaluated as part of a twossitation for AT&T also using the existing

SBA tower at 2461 Glasgo Road in Griswold. Thiswbmation does not work as well as the

proposed single-site solution and results in Ikas teliable service along portions of Route 201,

but it could be utilized by AT&T. This site is agximately 700’ from an off-site wetland. No

crossing is needed and no impacts to this resouncdd be anticipated. Access would be

provided over 1,720’ of existing access drive drehtover new access drive of approximately

510’. However, approximately 110’ of existing drimnay require relocation. Such relocation

would likely require significant rock removal givéime visible ledge in the area. Indeed, at a

minimum there are a number of rock outcroppingh@area which would require removal for

construction of the site or location of undergrounitities. A more extensive analysis of ledge
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and sub-surface conditions is required to asseste#sibility and methodology for excavating
an access drive in this area. Currently it isnested that approximately 7 to 12 trees (at least 6”
in diameter at breast height) would have to be reado A fenced compound at the base of the
tower for the equipment used to operate the antewoald be approximately 75’ x 75’ in size.
The compound would be surrounded by a fence apmately 8’ in height.

Attachment 5 and its sub tabs contain the spetidica for the Candidate C Facility Site.
Included therein is a partial site plan and otleégwant details of the Candidate C Facility Site.
Attachment 5(B) is an environmental assessmergmatait and associated materials while
Attachment 5(C) includes a visual resource evadmatiSome of the relevant information
included in Attachment reveals that:

* The property is classified locally in the Town obifth Stonington R-80 zoning district;

* Grading and clearing of the proposed access dridecampound area will be required

for the construction of the proposed Facility;

* The nearest wetland is located approximately 70 the proposed project area and as

such, no impacts to wetlands are anticipated;

* Year-round, above the tree canopy visibility of gneposed tower is limited to

approximately 9 acres of the more than 8,000 aatysarea;

* The Connecticut NDDB has been reviewed and the @atedFacility Site is not within

an area of concern. (See NDDB map included acittant 6.

VI.  Environmental Compatibility

Pursuant to CGS Section 16-50p, the Council isirequo find and to determine as part
of the Application process any probable environrakemtpact of the facility on the natural

environment, ecological balance, public health saféty, scenic, historic and recreational
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values, forest and parks, air and water purityfestdand wildlife. As demonstrated in this
Application and the accompanying Attachments arcidentation, AT&T and SBA submit that
the proposed candidates will not have significaiviease environmental effects and/or any such
effects are unavoidable in this area of the Stafgoviding reliable service to the public.

A. Visual Assessments

Weather permitting, the Applicants will raise albah with a diameter of at least three
(3) feet at the proposed candidate facility siteshe day of the Council’s first hearing session
on this Application, or at a time otherwise spedfby the Council. Included in Attachments
3(B), 4(B) and 5(B) are visual reports for the Gdate Facility Sites which all contain a view
shed map and photo simulations of off-site views.

It is anticipated that the proposed 190' tall maleat the Candidate A Facility at 49
Mountain Avenue will be visible above the tree ganérom approximately 104 acres within the
8,042 study area. The majority of anticipated yeand visibility occurs over open water on
portions of Billings Lake, Anderson Pond and Wygskake as well as some portions of Cedar
Drive, Legend Woods Road and Route 201. Overalyvening topography, and/or existing
vegetation serve to minimize the potential for yeamd views of the proposed Facility. No
views are anticipated from the portion of the Ngamsett Trail contained within the study area.

The proposed 190’ tall monopole at the Candiddtadlity at 25 Northwest Corner
Road will be visible above the tree canopy fromragpnately 30 acres within the 8,042 study
area. The majority of anticipated year-round vigiboccurs over a large area of open space
which (appearing to be used for agricultural pugsss well as over a portion of Northwest
Corner Road and at least one residential propéyerall, intervening topography, and/or

existing vegetation serve to significantly minimibe potential for year-round views of the
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proposed Facility. No views are anticipated fromdArsons Pond or the portion of the
Narragansett Trail contained within the study area.

The proposed 190' tall monopole at the Candiddfacllity at 350B Cossaduck Hill
Road will be visible above the tree canopy fromragjmnately 9 acres within the 8,042 study
area. The majority of anticipated year-round vigiboccur on portions of the host property,
over open water on portions of Andersons Pond anal large wetland tract/swamp located
within the Pachaug State Forest as well as a podifi@ residential property on Northwest
Corner Road. As with the other Candidate Fac8itgs, intervening topography, and/or existing
vegetation serve to significantly minimize the patal for year-round views of the proposed
Facility. No views are anticipated from the pontiof the Narragansett Trail contained within
the study area

B. Historic and Habitat Assessments

Various consultations with municipal, State anddratigovernmental entities and SBA
consultant reviews for potential environmental ictgaare summarized and included in
Attachments 3, 4 and 5. For the original primagn@date Facility A, SBA submitted requests
for review from Federal, State and Tribal entifreduding the United States Fish & Wildlife
(“USFW") Service, the Connecticut State Historiegarvation Officer (“SHPO”) and the
Connecticut Department of Environmental Protec{i@EP").

SBA's consultants provided SHPO with data regarthedack of visibility of the
proposed Candidate A Facility from any historicoses as well as findings regarding no
archeological resources in the area. SHPO issUed effect” determination on February 7,
2011. SHPO's "no effect” determination is includedttachment 3(B). For the Candidate B

and C Facility Sites, SBA's consultants have cotetlia screening for historic resources and
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have identified no historical or cultural resourtest would be impacted. SHPO is being
consulted for further review.

The Connecticut Environmental Protection Naturalddsity Database (NDDB) map for
the Town of North Stonington site has been revieamdlis provided as Attachment 6. The DEP
confirmed in correspondence dated September 11D, @t there are no known extant
populations of Federal or State endangered, thredter special concern species occurring at
the Candidate A site. This letter is included ima&hment 3(B). Similarly, the NDDB map
indicates no known extant populations of Feder@tate endangered, threatened or special
concern species occurring at either the Candidaie® Facility sites.

C. Power Density

In August 1996, the FCC adopted a standard for &xeato Radio Frequency (“RF”)
emissions from telecommunications facilities likese proposed in this Application. To ensure
compliance with applicable standards, a maximumegralensity report for AT&T’s antennas at
187" AGL (centerline) was produced by AT&T’s coltisig radio frequency engineers and are
included as part of Attachments 3(B), 4(B) and 5(B¥ demonstrated in this report, the
calculated worst-case emissions from an AT&T faceit 187" (centerline) are approximately
3.5% of the Federally regulated maximum emissidauisdard.

D. Other Environmental Factors

A Facility built at one (1) of the Candidate FagilSites would be unmanned, requiring
monthly maintenance visits approximately one hoangl AT&T's equipment at the Facility
would be monitored 24 hours a day, seven days & fwem a remote location. The proposed
Facility does not require a water supply or wastewatilities. No outdoor storage or solid
waste receptacles will be needed. Further, thpqe®d Facility will not generally create or emit

any smoke, gas, dust or other air contaminantsenoidors or vibrations other than installed
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heating and ventilation equipment. Temporary poswgages could require the limited use of
equipment batteries and provisions have been nadegermanent on-site diesel fuel generator.
Overall, the construction and operation of the psgal Facility will have no significant impact

on the air, water, or noise quality of the Canddd@acility Sites or their surrounding areas.

No lighting or marking is proposed for any of thardidate Facility Sites. For the
Candidate A Facility SBA obtained a “DeterminatmfNo Hazard to Air Navigation” from the
Federal Aviation Administration (“FAA”). Aeronauwtal Study number 2010-ANE-838-OE
confirms that neither marking and lighting nor sggation is necessary for this facility, is
included in Attachment 3(B)TOWAIR reports for the Candidate B and C Faciliiiedicating
no registration is necessary for either candidegderecluded as Attachments 4(B) and 5(B)
respectfully.

None of the Candidate Facility Sites have beentified as being within a wilderness
area, wildlife preserve, National Park, Nationatdsn, National Parkway, Scenic River, State
Designated Scenic River or State Gameland. Nomigeo€andidate Facility Sites is within the
Pachaug State Forest, sections of which run froism®id south into North Stonington.
According to available information and field visiteo Federally regulated wetlands or
watercourses or threatened or endangered spedidsewnpacted by the proposed Facility.

VII. Consistency with the Town of North Stonington's Land Use Regulations

Pursuant to the Council’'s Application Guide, ird®d in this section is a narrative
summary of the consistency of the project withldwal municipality’s zoning and wetland
regulations and plan of conservation and developmardescription of the zoning classification
of the Site and the planned and existing useseoptbposed site location are also detailed in this

Section.
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A. North Stonington’s Plan of Conservation and Develept

The North Stonington Plan of Conservation and Dgwelent, dated 2003 and amended
in 2009, does not address wireless facilities.

B. Town of North Stonington's Zoning Reqgulations amhing Classification

All three of the Candidate Facility Sites are di#sg in the Town of North Stonington’s
R-80 Zoning District. The Town of North Stoningtdoning Regulations include Site
Requirements and Design Standards. The consistéribg proposed Facility with these
requirements and standards is illustrated in thie taelow. The first column includes the
guideline or standards and the second column aptblese standards to the proposed Candidate
Facility Sites and their designs.

C. Local Zoning Guidelines and Dimensional Requirerment

Town of North Stonington Zoning Code Section 1463it@ Requirements:

A. No wireless communications tower | The three Candidate Facility Sites are in
shall be sited on a ridgeline, summit orgeneral areas of higher elevation which i
crest of a prominent hill or mountain. | often necessary for radio frequency signa

to overcome other local topographical

features.

B. No wireless communications tower | The proposed Candidate Facility Sites are

shall be located in the Village Preservatiomot within the Village Preservation Overlay

[72)

S

Overlay Area. Area

D. Inthe C1, C2,VC, HC, OR, and | The proposed Candidate Facility Sites are
Districts, the Communications Tower use located on properties classified in the R-80
shall be zoning district.

allowed on the same lot with other uses
provided all requirements of Section 1300
are met. In the R40, R60 and R80 Distrigts,
except on property dedicated to a
municipal use, the Communications Tower
use shall not be allowed on the same lot
with other uses.

F. The minimum lot area, width and yard| The minimum lot, area, width and yard
requirements for the construction of a newequirements are accommodated at all of
tower and facilities shall be that of the | the Candidate Facility Sites.
district in which it is located, and the lot
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shall meet the Buildable Land requireme
of the lot.

nts

H. Wireless communications towers shallAt any of the Candidate Facility sites the

be set back from all property lines a
distance equal to the height of the tower
plus twenty (20) feet,

except that the Commission may approv
lesser distance for a tower that is
designed to collapse upon itself in the eV,
of failure.

Tower would be at least 210’ from the
proposed candidate site.

e a

ent

l. Landscaping shall be required outside
fencing, including front property line and
driveway entrance fencing, if any. At a
minimum, this landscaping shall consist ¢
a

row of evergreen trees planted less than
(10) feet on center. The evergreen trees
shall be more than six (6) feet in height a
the time of planting and shall be
maintained to ensure screening
effectiveness

allo landscaping/screening is currently
proposed but can be incorporated into ar
D&M plan at the Siting Council’s
pidirection.

ten

—

1y

J. For ground facilities that are otherwise
visible from adjacent property or a public
road, the Commission may require the
construction of a Buffer Area as defined
Section 1800.

No landscaping/screening is currently
proposed but can be incorporated into ar
D&M plan at the Siting Council’s
ndirection.

y

K. Each site shall be served by a drivewg
with parking for at least one vehicle. The
driveway shall be designed to prevent sg
erosion.

WA tower at any of the proposed Candidat
Facilities would be served by an access
ildrive and maintain a parking and sufficie

turn around space for one service vehicle.

D

L. All utilities serving the site shall be
installed underground unless approved
otherwise

by the Commission.

Utilities serving the tower would be
installed underground barring any
engineering issues (rock or ledge, etc.)

M. Generators, air conditioners,
compressors and other machinery install
to serve the

site shall comply with State and local noi

All installed equipment will meet state an
ebcal noise standards.

5€

regulations.

Town of North Stoning Zoning Code section

1464.8i0e Standards.

A. No wireless communications tower
shall exceed a Tower Height of one
hundred and

The proposed Candidate Facilities are 14
AGL.

fifty (150) feet, as defined.

)0’

2
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B. The wireless communications tower
shall be a tapered single-unit monopole
design

unless approved otherwise by the
Commission.

The proposed tower is a tapered monopq
design.

e

C. Towers not requiring FAA paintings ot
markings shall be anodized, galvanized
painted a non-contrasting blue, gray, or
other neutral color.

bthe monopole as proposed would be

No paintings or markings are proposed and

galvanized and gray in color.

D. The Commission may require that the
monopole be designed and treated with
architectural materials so that it is
camouflaged or made to resemble a larg
tree, art

form, or similar natural or cultural object.

No camouflage or other treatment is
proposed.

e

E. No lights or illumination of any type
shall be permitted on any new tower or
facilities

in North Stonington. The applicant shall
provide evidence that such lighting or
illumination will not be required by the
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA).
The

installation of strobe lights on a new or
existing tower shall be prohibited.

No lighting or illumination is required or
proposed on the tower. A 190" tower at &
of the Candidate Facility Sites would not
require lighting.

Ny

F. Except for safety and ownership signs
located at ground level, no signs or
advertising

shall be permitted on any tower, antenna
facilities at any time.

No signs or advertising are proposed on
tower. Small safety and ownership signs
will be located at ground level on the
| perimeter or inside the Facility compoung

the

1.

G. The proposed antenna support syster
shall be designed and include internal wi
runs to accommodate a minimum of thre
(3) providers unless it is determined to b
technically unfeasible based upon
information submitted by the applicant.
These

providers shall include other wireless
communications companies, police, fire,
ambulance and commercial operators. T|
Commission may consider the extent to
which the applicant has used Connecticy
General Statute 16-50(aa) to promote to

nThe proposed monopole is designed to
renclude internal wire runs and will

eaccommodate up to three (3) additional ¢
elocators.

—

wer

o_

sharing.
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H. Each ancillary building shall contain n
more than seven hundred and fifty (750)

DAT&T’s proposed ground shelter will be
approximately 12’ x 20’ (240 sq. ft.) and

square feet of gross floor area or be moreno higher than 12’. No storage of vehicles
than twelve (12) feet in height, and shall | or outside storage is proposed.

not be used for the storage of vehicles.

There shall be no outside storage.

J. All ground level ancillary buildings, A chain link fence 8’ in height surrounding

boxes or cabinets shall be surrounded by thhe compound is proposed.

chain

link or comparable security fence no less

than six (6) feet in height. Towers shall be

equipped with anti-climbing features.

K. Tower-mounted panel antennas shall| AT&T’s panel antennas are within the cited

not exceed seventy-two (72) inches in
height or

dimensions. No whip or parabolic dish
antennas are proposed.

eight (8) inches in width, and whip
antennas shall not exceed eight (8) feet
height.

Mounting of parabolic dish antennas on
towers shall be prohibited.

n

D. Planned and Existing Land Uses

Properties immediately surrounding the CandidatgliBaSites include low-density
single family residential homes, and State foresperty. Consultation with municipal officials
did not indicate any planned changes to the exgjsimsurrounding land uses. A copy of the
Town’s Zoning Map is included in the Applicants’campanying Bulk Filing.

E. Town of North Stonington’s Inland Wetlands and Wedairses Reqgulations

The Town of North Stonington's Inland WatercouRegulations (“Local Wetlands
Regulations”) regulate certain activities condudgtetiVetlands” and “Watercourses” as defined
therein. These regulations are included in Seetiohthe Bulk Filing. No wetlands are located
on the parcels of or in close proximity to the Gdate A or C Facility Sites. The Site B
Candidate Facility access road will utilize an 8rig wetlands crossing. In addition, wetlands
are delineated on the Candidate B Facility Sitgperty approximately 350’ distant from that

candidate’s proposed compound area. As such aaamdffacility at that location would not be
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a “Regulated Activity” within 100’ of the wetlandbhndary and would accordingly be outside
the review area under Local Wetlands Regulationsi@e2.1(x).

VIIl. Consultations with Local Officials

CGS Section 16-3() requires an applicant to consult with the mipility in which a
proposed facility may be located and with any adj@ municipality having a boundary of
2,500 feet from the proposed facility concerning pnoposed facility. A Technical Report was
filed with the North Stonington First Selectman®ctober 8, 2010. On October,5
representatives of SBA and AT&T spoke with the F8slectman’s office. They confirmed
receipt of the Technical Report and had some questiegarding the siting council notice
procedures. A public meeting to review AT&T’s nesettl the proposed Candidate A Facility,
the only viable candidate identified at that timas held on November 22, 2010. Pursuant to
public comments as well as correspondence fronfritise Selectman, additional alternative
candidates were subsequently explored. The CaedBland C Facility locations were
developed in addition to the proposed Candidatadiliy and an update regarding these
candidates was provided to the First Selectmartbgridated April 29, 2011. No further
specific comments or recommendations have beeiveet® regarding these Candidate Facility
Sites.

Copies of all correspondence with North Stoningiamincluded in Attachment 7.

IX. Estimated Cost and Schedule

A. Overall Estimated Cost

The total estimated cost of construction for a Fg@t one of the proposed is Candidate
Facility Sites approximately $513,000. While casisy differ slightly depending on the

final selected location, this estimate includes:
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ltem Estimated Cost
Tower & Foundation $ 90,000

Site Development $ 50,000
Utility Installation $ 30,000
Facility Installation $ 93,000
Antennas and Equipment  $ 250,000

B. Overall Scheduling

For any of the Candidate Facility Sites, site prapjon work would commence
immediately following Council approval of a Devetopnt and Management (“D&M”) Plan and
the issuance of a Building Permit by the Town oftN&tonington. The site preparation phase
is expected to be completed within six to eight keeePotentially this may be longer with the
Candidate C facility given some visible ledge ia #rea. Installation of the monopole, antennas
and associated equipment is expected to take aticadd two to three weeks. The duration of
the total construction schedule is approximateiyeto ten weeks. AT&T’s facility integration
and system testing is expected to require an aadititwo weeks after the construction is
completed.

X. Conclusion

This Application and the accompanying materiald documentation clearly demonstrate
that a public need exists in the northern portibNarth Stonington and surrounding areas for
the provision of wireless services to the publicARW&T. Further, that a new tower facility is
required to effectively and reliably provide su@masces to the public. The Application also
documents the considerable terrain limitationdidrea and therefore the limited tower siting
options in this part of the State for providingwsees to the public. The Applicants submit that a
Facility at one (1) of the proposed Candidate kscHites will not have any substantial adverse

environmental effect and/or that any such effedsumavoidable and can be mitigated to the
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maximum extent possible. As such, the Applicants respectfully submit that the public need for
one (1) proposed Facility outweighs any potential environmental effects resulting from the
construction of the proposed Facility such that a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and
Public Need should be issued for one (1) of the proposed Candidate Facility Sites in the Town of

North Stonington.

Respectfully Submitted,

- ;2%«%%”

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

445 Hamilton Avenue, 14" Floor
White Plains, New York 10601
(914) 761-1300

Attorneys for the Applicant
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