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CERTIFIED

STATE OF CONNECTI CUT COPY
CONNECTI CUT SI TI NG COUNCI L

Docket No. 495A
Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wreless
Certificate of Environnental Conpatibility and
Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and
operation of a telecomunications facility | ocated
at 5151 Park Avenue, Fairfield, Connecti cut
k%
Reopening of this Certificate based on changed
condi ti ons pursuant to Connecticut Ceneral
Statutes, Section 4-181la(b)

VI A ZOOM AND TELECONFERENCE

Publ i c Comment Session held on Thursday, March 31,

2022, beginning at 6:30 p.m, via renote access.

Hel d Bef or e:
JOHN MORI SSETTE, Presiding Oficer

Reporter: Lisa L. Warner, CSR #061

104




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Appear ances:

Counci | Menbers:

KENNETH COLLETTE, Desi gnee for Conm ssioner
Kati e Dykes, Departnent of Energy and
Envi ronnental Protection

ROBERT SI LVESTRI
DANI EL P. LYNCH, JR
LOUANNE COCLEY

MARK QUI NLAN

Counci |l Staff:

MELANI E BACHVAN, ESQ
Executive Director and Staff Attorney

ROBERT MERCI ER
Siting Anal yst

LI SA FONTAI NE _ _
Fi scal Adm nistrative Oficer

For Certificate Hol der, Honel and Towers, LLC

and Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon

W r el ess:;

ROBI NSON & COLE LLP

280 Trunbul |l Street

Hartford, Connecticut 06103-3597
BY: KENNETH C. BALDW N, ESQ
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Appear ances: (Cont'd)

For Intervenor, New C ngular Wrel ess PCS,
LLC, (AT&T):

CUDDY & FEDER LLP

445 Ham | ton Avenue, 14th Fl oor

White Pl ains, New York 10601
BY: KRI STEN MOTEL, ESQ

Publ i ¢ Speakers:

FRAN BOUDREAU

NANCY HALPERT

MARC W HALPERT

M CHAEL KATZ

JUDI TH KATZ

MOHSEN SHEI KH

KIRWN M CHAEL | RI SH
KAREN M CORMACK

Zoom co- host : Aar on Denmar est

**Al'l participants were present via renote access.

*** (1 naudi bl e) - denotes breaks in speech due to
I nterruptions in audi o or echo.
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MR MORISSETTE: This renote public
hearing is called to order this Thursday, March
31, 2022, at 6:30 p.m M nane is John
Morissette, nenber and presiding officer of the
Connecticut Siting Council. Oher nenbers of the
Council are Kenneth Collette, designee for
Comm ssi oner Katie Dykes of the Departnent of
Energy and Environnental Protection, Robert
Silvestri, Louanne Cool ey, Mark Quinlan, Daniel P.
Lynch, Jr.

Menmbers of the staff are Mel anie
Bachman, executive director and staff attorney;
Robert Mercier, siting analyst; and Lisa Fontai ne,
fiscal adm nistrative officer.

|f you haven't done so already, | ask
t hat everyone please nute their conputer audi o and
t el ephones now. Thank you.

This is a continuation of the renote
public hearing that began at 2 p.m this
afternoon. A copy of the prepared agenda is
avai |l abl e on the Council's Docket No. 495A
webpage, along with the record of this matter, the
public hearing notice, instructions for public
access to this renote public hearing, and the
Council's Citizens Guide to Siting Council
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Pr ocedur es.

This hearing is held pursuant to the
provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General
Statutes and of the Uniform Adm nistrative
Procedure Act upon a notion to reopen the
Council's April 26, 2021 final decision to issue
Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wreless a
Certificate of Environnental Conpatibility and
Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and
operation of a telecommunications facility | ocated
at 5151 Park Avenue, Fairfield, Connecticut, based
on a changed conditi on.

On February 24, 2022, the Council,
pursuant to a request filed by Verizon Wrel ess
and the provisions of Connecticut CGeneral
Statutes, Section 4-18la(b), reopened its April
26, 2021 final decision to issue Verizon a
Certificate to consider a proposed relocated site
for the tel ecommunications facility on the Sacred
Heart University canpus.

This application is also governed by
t he Tel ecommuni cati ons Act of 1996, which is
adm ni stered by the Federal Communi cati ons
Commi ssion. This Act prohibits the Council from

considering the health effects of radi o frequency
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em ssions on human health and wildlife to the
extent the em ssions fromthe towers are within
the federal acceptable safe limts standards,
whi ch standards are also followed by the state
Departnent of Public Health.

The Federal Act also prohibits this
Council fromdiscrimnating between and anongst
provi ders of functionally equival ent services.
This neans that if one carrier already provides
service for an area, other carriers have the right
to conpete and provide service in the sane area.

The Council's legal notice of the date
and tinme of this renote public hearing was
publ i shed in The Connecticut Post on March 3,
2022. Upon this Council's request, the
Certificate Holder erected a sign along Jefferson
Street near the existing Sacred Heart University
canpus entrance driveway that |eads to the
proposed relocated facility site so as to inform
the public of the nane of the Certificate Hol der,
the type of facility, the renote public hearing
date, and contact information for the Council,
I ncl udi ng the website and phone nunber.

This renote public coment session is

reserved for the public to nmake brief statenents
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Into the record. These public statenents are not
subj ect to questions fromthe parties or the
Counci |, and nenbers of the public nmaking
statenents may not ask questions of the parties or
the Council. In fairness to everyone who has
signed up to speak, these public statenents w ||
be limted to three mnutes and wll becone part
of the record for Council consideration. Please
be advised that witten comments nmay be submtted
by any person wthin 30 days of this public
heari ng.

As a rem nder to all, off-the-record
communi cation with a nenber of the Council or a
menber of the Council's staff upon the nerits of
this requested facility relocation is prohibited
by | aw.

| wsh to note that parties and
I ntervenors, including their representatives,
W t nesses and nenbers, are not allowed to
participate in the public comment session. | also
Wi sh to note for those who are listening and for
t he benefit of your friends and nei ghbors who are
unable to join us for this renote public coment
session that you or they may send witten

statenents to the Council within 30 days of the
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date hereof by either email or by mail, and such
witten statenents will be given the sane wei ght
as if spoken at the renote public comment session.
Pl ease be advi sed that any person nay be renoved
fromthe Zoomrenote public comment session at the
di scretion of the Council.

We ask that each person nmaking a public
statenent in this proceeding to confine his or her
statenents to the subject nmatter before the
Council and to avoid unnecessary repetition so
that we may hear all of the concerns you and your
nei ghbors may have. Please be advised that the
Counci | cannot answer questions fromthe public
about the proposal.

A verbatimtranscript of this renote
public hearing wll be posted on the Council's
Docket No. 495A webpage and deposited with the
Fairfield, Easton and Trunbull Town Cderk's
Ofices and in the Bridgeport Cty Cerk's Ofice
for the conveni ence of the public.

Pl ease be advised that the Council's
project evaluation criteria under the statute does
not include the consideration of property val ues.

Before | call on the nenbers of the

public to nmake statenents, | request that the
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Certificate Holder to nmake a brief presentation to
t he public describing the proposed rel ocated
facility.

Att or ney Bal dwi n.

MR. BALDWN. Thank you, M.
Mori ssette. Good evening, everyone. M nane is
Ken Baldwin. |I'ma |awer at Robinson & Cole in
Hartford, and | represent Verizon Wreless in this
matter before the Connecticut Siting Council.

| thought it m ght be helpful just to
give a brief summary of the history of this site.
It's noved around a little bit. And | think this
map that Attorney Bachnman is about ready to put on
the screen hel ps us narrate through that history.

Verizon Wreless, as well as AT&T and
T- Mobi | e, have used the old Jew sh hone buil di ng,
now Toussaint Hall, at Sacred Heart University in
the center of the canpus since the early 2000s for
the provision of wireless service. Recently, the
| eases that allowed the carriers to exist on the
roof have expired. Verizon, working with Sacred
Heart University and the other carriers, noved
forward with an application to the Siting Council
two years ago to relocate the tower in the

nort hwest corner of the Sacred Heart University
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canpus that's shown in the yellow, up in the
nort hwest, the upper |eft-hand corner of this map.
The | abel there says proposed nonopol e and
equi pmrent within the proposed 50 by 50 foot
conpound. That was the application that was
presented to the Siting Council two years ago, and
in April of 2021 the Siting Council approved that
I n Docket No. 495,

After receiving that approval, Sacred
Heart University and Verizon Wrel ess began
di scussing alternatives in an effort to try and
address concerns that Sacred Heart and the town
raised. We went through an extensive process
| ooki ng at a nunber of different |ocations on the
Sacred Heart canpus for a relocated facility in an
effort to address sone of those concerns, and
where we cane down on was the location that is
currently before the Council in what is called
Docket 495A.

The 495A tower site is located in the
| ow portion of the canpus. As you see, it's in
yell ow, Verizon Wreless permanent facility.
We'll talk nore about the details of that
facility, but you can see it is |located at the

sout hwest corner of the Pitt Center, the Pitt
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Athletic Center on the Sacred Heart canpus
adj acent to the football field.

Because the new tower would not be
built before the existing rooftop facilities had
to be renoved, Verizon also received Siting
Counci|l approval to install a tenporary facility
which is shown here in the mddle of the map
adj acent to the Val entine Recreation buil ding
where it says proposed Verizon Wrel ess tenporary
facility. [If we can go to the next slide, please.

So the proposed facility that is before
the Siting Council now, again |ocated down at the
sout hwest corner of the Pitt Center, consists of
an irreqgularly shaped area. Verizon Wreless
woul d construct a bell -- a sinulated or a faux
bell tower structure which would consist of three
uni pol e structures and a triangular platformin
the m ddle of that structure. W'I| talk about
the details about that in a second.

| mredi ately to the west of that bell
tower structure would be a new two-story equi pnent
shelter shown there on the plan. That equi pnent
shelter would house all of the w rel ess equi pnent
for Verizon Wreless, AT&T and T-Mbile. It would

al so serve as additional storage for Sacred Heart
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Uni versity athletic teans and for the athletic
conplex. Could we go to the next slide, please.

This is an el evation view of the bell
tower structure. Again, you see the three
separate uni pole structures as well as a screening
panel toward the top where it currently says SHU.
The plan would be to install antennas at four
different levels. The top level you'll see the
antennas i nside those unipole structures. Those
woul d be Verizon Wreless antennas. Beneath those
In the three different poles are T-Mbile
antennas. Behind the RF transparent screening
panel s woul d be AT&T antennas. And then
I mredi ately bel ow the AT&T antennas woul d be a
second set of Verizon Wrel ess ant ennas.

So the antennas above those screening
panel s would be within the tower structure itself,
and the antennas bel ow or behind those screening
panel s woul d be screened by the panels thensel ves.
None of the antennas proposed on this structure
Wi ll be visible fromoutside the structure, which
was the original intent when we were dealing with
Sacred Heart University. W wanted to have this
structure appear as a bell tower and screen all of

t he antennas so that they wouldn't be visible from
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out si de the structure.

| should point out that at this
afternoon's session Verizon Wrel ess w tnesses
testified to the fact that even though this
structure shows the Sacred Heart University | ogo
on the RF transparent screen panels and a bell in
an effort to nake it appear as that faux bell
tower structure, those have been renoved fromthe
proposal. W are no | onger proposing the SHU
| ogo, nor are we proposing the installation of a
bell on the bell tower structure. You can also
see just to the left of the bell tower elevation
here the actual two-story structure. That stair
that woul d take you up to the second level to
access Verizon's equi pnent room woul d be on the
back side of that buil ding.

And then in the upper right-hand corner
of this plan sheet is a plan view of the antennas
t hat woul d be behind the RF transparent screening
panels that is shown on the el evation draw ng.

Thank you, M. Morissette. That's all.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Attorney
Bal dw n. Just a quick note on renote public
heari ngs. Renote public hearings are quite

different than in-person public hearings. For
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| n-person public hearings nenbers of the public
can sign up, step up to the podiumand offer their
coments. For renote public hearings, the public
Is required to sign up to speak in advance in
order to provide the Council staff wth the tine
necessary to facilitate connection precautions, to
prevent interruptions, or in comon terns, bonbing
of the proceedings. There are protocols,
procedures and consi stency neasures that are

foll owed as part of the renpote public hearing
process. Witten comments may be submitted within
30 days of this public hearing.

W will now proceed with the public
coment session. W'Il now call on Sarah
Gravinese to nake a public statenent foll owed by
Fran and Mary Boudr eau.

Sarah, are you with us?

(No response.)

MR. MORISSETTE: | don't see Sarah
Gravi nese on the screen at this point so we'l|
move on. Fran and Mary Boudreau foll owed by Nancy
Hal pert.

Fran and Mary Boudreau, please.

FRAN BOUDREAU: Hello. Thank you for

the opportunity to speak. Can you hear ne okay?
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MR MORI SSETTE: Yes, | can.

FRAN BOUDREAU. G eat.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you.

FRAN BOUDREAU:. Qur areas of concern
are in three areas mainly, the first being
conmmuni cation. So we |ive on Autum Ri dge Road.
It's nmentioned in the docunents that | was
review ng, yet we received no notification of the
proceedi ngs or the proposal of the tenporary and
the permanent cell tower installation as others, |
guess, in the nei ghborhood surroundi ng Sacred
Heart University received. So we found out when a
nei ghbor nentioned it to us. So we wonder why,
why was Autumm Ri dge excluded fromthat type of
notification when our residence is in as close
proximty to the university as others are across
Jefferson Street.

Qur second area of concern is around
noi se. Fromthe docunents | reviewed, it
mentioned a diesel generator. And so | don't know
what the noise level is fromthat. | don't know
if 1'll hear it frommnmy honme. | don't knowif it
runs continuously or only during power outages.
It's a concern mainly because there's a limted

buffer for noi se because the barrier between us
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and the university is really a golf course, so the
noi se travels well across that. W hear the
football ganmes now. W hear the SHU band pl ayi ng.
So that's a concern for us on the noise |evel.

And the third area is around the visual
Inpact. And | don't knowif there are lights with
the tower. | couldn't discern that fromthe
docunentation. | can certainly see the football
field lights fromny yard. So that's a concern.

So to summarize, ny requirenent would
be I would prefer not to hear it and not to be
negatively inpacted by it in my hone. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Fran, wl|
you be providing any comments this eveni ng?

FRAN BOUDREAU. |'m Fran. Mary is with
nme, and we're set. Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Ckay. Very good.
Sorry about that. Thank you.

kay. We will now nove on to Nancy
Hal pert foll owed by Mark Hal pert.

NANCY HALPERT: My nane is Nancy
Hal pert, and | have lived for 31 years at 344
Autumm Ridge Road. My property lies at the end of
the cul-de-sac directly across fromthe football

field at Sacred heart University. |'m appalled
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that in the two-year approval process of the
Jefferson Street site with the now proposed site
at the SHU football field that Robinson & Col e,
acting on behalf of Cellco Partnership for review
by the Siting Council and other parties, failed
multiple times to contact anyone in ny inmedi ate
nei ghbor hood or ask for our thoughts on the direct
| npact on our street.

One, a tenporary tower was built with
no contact with or input from our nei ghborhood,
and it's visible fromny yard. |nmagi ne our
surprise to suddenly see a tenporary cell tower in
our backyard. We were omtted.

Two, ny next-door nei ghbors and ot her
nei ghbors' addresses, 360 and 216 Autumm Ri dge
Road respectfully, were nentioned nultiple tines
I n each iteration of paperwork surrounding this
project, yet no notification to them or anyone on
nmy street. We were omtted.

Three, in Petition 1470, attachnent 2,
page 10, the site plan, our nei ghborhood is deened
as abutting properties according to the lines and
| egend. Further, in Docket 495A, Exhibit 2, page
13, abutters plan, our houses on Autumm R dge and

| medi at e nei ghborhood are once again clearly
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Identified as abutting properties in the legend to
the maps. In addition, in Petition 1470, the
I nterrogatories, page 5, Question 10, specifically
notes the distance to the nearest off site off
canpus residence at 850 feet from 360 Autumm Ri dge
Road, ny imedi ate nei ghbor. W were omtted.

Four, in Docket 495 our properties
failed to be included on the map what soever. Four
maj or oversights, and the law firmfailed each
tinme to notify us. W were omtted. Donna Drive,
Weeping WI Il ow Lane, Jefferson Street, Park Avenue
property owners were contacted nultiple tines, yet
my nei ghbors on Autumm Ri dge Road and vicinity are
only 1,250 feet to 1,405 feet fromthe proposed
cell tower at the football field and were never
noti fi ed.

| ronically, a photographer was sent
twce in April 2020 and Septenber 2021 to depict
the visibility of the approved tel ecomtower from
the end of ny driveway and from ny next-door
nei ghbor's yard, pictures 14 and 15 in the visual
assessnent and photo sinulation printed April
2020. Soneone nust have identified Autum Ri dge
Road as a place worth considering fromthe maps

enough to take these pictures.
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In today's evidentiary hearing |
| earned that the Jefferson Street |ocation is off
the table due to opposition fromthe nei ghbors.

Si nce ny nei ghbor hood was never notified about the
tower in any of the three |ocations, nor afforded
the right to express our opinions though clearly
shoul d have been, at a bare mninmum we deserve

t he sane accommodation. Therefore, | urge you to
rej ect the proposal and nove the tower to the
football field. Thank you very nuch.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Ms.

Hal pert. W'Ill now call on Marc Hal pert.

MARC HALPERT: My nane is Marc Hal pert.
|'ve lived at 344 Autum R dge Road for 31 years
at the end of the cul-de-sac, the quiet cul-de-sac
directly across from Sacred Heart University
football field which sits atop a hill overl ooking
nmy property. | noved there for the quiet
enj oynent of a backyard with a natural view of a
gol f course.

As Sacred Heart University grows, so
does its encroachnment on nmy house and ny
nei ghbor hood. The sound pollution from druns
poundi ng, band practice at the football field into

the | ate eveni ngs, weekend stadi umevents with
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bl asting pep rally nmusic and MC comments over | oud
speakers cascading at us fromup on top of the
hill. Light pollution frombright white football

field floodlights seen fromny backyard, seen from

nmy house, seen fromny bedroom Now that 495A was
anended yet once again and further discussed this
afternoon, it's now a tripole cell tower with
three fiberglass boards. SHU has rescinded the
bell and the insignia due to the Town of
Fairfield s zoning restrictions against the bell

or the SHU s insignia on a sign.

You show ny property as an abutter on
the maps. Check the map | egends. W are affected
by any change to the football field on the hill,
the noise, the light in our bedroom w ndows. See,
we certainly do abut Sacred Heart University nore
than just map w se.

Docket 495A proposing to relocate the
cell tower to a corner of the football field noves
It much close to Autumm Ri dge Road high atop a
hill overlooking a treeless, open golf course
green, 100 feet tall now, the tower now atop a
hill. The tower is proposed to be | ocated
according to the yet newest maps, today's nmaps,

1,405 feet fromthe street in front of ny nail box.
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It's .266 mles, but it's really 1,302 feet, .24
mles, less than a quarter of a mle from our
bedroom wi ndows at the back left corner of ny
house based upon ny neasurenent this afternoon. |

consider this neasurenent to be nore accurate

being that's where | would see the cell tower from

ny hone.

To be clear, the topography where
Cell co proposes the tower |ocation will nmake it
literally tower atop a hill overl ooking our
properties and the golf course. |If | can see the

football field poles, the Iight poles 80 feet high
further away fromny house on the other side of
the football field, don't you think I"'mgoing to
be able to see a 100-foot high cell tower adjacent
to the score board? That's equivalent to a
five-story building being built on a hill behind
nmy house.

It's nowtine, nmy tine to vocally urge
the Siting Council to be sensitive to our
viewpoints as part of the entire Sacred Heart
Uni versity nei ghborhood, including us just I|ess
than a quarter of a mle away below the hill in
eyeshot of the football field poles and any

further unattractive encroachi ng devel opnent --
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(TI ME ELAPSED)

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you,

M. Hal pert. Unfortunately, your tinme has run
out, but thank you for your comments this evening.

W will now nove on to M chael Katz
foll owed by Judy Kat z.

M chael Kat z.

M CHAEL KATZ: H, can you hear ne?

MR. MORI SSETTE: Yes.

M CHAEL KATZ: M nanme is M chael Katz,
and | reside at 310 Autumm Ri dge Road in
Fairfield. Fromny property | can clearly see
bui | di ngs on the Sacred Heart east canpus, the
tenporary cell phone tower, and inportantly,
lighting fixtures atop football field stanchions.
My property is indicated as an abutting property
to the site of the proposed pernmanent cell phone
tower as it is encircled by a double dashed |ine
on the map that is included in Exhibit 2 of the
February 11, 2022 notion. M/ property is
simlarly indicated as abutting on maps i ncl uded
In the petition for the tenporary tower and in
Docket 495.

Despite being an abutting property,

|' ve never received formal notice of any plans to
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erect a cell phone tower in ny vicinity, and thus
have never previously had an opportunity to wei gh
in on siting alternatives. | now voice ny
obj ections to the proposed site. | object to the
construction of the cell phone tower at the
proposed site due to the negative inpact on our
sight lines. | understand that the tower wll be
100-feet high, which is higher than the |ighting
fixtures atop the football field stanchions that
are al ready visible.

| note that the visual inpact statenent
I ncluded in the notion did not consider the view
fromany property on Autum Ri dge Road and t hat
Its conclusion regarding the | ack of inpact on
residents is highly msleading. | understand that
the cell phone tower will be disguised in the bell
tower; however, | don't believe that a potenti al
property buyer will be unaware of its function.
How coul d | explain why a bell tower was
constructed near the football field at the
peri phery of the Sacred Heart canpus versus being
in a central | ocation.

| urge the Siting Council to consider
reduci ng the height of the cell phone tower as |

did not hear a conpelling reason this afternoon
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why the increased el evation of the proposed site
versus the Jefferson site required a 100-f oot
hei ght .

Having lived in ny residence for over
15 years, we really enjoy being here and it is a
maj or asset of ours. W therefore request an
alternative site be considered and then a reduced
hei ght be mandated if an alternative site is not
possi bl e. Thank you, M. Chairmn.

JUDI TH KATZ: Good evening. M nane is
Judith Katz and | reside also at 310 Autumm Ri dge
Road in Fairfield. W're four houses down from
216 Autumm Ri dge Road which in Docket 495 was
identified as the nearest residence to the
proposed cell phone tower site. |'mhere to speak
agai nst relocating the cell phone tower to the
edge of the football field.

Currently the back of our hone | ooks up
a hill to the football field at Sacred Heart where
| clearly view both the poles and the [ights on
top that function at the football field as well as
the tenporary cell phone tower that's nearby. The
new proposed cell phone tower on the edge of the
football field will be even higher at 100 feet and

wll be clearly viewed fromny house. The tree
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hei ghts between ny hone and the field do not
screen ny view of the lights and will not screen a
proposed cell phone tower near the field.

|'ve been very frustrated by the | ack
of conmmuni cati on concerni ng placenent of the cell
phone tower over the past two years. | was never
officially notified of any proposals in spite of
exhibits in Docket 495 and Exhibit 2 in the
February 11th notion showi ng that ny property
abuts the site. Wilile the proposal states that
the cell phone tower will be disguised as a bell
tower, | believe it wll be unsightly and
certainly fromthe pictures this afternoon.

In addition, it may have a bill board
and a two-story equi pnent building with a diesel
fuel ed generator on a concrete pad. | am
concerned about noise fromthis and additi onal
| ights fromany structures that could be heard and
seen fromny hone. A cell phone tower w ||
detract fromthe appearance that | can see fromny
home and in ny nei ghborhood.

| grewup in Fairfield, and it's a
great town. | urge you to find a better location
for this cell phone tower that will not inpact

resi denti al nei ghborhoods or ny hone. Thank you.
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MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, Ms. Katz.

We'll now nove to the next person in
t he queue, Mohsen Shei kh. Mhsen?

MOHSEN SHEIKH:  Hi, can you hear ne?

MR. MORI SSETTE: Yes, | can. Thank
you.

MOHSEN SHEI KH:  Thank vyou,
M. Chairman. | live on 351 Autumm Ri dge Road.
And |'mreally happy for Sacred Heart's growh in
the last five to eight years. M concern is the
tower and the visibility fromny house. | live
right across from Marc's house, and | can see
exactly what Marc said which is the lights at
ni ght and the noise that we currently receive when
t he ganes are happening. And the tower is just
anot her thing that we have to see every day.

And | work in telecom and |I'm not very
confortable wth the radiation or how powerf ul
that tower is going to be if it's 5G | don't
know what that tower -- | would |Iike to know what
that tower has, is it 5G what type of radiation
It's going to put out. I'mnot really confortable
with having that right in front of ny eyesight.

The other thing with the growh for

Sacred Heart is the construction. So currently |
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work from hone. They are doing construction in
front of ny house and then they're doing, there's
noise in the back. So it would be great if the
committee can find another place for this tower.
That woul d be fantastic because it's another thing
as the Sacred Heart is growing -- (AUDI O

| NTERRUPTI ON) Thank you.

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you. Thank you
for your comments this evening.

Next on the list is GQustavo Pires.
GQustavo Pires. | don't see Gustavo on the screen
here so we'll cone back.

Next on the list is Kirwn M chael
lrish. M. Irish.

KIRWN MCHAEL IRISH: | don't want to
be redundant and repeat what Nancy and Marc had
said, Fran, Mchael and Judy and Mb, but | amvery
concerned about the location of this bell tower --
or excuse ne, cell phone tower. What | have seen
and w tnessed and heard fromthat direct |ine of
sight that | have to the football field is the
constant noise, the lights, the concerts norning,
af t ernoon and evening. Sonetines Sacred Heart
Uni versity doesn't extinguish the lights

overnight. And then as M pointed out, across the
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street at the fornmer CGeneral Electric site there's
a consi derabl e anount of construction going on,
and very frequently there are lights left on there
over ni ght.

| don't have a ot of trust in Sacred
Heart University doing the right thing for its
nei ghbors. The | ack of comunication has been
terrible. | think if you conpare the area from
1986 until now, there has been an
I ndustrialization of this area w thout
consi deration for people who live in residences.
| believe the construction of this tower wll
result in nore noise, possible environnental
danage to people, and wll certainly have a
negative inpact on our property val ues.

And | think that the actions as we have
seen over the past few nonths by the | ack of
comunication is a testinony to that. | think
there are other places on the canpus you m ght
consider putting it, or you mght in fact go over
to the Smth R chardson Golf Course which
certainly has a higher elevation than we're
tal ki ng about here and a clearer view down to Long
| sl and Sound and across to Long I sl and.

| respectfully submt ny remarks, and |
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hope you will take everything we say tonight into
very serious consideration. Thank you.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M. 1Irish.
W'l now call upon Karen MCornmack. Karen
Mc Cor mack.

KAREN McCORMACK:  Yes, | am here.
Thank you, M. Chairman. | am speaking here as a
resident of Fairfield. | reside at 305 W nnepoge
Drive in Fairfield. And I'm also speaking on
behal f of constituents that | represent within the
Fairfield Representative Town Meeting District 2.
| ' ve been contacted by a few residents fromt hat
district in which | represent a section of
Fairfield on the |legislative body for the Town of
Fairfield. And they reached out to ne asking for
assi stance to advocate for them on the concerns
that they had regarding both the process and the
ultimate placenent of the tenporary tower and then
what this Council is set to do, which is to set
the place for the permanent -- placenent of the
per manent tower.

And ny concerns surround what clearly
I s depicted as abutting property owners in the
Aut umm Ri dge Road area. |If you do |look at the

maps and plot plans that were submtted, it
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clearly indicates in the |l egend for the maps that
the Autum Ri dge Road property owners are clearly
abutting owners of the site where this is going to
be, at |east depicted in the applicant's own
docunents submtted. It does appear to ne, as
|"ve cone to understand, that the Jefferson Street
| ocation is now off the table because the

nei ghbors on both Donna Drive and Weping WI I ow
Lane objected to the placenent of the tower on
Jefferson Street. And Jefferson Street actually
cuts through the separation between the university
property and those property owners.

Simlarly, we have a situation where
the university property is set, and in between the
university property and Autunn Ri dge Road there's
a strip aland, a fairly narrow strip of |and
that's owned by the City of Bridgeport, | believe,
and the Fairchild Weeler Golf Course. So
simlarly situated I think the Autum Ri dge
homeowners are and their exposure to the tower
both environnmentally and physically and having to
deal with the site problens of having to | ook at
this thing fromtheir backyards, fromtheir hone
w ndows, that they should have been taken into

account, their wshes, their desires, their

133




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

concerns, their input should have been taken into
account .

And because they were not properly
noticed, | respectfully request that the Siting
Counci | deny the placenent of the permanent tower
in the |ocation that they're seeking and | guess
begin the process over to properly notice these
fol ks so that they can have input, possibly hire
| egal counsel to represent their interests and to
advocate for themdirectly. |It's not fair that
t hey' ve been put behind the 8 ball and have had to
literally learn the Siting Council |ingo and
| anguage and what's involved here and spend hours
and hours and hours of their tine as | aypersons
trying to figure out how they can properly
advocate for thenselves. | think they' ve done a
wonder ful job, but | also think that they are due
and entitled to due process on this, and therefore
| ask the Council to respectfully decline the
application in this matter. Thank you very nuch.

MR MORI SSETTE: Thank you, M.

McCor mack. Thank you for your comments this
evening. W will now go back and see if Sara
Gravi nese is available. Sarah?

(No response.)
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MR. MORI SSETTE: And we'll now see if
Qustavo Pires is available. GQGustavo?

(No response.)

MR. MORISSETTE: We'Ill do it one nore
time. Sara G avinese, 178 Autumm Ri dge Road. And
GQustavo Pires, 268 Autumm Ri dge Road.

(No response.)

MR. MORI SSETTE: Thank you, everyone,
for providing comments this evening. They were
very much appreci at ed.

The Counci|l announces that the
evidentiary record in this matter will remain open
for the Certificate Holder's subm ssion of
Late-File exhibits requested by the Council during
the hearing session this afternoon. A copy of the
Late-Filed exhibits will be available on the
Counci | 's Docket No. 495A webpage.

Pl ease note that anyone who has not
becone a party or intervenor, but who desires to
make his or her views known to the Council, may
file witten statenents with the Council until the
public comment record is closed.

Copies of the transcript of this
hearing wll be deposited in the Fairfield, Easton
and Trunbull Town Cerk's Ofices and the
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Bri dgeport Cty Cerk's Ofice for the conveni ence
of the public.

| hereby declare this hearing
adj ourned. Thank you again, everyone, for your
participation. Have a good eveni ng.

(Wher eupon, the public comment session

concluded at 7:10 p.m)
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CERTI FI CATE FOR REMOTE HEARI NG

| hereby certify that the foregoing 33 pages
are a conpl ete and accurate conputer-aided
transcription of nmy original stenotype notes taken
before the CONNECTI CUT SI TI NG COUNCI L of the
REMOTE PUBLI C COMMVENT SESSION | N RE:  DOCKET NO.
495A, CELLCO PARTNERSHI P ¥ B/ A VERI ZON W RELESS
CERTI FI CATE OF ENVI RONMENTAL COWVPATI Bl LI TY AND
PUBLI C NEED FOR THE CONSTRUCTI ON, MAI NTENANCE, AND
OPERATI ON OF A TELECOVMUNI CATI ONS FACI LI TY LOCATED
AT 5151 PARK AVENUE, FAI RFI ELD, CONNECTI CUT,
Reopening of this Certificate based on changed
condi tions pursuant to Connecticut Ceneral
Statutes, Section 4-18la(b), which was held before
JOHN MORI SSETTE, PRESI DI NG OFFI CER, on March 31,
2022.

Lisa L. Warner, CSR 061

Court Reporter

BCT REPORTI NG, LLC

55 VWH TI NG STREET, SU TE 1A
PLAI NVI LLE, CONNECTI CUT 06062
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 01                 STATE OF CONNECTICUT

 02              CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

 03  

 04                    Docket No. 495A

 05      Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless

 06    Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and

 07  Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and

 08  operation of a telecommunications facility located

 09      at 5151 Park Avenue, Fairfield, Connecticut

 10                          ***

 11    Reopening of this Certificate based on changed

 12      conditions pursuant to Connecticut General

 13              Statutes, Section 4-181a(b)

 14  

 15              VIA ZOOM AND TELECONFERENCE

 16  

 17  Public Comment Session held on Thursday, March 31,

 18   2022, beginning at 6:30 p.m., via remote access.

 19  

 20  H e l d   B e f o r e:

 21       JOHN MORISSETTE, Presiding Officer

 22  

 23  

 24  

 25          Reporter:  Lisa L. Warner, CSR #061
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 01  A p p e a r a n c e s:

 02  

 03    Council Members:

 04       KENNETH COLLETTE, Designee for Commissioner

          Katie Dykes, Department of Energy and

 05       Environmental Protection

 06       ROBERT SILVESTRI

          DANIEL P. LYNCH, JR.

 07       LOUANNE COOLEY

          MARK QUINLAN

 08  

 09    Council Staff:

 10       MELANIE BACHMAN, ESQ.

           Executive Director and Staff Attorney

 11  

          ROBERT MERCIER

 12        Siting Analyst

 13       LISA FONTAINE

           Fiscal Administrative Officer

 14  

 15  

 16  

          For Certificate Holder, Homeland Towers, LLC

 17       and Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon

          Wireless:

 18  

               ROBINSON & COLE LLP

 19            280 Trumbull Street

               Hartford, Connecticut  06103-3597

 20                 BY:  KENNETH C. BALDWIN, ESQ.

 21  

 22  

 23  

 24  

 25  
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 01  A p p e a r a n c e s:  (Cont'd)

 02  

 03       For Intervenor, New Cingular Wireless PCS,

          LLC, (AT&T):

 04  

               CUDDY & FEDER LLP

 05            445 Hamilton Avenue, 14th Floor

               White Plains, New York  10601

 06                 BY:  KRISTEN MOTEL, ESQ.

 07  

          Public Speakers:

 08  

               FRAN BOUDREAU

 09            NANCY HALPERT

               MARC W. HALPERT

 10            MICHAEL KATZ

               JUDITH KATZ

 11            MOHSEN SHEIKH

               KIRWIN MICHAEL IRISH

 12            KAREN McCORMACK

 13  

 14  

 15  

 16  

 17       Zoom co-host:  Aaron Demarest

 18  

 19  

 20  

     **All participants were present via remote access.

 21  

 22  ***(Inaudible) - denotes breaks in speech due to

     interruptions in audio or echo.

 23  

 24  

 25  
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 01             MR. MORISSETTE:  This remote public

 02  hearing is called to order this Thursday, March

 03  31, 2022, at 6:30 p.m.  My name is John

 04  Morissette, member and presiding officer of the

 05  Connecticut Siting Council.  Other members of the

 06  Council are Kenneth Collette, designee for

 07  Commissioner Katie Dykes of the Department of

 08  Energy and Environmental Protection, Robert

 09  Silvestri, Louanne Cooley, Mark Quinlan, Daniel P.

 10  Lynch, Jr.

 11             Members of the staff are Melanie

 12  Bachman, executive director and staff attorney;

 13  Robert Mercier, siting analyst; and Lisa Fontaine,

 14  fiscal administrative officer.

 15             If you haven't done so already, I ask

 16  that everyone please mute their computer audio and

 17  telephones now.  Thank you.

 18             This is a continuation of the remote

 19  public hearing that began at 2 p.m. this

 20  afternoon.  A copy of the prepared agenda is

 21  available on the Council's Docket No. 495A

 22  webpage, along with the record of this matter, the

 23  public hearing notice, instructions for public

 24  access to this remote public hearing, and the

 25  Council's Citizens Guide to Siting Council
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 01  Procedures.

 02             This hearing is held pursuant to the

 03  provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General

 04  Statutes and of the Uniform Administrative

 05  Procedure Act upon a motion to reopen the

 06  Council's April 26, 2021 final decision to issue

 07  Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless a

 08  Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and

 09  Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and

 10  operation of a telecommunications facility located

 11  at 5151 Park Avenue, Fairfield, Connecticut, based

 12  on a changed condition.

 13             On February 24, 2022, the Council,

 14  pursuant to a request filed by Verizon Wireless

 15  and the provisions of Connecticut General

 16  Statutes, Section 4-181a(b), reopened its April

 17  26, 2021 final decision to issue Verizon a

 18  Certificate to consider a proposed relocated site

 19  for the telecommunications facility on the Sacred

 20  Heart University campus.

 21             This application is also governed by

 22  the Telecommunications Act of 1996, which is

 23  administered by the Federal Communications

 24  Commission.  This Act prohibits the Council from

 25  considering the health effects of radio frequency
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 01  emissions on human health and wildlife to the

 02  extent the emissions from the towers are within

 03  the federal acceptable safe limits standards,

 04  which standards are also followed by the state

 05  Department of Public Health.

 06             The Federal Act also prohibits this

 07  Council from discriminating between and amongst

 08  providers of functionally equivalent services.

 09  This means that if one carrier already provides

 10  service for an area, other carriers have the right

 11  to compete and provide service in the same area.

 12             The Council's legal notice of the date

 13  and time of this remote public hearing was

 14  published in The Connecticut Post on March 3,

 15  2022.  Upon this Council's request, the

 16  Certificate Holder erected a sign along Jefferson

 17  Street near the existing Sacred Heart University

 18  campus entrance driveway that leads to the

 19  proposed relocated facility site so as to inform

 20  the public of the name of the Certificate Holder,

 21  the type of facility, the remote public hearing

 22  date, and contact information for the Council,

 23  including the website and phone number.

 24             This remote public comment session is

 25  reserved for the public to make brief statements

�0110

 01  into the record.  These public statements are not

 02  subject to questions from the parties or the

 03  Council, and members of the public making

 04  statements may not ask questions of the parties or

 05  the Council.  In fairness to everyone who has

 06  signed up to speak, these public statements will

 07  be limited to three minutes and will become part

 08  of the record for Council consideration.  Please

 09  be advised that written comments may be submitted

 10  by any person within 30 days of this public

 11  hearing.

 12             As a reminder to all, off-the-record

 13  communication with a member of the Council or a

 14  member of the Council's staff upon the merits of

 15  this requested facility relocation is prohibited

 16  by law.

 17             I wish to note that parties and

 18  intervenors, including their representatives,

 19  witnesses and members, are not allowed to

 20  participate in the public comment session.  I also

 21  wish to note for those who are listening and for

 22  the benefit of your friends and neighbors who are

 23  unable to join us for this remote public comment

 24  session that you or they may send written

 25  statements to the Council within 30 days of the
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 01  date hereof by either email or by mail, and such

 02  written statements will be given the same weight

 03  as if spoken at the remote public comment session.

 04  Please be advised that any person may be removed

 05  from the Zoom remote public comment session at the

 06  discretion of the Council.

 07             We ask that each person making a public

 08  statement in this proceeding to confine his or her

 09  statements to the subject matter before the

 10  Council and to avoid unnecessary repetition so

 11  that we may hear all of the concerns you and your

 12  neighbors may have.  Please be advised that the

 13  Council cannot answer questions from the public

 14  about the proposal.

 15             A verbatim transcript of this remote

 16  public hearing will be posted on the Council's

 17  Docket No. 495A webpage and deposited with the

 18  Fairfield, Easton and Trumbull Town Clerk's

 19  Offices and in the Bridgeport City Clerk's Office

 20  for the convenience of the public.

 21             Please be advised that the Council's

 22  project evaluation criteria under the statute does

 23  not include the consideration of property values.

 24             Before I call on the members of the

 25  public to make statements, I request that the
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 01  Certificate Holder to make a brief presentation to

 02  the public describing the proposed relocated

 03  facility.

 04             Attorney Baldwin.

 05             MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you, Mr.

 06  Morissette.  Good evening, everyone.  My name is

 07  Ken Baldwin.  I'm a lawyer at Robinson & Cole in

 08  Hartford, and I represent Verizon Wireless in this

 09  matter before the Connecticut Siting Council.

 10             I thought it might be helpful just to

 11  give a brief summary of the history of this site.

 12  It's moved around a little bit.  And I think this

 13  map that Attorney Bachman is about ready to put on

 14  the screen helps us narrate through that history.

 15             Verizon Wireless, as well as AT&T and

 16  T-Mobile, have used the old Jewish home building,

 17  now Toussaint Hall, at Sacred Heart University in

 18  the center of the campus since the early 2000s for

 19  the provision of wireless service.  Recently, the

 20  leases that allowed the carriers to exist on the

 21  roof have expired.  Verizon, working with Sacred

 22  Heart University and the other carriers, moved

 23  forward with an application to the Siting Council

 24  two years ago to relocate the tower in the

 25  northwest corner of the Sacred Heart University
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 01  campus that's shown in the yellow, up in the

 02  northwest, the upper left-hand corner of this map.

 03  The label there says proposed monopole and

 04  equipment within the proposed 50 by 50 foot

 05  compound.  That was the application that was

 06  presented to the Siting Council two years ago, and

 07  in April of 2021 the Siting Council approved that

 08  in Docket No. 495.

 09             After receiving that approval, Sacred

 10  Heart University and Verizon Wireless began

 11  discussing alternatives in an effort to try and

 12  address concerns that Sacred Heart and the town

 13  raised.  We went through an extensive process

 14  looking at a number of different locations on the

 15  Sacred Heart campus for a relocated facility in an

 16  effort to address some of those concerns, and

 17  where we came down on was the location that is

 18  currently before the Council in what is called

 19  Docket 495A.

 20             The 495A tower site is located in the

 21  low portion of the campus.  As you see, it's in

 22  yellow, Verizon Wireless permanent facility.

 23  We'll talk more about the details of that

 24  facility, but you can see it is located at the

 25  southwest corner of the Pitt Center, the Pitt
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 01  Athletic Center on the Sacred Heart campus

 02  adjacent to the football field.

 03             Because the new tower would not be

 04  built before the existing rooftop facilities had

 05  to be removed, Verizon also received Siting

 06  Council approval to install a temporary facility

 07  which is shown here in the middle of the map

 08  adjacent to the Valentine Recreation building

 09  where it says proposed Verizon Wireless temporary

 10  facility.  If we can go to the next slide, please.

 11             So the proposed facility that is before

 12  the Siting Council now, again located down at the

 13  southwest corner of the Pitt Center, consists of

 14  an irregularly shaped area.  Verizon Wireless

 15  would construct a bell -- a simulated or a faux

 16  bell tower structure which would consist of three

 17  unipole structures and a triangular platform in

 18  the middle of that structure.  We'll talk about

 19  the details about that in a second.

 20             Immediately to the west of that bell

 21  tower structure would be a new two-story equipment

 22  shelter shown there on the plan.  That equipment

 23  shelter would house all of the wireless equipment

 24  for Verizon Wireless, AT&T and T-Mobile.  It would

 25  also serve as additional storage for Sacred Heart
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 01  University athletic teams and for the athletic

 02  complex.  Could we go to the next slide, please.

 03             This is an elevation view of the bell

 04  tower structure.  Again, you see the three

 05  separate unipole structures as well as a screening

 06  panel toward the top where it currently says SHU.

 07  The plan would be to install antennas at four

 08  different levels.  The top level you'll see the

 09  antennas inside those unipole structures.  Those

 10  would be Verizon Wireless antennas.  Beneath those

 11  in the three different poles are T-Mobile

 12  antennas.  Behind the RF transparent screening

 13  panels would be AT&T antennas.  And then

 14  immediately below the AT&T antennas would be a

 15  second set of Verizon Wireless antennas.

 16             So the antennas above those screening

 17  panels would be within the tower structure itself,

 18  and the antennas below or behind those screening

 19  panels would be screened by the panels themselves.

 20  None of the antennas proposed on this structure

 21  will be visible from outside the structure, which

 22  was the original intent when we were dealing with

 23  Sacred Heart University.  We wanted to have this

 24  structure appear as a bell tower and screen all of

 25  the antennas so that they wouldn't be visible from
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 01  outside the structure.

 02             I should point out that at this

 03  afternoon's session Verizon Wireless witnesses

 04  testified to the fact that even though this

 05  structure shows the Sacred Heart University logo

 06  on the RF transparent screen panels and a bell in

 07  an effort to make it appear as that faux bell

 08  tower structure, those have been removed from the

 09  proposal.  We are no longer proposing the SHU

 10  logo, nor are we proposing the installation of a

 11  bell on the bell tower structure.  You can also

 12  see just to the left of the bell tower elevation

 13  here the actual two-story structure.  That stair

 14  that would take you up to the second level to

 15  access Verizon's equipment room would be on the

 16  back side of that building.

 17             And then in the upper right-hand corner

 18  of this plan sheet is a plan view of the antennas

 19  that would be behind the RF transparent screening

 20  panels that is shown on the elevation drawing.

 21             Thank you, Mr. Morissette.  That's all.

 22             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney

 23  Baldwin.  Just a quick note on remote public

 24  hearings.  Remote public hearings are quite

 25  different than in-person public hearings.  For
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 01  in-person public hearings members of the public

 02  can sign up, step up to the podium and offer their

 03  comments.  For remote public hearings, the public

 04  is required to sign up to speak in advance in

 05  order to provide the Council staff with the time

 06  necessary to facilitate connection precautions, to

 07  prevent interruptions, or in common terms, bombing

 08  of the proceedings.  There are protocols,

 09  procedures and consistency measures that are

 10  followed as part of the remote public hearing

 11  process.  Written comments may be submitted within

 12  30 days of this public hearing.

 13             We will now proceed with the public

 14  comment session.  We'll now call on Sarah

 15  Gravinese to make a public statement followed by

 16  Fran and Mary Boudreau.

 17             Sarah, are you with us?

 18             (No response.)

 19             MR. MORISSETTE:  I don't see Sarah

 20  Gravinese on the screen at this point so we'll

 21  move on.  Fran and Mary Boudreau followed by Nancy

 22  Halpert.

 23             Fran and Mary Boudreau, please.

 24             FRAN BOUDREAU:  Hello.  Thank you for

 25  the opportunity to speak.  Can you hear me okay?
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 01             MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, I can.

 02             FRAN BOUDREAU:  Great.

 03             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.

 04             FRAN BOUDREAU:  Our areas of concern

 05  are in three areas mainly, the first being

 06  communication.  So we live on Autumn Ridge Road.

 07  It's mentioned in the documents that I was

 08  reviewing, yet we received no notification of the

 09  proceedings or the proposal of the temporary and

 10  the permanent cell tower installation as others, I

 11  guess, in the neighborhood surrounding Sacred

 12  Heart University received.  So we found out when a

 13  neighbor mentioned it to us.  So we wonder why,

 14  why was Autumn Ridge excluded from that type of

 15  notification when our residence is in as close

 16  proximity to the university as others are across

 17  Jefferson Street.

 18             Our second area of concern is around

 19  noise.  From the documents I reviewed, it

 20  mentioned a diesel generator.  And so I don't know

 21  what the noise level is from that.  I don't know

 22  if I'll hear it from my home.  I don't know if it

 23  runs continuously or only during power outages.

 24  It's a concern mainly because there's a limited

 25  buffer for noise because the barrier between us
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 01  and the university is really a golf course, so the

 02  noise travels well across that.  We hear the

 03  football games now.  We hear the SHU band playing.

 04  So that's a concern for us on the noise level.

 05             And the third area is around the visual

 06  impact.  And I don't know if there are lights with

 07  the tower.  I couldn't discern that from the

 08  documentation.  I can certainly see the football

 09  field lights from my yard.  So that's a concern.

 10             So to summarize, my requirement would

 11  be I would prefer not to hear it and not to be

 12  negatively impacted by it in my home.  Thank you.

 13             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Fran, will

 14  you be providing any comments this evening?

 15             FRAN BOUDREAU:  I'm Fran.  Mary is with

 16  me, and we're set.  Thank you.

 17             MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay.  Very good.

 18  Sorry about that.  Thank you.

 19             Okay.  We will now move on to Nancy

 20  Halpert followed by Mark Halpert.

 21             NANCY HALPERT:  My name is Nancy

 22  Halpert, and I have lived for 31 years at 344

 23  Autumn Ridge Road.  My property lies at the end of

 24  the cul-de-sac directly across from the football

 25  field at Sacred heart University.  I'm appalled
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 01  that in the two-year approval process of the

 02  Jefferson Street site with the now proposed site

 03  at the SHU football field that Robinson & Cole,

 04  acting on behalf of Cellco Partnership for review

 05  by the Siting Council and other parties, failed

 06  multiple times to contact anyone in my immediate

 07  neighborhood or ask for our thoughts on the direct

 08  impact on our street.

 09             One, a temporary tower was built with

 10  no contact with or input from our neighborhood,

 11  and it's visible from my yard.  Imagine our

 12  surprise to suddenly see a temporary cell tower in

 13  our backyard.  We were omitted.

 14             Two, my next-door neighbors and other

 15  neighbors' addresses, 360 and 216 Autumn Ridge

 16  Road respectfully, were mentioned multiple times

 17  in each iteration of paperwork surrounding this

 18  project, yet no notification to them or anyone on

 19  my street.  We were omitted.

 20             Three, in Petition 1470, attachment 2,

 21  page 10, the site plan, our neighborhood is deemed

 22  as abutting properties according to the lines and

 23  legend.  Further, in Docket 495A, Exhibit 2, page

 24  13, abutters plan, our houses on Autumn Ridge and

 25  immediate neighborhood are once again clearly
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 01  identified as abutting properties in the legend to

 02  the maps.  In addition, in Petition 1470, the

 03  interrogatories, page 5, Question 10, specifically

 04  notes the distance to the nearest off site off

 05  campus residence at 850 feet from 360 Autumn Ridge

 06  Road, my immediate neighbor.  We were omitted.

 07             Four, in Docket 495 our properties

 08  failed to be included on the map whatsoever.  Four

 09  major oversights, and the law firm failed each

 10  time to notify us.  We were omitted.  Donna Drive,

 11  Weeping Willow Lane, Jefferson Street, Park Avenue

 12  property owners were contacted multiple times, yet

 13  my neighbors on Autumn Ridge Road and vicinity are

 14  only 1,250 feet to 1,405 feet from the proposed

 15  cell tower at the football field and were never

 16  notified.

 17             Ironically, a photographer was sent

 18  twice in April 2020 and September 2021 to depict

 19  the visibility of the approved telecom tower from

 20  the end of my driveway and from my next-door

 21  neighbor's yard, pictures 14 and 15 in the visual

 22  assessment and photo simulation printed April

 23  2020.  Someone must have identified Autumn Ridge

 24  Road as a place worth considering from the maps

 25  enough to take these pictures.

�0122

 01             In today's evidentiary hearing I

 02  learned that the Jefferson Street location is off

 03  the table due to opposition from the neighbors.

 04  Since my neighborhood was never notified about the

 05  tower in any of the three locations, nor afforded

 06  the right to express our opinions though clearly

 07  should have been, at a bare minimum, we deserve

 08  the same accommodation.  Therefore, I urge you to

 09  reject the proposal and move the tower to the

 10  football field.  Thank you very much.

 11             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mrs.

 12  Halpert.  We'll now call on Marc Halpert.

 13             MARC HALPERT:  My name is Marc Halpert.

 14  I've lived at 344 Autumn Ridge Road for 31 years

 15  at the end of the cul-de-sac, the quiet cul-de-sac

 16  directly across from Sacred Heart University

 17  football field which sits atop a hill overlooking

 18  my property.  I moved there for the quiet

 19  enjoyment of a backyard with a natural view of a

 20  golf course.

 21             As Sacred Heart University grows, so

 22  does its encroachment on my house and my

 23  neighborhood.  The sound pollution from drums

 24  pounding, band practice at the football field into

 25  the late evenings, weekend stadium events with
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 01  blasting pep rally music and MC comments over loud

 02  speakers cascading at us from up on top of the

 03  hill.  Light pollution from bright white football

 04  field floodlights seen from my backyard, seen from

 05  my house, seen from my bedroom.  Now that 495A was

 06  amended yet once again and further discussed this

 07  afternoon, it's now a tripole cell tower with

 08  three fiberglass boards.  SHU has rescinded the

 09  bell and the insignia due to the Town of

 10  Fairfield's zoning restrictions against the bell

 11  or the SHU's insignia on a sign.

 12             You show my property as an abutter on

 13  the maps.  Check the map legends.  We are affected

 14  by any change to the football field on the hill,

 15  the noise, the light in our bedroom windows.  See,

 16  we certainly do abut Sacred Heart University more

 17  than just map wise.

 18             Docket 495A proposing to relocate the

 19  cell tower to a corner of the football field moves

 20  it much close to Autumn Ridge Road high atop a

 21  hill overlooking a treeless, open golf course

 22  green, 100 feet tall now, the tower now atop a

 23  hill.  The tower is proposed to be located

 24  according to the yet newest maps, today's maps,

 25  1,405 feet from the street in front of my mailbox.
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 01  It's .266 miles, but it's really 1,302 feet, .24

 02  miles, less than a quarter of a mile from our

 03  bedroom windows at the back left corner of my

 04  house based upon my measurement this afternoon.  I

 05  consider this measurement to be more accurate

 06  being that's where I would see the cell tower from

 07  my home.

 08             To be clear, the topography where

 09  Cellco proposes the tower location will make it

 10  literally tower atop a hill overlooking our

 11  properties and the golf course.  If I can see the

 12  football field poles, the light poles 80 feet high

 13  further away from my house on the other side of

 14  the football field, don't you think I'm going to

 15  be able to see a 100-foot high cell tower adjacent

 16  to the score board?  That's equivalent to a

 17  five-story building being built on a hill behind

 18  my house.

 19             It's now time, my time to vocally urge

 20  the Siting Council to be sensitive to our

 21  viewpoints as part of the entire Sacred Heart

 22  University neighborhood, including us just less

 23  than a quarter of a mile away below the hill in

 24  eyeshot of the football field poles and any

 25  further unattractive encroaching development --
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 01  (TIME ELAPSED)

 02             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you,

 03  Mr. Halpert.  Unfortunately, your time has run

 04  out, but thank you for your comments this evening.

 05             We will now move on to Michael Katz

 06  followed by Judy Katz.

 07             Michael Katz.

 08             MICHAEL KATZ:  Hi, can you hear me?

 09             MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes.

 10             MICHAEL KATZ:  My name is Michael Katz,

 11  and I reside at 310 Autumn Ridge Road in

 12  Fairfield.  From my property I can clearly see

 13  buildings on the Sacred Heart east campus, the

 14  temporary cell phone tower, and importantly,

 15  lighting fixtures atop football field stanchions.

 16  My property is indicated as an abutting property

 17  to the site of the proposed permanent cell phone

 18  tower as it is encircled by a double dashed line

 19  on the map that is included in Exhibit 2 of the

 20  February 11, 2022 motion.  My property is

 21  similarly indicated as abutting on maps included

 22  in the petition for the temporary tower and in

 23  Docket 495.

 24             Despite being an abutting property,

 25  I've never received formal notice of any plans to
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 01  erect a cell phone tower in my vicinity, and thus

 02  have never previously had an opportunity to weigh

 03  in on siting alternatives.  I now voice my

 04  objections to the proposed site.  I object to the

 05  construction of the cell phone tower at the

 06  proposed site due to the negative impact on our

 07  sight lines.  I understand that the tower will be

 08  100-feet high, which is higher than the lighting

 09  fixtures atop the football field stanchions that

 10  are already visible.

 11             I note that the visual impact statement

 12  included in the motion did not consider the view

 13  from any property on Autumn Ridge Road and that

 14  its conclusion regarding the lack of impact on

 15  residents is highly misleading.  I understand that

 16  the cell phone tower will be disguised in the bell

 17  tower; however, I don't believe that a potential

 18  property buyer will be unaware of its function.

 19  How could I explain why a bell tower was

 20  constructed near the football field at the

 21  periphery of the Sacred Heart campus versus being

 22  in a central location.

 23             I urge the Siting Council to consider

 24  reducing the height of the cell phone tower as I

 25  did not hear a compelling reason this afternoon
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 01  why the increased elevation of the proposed site

 02  versus the Jefferson site required a 100-foot

 03  height.

 04             Having lived in my residence for over

 05  15 years, we really enjoy being here and it is a

 06  major asset of ours.  We therefore request an

 07  alternative site be considered and then a reduced

 08  height be mandated if an alternative site is not

 09  possible.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

 10             JUDITH KATZ:  Good evening.  My name is

 11  Judith Katz and I reside also at 310 Autumn Ridge

 12  Road in Fairfield.  We're four houses down from

 13  216 Autumn Ridge Road which in Docket 495 was

 14  identified as the nearest residence to the

 15  proposed cell phone tower site.  I'm here to speak

 16  against relocating the cell phone tower to the

 17  edge of the football field.

 18             Currently the back of our home looks up

 19  a hill to the football field at Sacred Heart where

 20  I clearly view both the poles and the lights on

 21  top that function at the football field as well as

 22  the temporary cell phone tower that's nearby.  The

 23  new proposed cell phone tower on the edge of the

 24  football field will be even higher at 100 feet and

 25  will be clearly viewed from my house.  The tree
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 01  heights between my home and the field do not

 02  screen my view of the lights and will not screen a

 03  proposed cell phone tower near the field.

 04             I've been very frustrated by the lack

 05  of communication concerning placement of the cell

 06  phone tower over the past two years.  I was never

 07  officially notified of any proposals in spite of

 08  exhibits in Docket 495 and Exhibit 2 in the

 09  February 11th motion showing that my property

 10  abuts the site.  While the proposal states that

 11  the cell phone tower will be disguised as a bell

 12  tower, I believe it will be unsightly and

 13  certainly from the pictures this afternoon.

 14             In addition, it may have a billboard

 15  and a two-story equipment building with a diesel

 16  fueled generator on a concrete pad.  I am

 17  concerned about noise from this and additional

 18  lights from any structures that could be heard and

 19  seen from my home.  A cell phone tower will

 20  detract from the appearance that I can see from my

 21  home and in my neighborhood.

 22             I grew up in Fairfield, and it's a

 23  great town.  I urge you to find a better location

 24  for this cell phone tower that will not impact

 25  residential neighborhoods or my home.  Thank you.
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 01             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mrs. Katz.

 02             We'll now move to the next person in

 03  the queue, Mohsen Sheikh.  Mohsen?

 04             MOHSEN SHEIKH:  Hi, can you hear me?

 05             MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, I can.  Thank

 06  you.

 07             MOHSEN SHEIKH:  Thank you,

 08  Mr. Chairman.  I live on 351 Autumn Ridge Road.

 09  And I'm really happy for Sacred Heart's growth in

 10  the last five to eight years.  My concern is the

 11  tower and the visibility from my house.  I live

 12  right across from Marc's house, and I can see

 13  exactly what Marc said which is the lights at

 14  night and the noise that we currently receive when

 15  the games are happening.  And the tower is just

 16  another thing that we have to see every day.

 17             And I work in telecom, and I'm not very

 18  comfortable with the radiation or how powerful

 19  that tower is going to be if it's 5G.  I don't

 20  know what that tower -- I would like to know what

 21  that tower has, is it 5G, what type of radiation

 22  it's going to put out.  I'm not really comfortable

 23  with having that right in front of my eyesight.

 24             The other thing with the growth for

 25  Sacred Heart is the construction.  So currently I
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 01  work from home.  They are doing construction in

 02  front of my house and then they're doing, there's

 03  noise in the back.  So it would be great if the

 04  committee can find another place for this tower.

 05  That would be fantastic because it's another thing

 06  as the Sacred Heart is growing -- (AUDIO

 07  INTERRUPTION) Thank you.

 08             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Thank you

 09  for your comments this evening.

 10             Next on the list is Gustavo Pires.

 11  Gustavo Pires.  I don't see Gustavo on the screen

 12  here so we'll come back.

 13             Next on the list is Kirwin Michael

 14  Irish.  Mr. Irish.

 15             KIRWIN MICHAEL IRISH:  I don't want to

 16  be redundant and repeat what Nancy and Marc had

 17  said, Fran, Michael and Judy and Mo, but I am very

 18  concerned about the location of this bell tower --

 19  or excuse me, cell phone tower.  What I have seen

 20  and witnessed and heard from that direct line of

 21  sight that I have to the football field is the

 22  constant noise, the lights, the concerts morning,

 23  afternoon and evening.  Sometimes Sacred Heart

 24  University doesn't extinguish the lights

 25  overnight.  And then as Mo pointed out, across the
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 01  street at the former General Electric site there's

 02  a considerable amount of construction going on,

 03  and very frequently there are lights left on there

 04  overnight.

 05             I don't have a lot of trust in Sacred

 06  Heart University doing the right thing for its

 07  neighbors.  The lack of communication has been

 08  terrible.  I think if you compare the area from

 09  1986 until now, there has been an

 10  industrialization of this area without

 11  consideration for people who live in residences.

 12  I believe the construction of this tower will

 13  result in more noise, possible environmental

 14  damage to people, and will certainly have a

 15  negative impact on our property values.

 16             And I think that the actions as we have

 17  seen over the past few months by the lack of

 18  communication is a testimony to that.  I think

 19  there are other places on the campus you might

 20  consider putting it, or you might in fact go over

 21  to the Smith Richardson Golf Course which

 22  certainly has a higher elevation than we're

 23  talking about here and a clearer view down to Long

 24  Island Sound and across to Long Island.

 25             I respectfully submit my remarks, and I
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 01  hope you will take everything we say tonight into

 02  very serious consideration.  Thank you.

 03             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Irish.

 04  We'll now call upon Karen McCormack.  Karen

 05  McCormack.

 06             KAREN McCORMACK:  Yes, I am here.

 07  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I am speaking here as a

 08  resident of Fairfield.  I reside at 305 Winnepoge

 09  Drive in Fairfield.  And I'm also speaking on

 10  behalf of constituents that I represent within the

 11  Fairfield Representative Town Meeting District 2.

 12  I've been contacted by a few residents from that

 13  district in which I represent a section of

 14  Fairfield on the legislative body for the Town of

 15  Fairfield.  And they reached out to me asking for

 16  assistance to advocate for them on the concerns

 17  that they had regarding both the process and the

 18  ultimate placement of the temporary tower and then

 19  what this Council is set to do, which is to set

 20  the place for the permanent -- placement of the

 21  permanent tower.

 22             And my concerns surround what clearly

 23  is depicted as abutting property owners in the

 24  Autumn Ridge Road area.  If you do look at the

 25  maps and plot plans that were submitted, it
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 01  clearly indicates in the legend for the maps that

 02  the Autumn Ridge Road property owners are clearly

 03  abutting owners of the site where this is going to

 04  be, at least depicted in the applicant's own

 05  documents submitted.  It does appear to me, as

 06  I've come to understand, that the Jefferson Street

 07  location is now off the table because the

 08  neighbors on both Donna Drive and Weeping Willow

 09  Lane objected to the placement of the tower on

 10  Jefferson Street.  And Jefferson Street actually

 11  cuts through the separation between the university

 12  property and those property owners.

 13             Similarly, we have a situation where

 14  the university property is set, and in between the

 15  university property and Autumn Ridge Road there's

 16  a strip a land, a fairly narrow strip of land

 17  that's owned by the City of Bridgeport, I believe,

 18  and the Fairchild Wheeler Golf Course.  So

 19  similarly situated I think the Autumn Ridge

 20  homeowners are and their exposure to the tower

 21  both environmentally and physically and having to

 22  deal with the site problems of having to look at

 23  this thing from their backyards, from their home

 24  windows, that they should have been taken into

 25  account, their wishes, their desires, their
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 01  concerns, their input should have been taken into

 02  account.

 03             And because they were not properly

 04  noticed, I respectfully request that the Siting

 05  Council deny the placement of the permanent tower

 06  in the location that they're seeking and I guess

 07  begin the process over to properly notice these

 08  folks so that they can have input, possibly hire

 09  legal counsel to represent their interests and to

 10  advocate for them directly.  It's not fair that

 11  they've been put behind the 8 ball and have had to

 12  literally learn the Siting Council lingo and

 13  language and what's involved here and spend hours

 14  and hours and hours of their time as laypersons

 15  trying to figure out how they can properly

 16  advocate for themselves.  I think they've done a

 17  wonderful job, but I also think that they are due

 18  and entitled to due process on this, and therefore

 19  I ask the Council to respectfully decline the

 20  application in this matter.  Thank you very much.

 21             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Ms.

 22  McCormack.  Thank you for your comments this

 23  evening.  We will now go back and see if Sara

 24  Gravinese is available.  Sarah?

 25             (No response.)
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 01             MR. MORISSETTE:  And we'll now see if

 02  Gustavo Pires is available.  Gustavo?

 03             (No response.)

 04             MR. MORISSETTE:  We'll do it one more

 05  time.  Sara Gravinese, 178 Autumn Ridge Road.  And

 06  Gustavo Pires, 268 Autumn Ridge Road.

 07             (No response.)

 08             MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, everyone,

 09  for providing comments this evening.  They were

 10  very much appreciated.

 11             The Council announces that the

 12  evidentiary record in this matter will remain open

 13  for the Certificate Holder's submission of

 14  Late-File exhibits requested by the Council during

 15  the hearing session this afternoon.  A copy of the

 16  Late-Filed exhibits will be available on the

 17  Council's Docket No. 495A webpage.

 18             Please note that anyone who has not

 19  become a party or intervenor, but who desires to

 20  make his or her views known to the Council, may

 21  file written statements with the Council until the

 22  public comment record is closed.

 23             Copies of the transcript of this

 24  hearing will be deposited in the Fairfield, Easton

 25  and Trumbull Town Clerk's Offices and the
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 01  Bridgeport City Clerk's Office for the convenience

 02  of the public.

 03             I hereby declare this hearing

 04  adjourned.  Thank you again, everyone, for your

 05  participation.  Have a good evening.

 06             (Whereupon, the public comment session

 07  concluded at 7:10 p.m.)
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            1              MR. MORISSETTE:  This remote public 



            2   hearing is called to order this Thursday, March 



            3   31, 2022, at 6:30 p.m.  My name is John 



            4   Morissette, member and presiding officer of the 



            5   Connecticut Siting Council.  Other members of the 



            6   Council are Kenneth Collette, designee for 



            7   Commissioner Katie Dykes of the Department of 



            8   Energy and Environmental Protection, Robert 



            9   Silvestri, Louanne Cooley, Mark Quinlan, Daniel P. 



           10   Lynch, Jr.  



           11              Members of the staff are Melanie 



           12   Bachman, executive director and staff attorney; 



           13   Robert Mercier, siting analyst; and Lisa Fontaine, 



           14   fiscal administrative officer.  



           15              If you haven't done so already, I ask 



           16   that everyone please mute their computer audio and 



           17   telephones now.  Thank you.  



           18              This is a continuation of the remote 



           19   public hearing that began at 2 p.m. this 



           20   afternoon.  A copy of the prepared agenda is 



           21   available on the Council's Docket No. 495A 



           22   webpage, along with the record of this matter, the 



           23   public hearing notice, instructions for public 



           24   access to this remote public hearing, and the 



           25   Council's Citizens Guide to Siting Council 
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            1   Procedures.  



            2              This hearing is held pursuant to the 



            3   provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General 



            4   Statutes and of the Uniform Administrative 



            5   Procedure Act upon a motion to reopen the 



            6   Council's April 26, 2021 final decision to issue 



            7   Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless a 



            8   Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and 



            9   Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and 



           10   operation of a telecommunications facility located 



           11   at 5151 Park Avenue, Fairfield, Connecticut, based 



           12   on a changed condition. 



           13              On February 24, 2022, the Council, 



           14   pursuant to a request filed by Verizon Wireless 



           15   and the provisions of Connecticut General 



           16   Statutes, Section 4-181a(b), reopened its April 



           17   26, 2021 final decision to issue Verizon a 



           18   Certificate to consider a proposed relocated site 



           19   for the telecommunications facility on the Sacred 



           20   Heart University campus.  



           21              This application is also governed by 



           22   the Telecommunications Act of 1996, which is 



           23   administered by the Federal Communications 



           24   Commission.  This Act prohibits the Council from 



           25   considering the health effects of radio frequency 
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            1   emissions on human health and wildlife to the 



            2   extent the emissions from the towers are within 



            3   the federal acceptable safe limits standards, 



            4   which standards are also followed by the state 



            5   Department of Public Health.  



            6              The Federal Act also prohibits this 



            7   Council from discriminating between and amongst 



            8   providers of functionally equivalent services.  



            9   This means that if one carrier already provides 



           10   service for an area, other carriers have the right 



           11   to compete and provide service in the same area.  



           12              The Council's legal notice of the date 



           13   and time of this remote public hearing was 



           14   published in The Connecticut Post on March 3, 



           15   2022.  Upon this Council's request, the 



           16   Certificate Holder erected a sign along Jefferson 



           17   Street near the existing Sacred Heart University 



           18   campus entrance driveway that leads to the 



           19   proposed relocated facility site so as to inform 



           20   the public of the name of the Certificate Holder, 



           21   the type of facility, the remote public hearing 



           22   date, and contact information for the Council, 



           23   including the website and phone number.  



           24              This remote public comment session is 



           25   reserved for the public to make brief statements 
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            1   into the record.  These public statements are not 



            2   subject to questions from the parties or the 



            3   Council, and members of the public making 



            4   statements may not ask questions of the parties or 



            5   the Council.  In fairness to everyone who has 



            6   signed up to speak, these public statements will 



            7   be limited to three minutes and will become part 



            8   of the record for Council consideration.  Please 



            9   be advised that written comments may be submitted 



           10   by any person within 30 days of this public 



           11   hearing.  



           12              As a reminder to all, off-the-record 



           13   communication with a member of the Council or a 



           14   member of the Council's staff upon the merits of 



           15   this requested facility relocation is prohibited 



           16   by law.  



           17              I wish to note that parties and 



           18   intervenors, including their representatives, 



           19   witnesses and members, are not allowed to 



           20   participate in the public comment session.  I also 



           21   wish to note for those who are listening and for 



           22   the benefit of your friends and neighbors who are 



           23   unable to join us for this remote public comment 



           24   session that you or they may send written 



           25   statements to the Council within 30 days of the 
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            1   date hereof by either email or by mail, and such 



            2   written statements will be given the same weight 



            3   as if spoken at the remote public comment session.  



            4   Please be advised that any person may be removed 



            5   from the Zoom remote public comment session at the 



            6   discretion of the Council.  



            7              We ask that each person making a public 



            8   statement in this proceeding to confine his or her 



            9   statements to the subject matter before the 



           10   Council and to avoid unnecessary repetition so 



           11   that we may hear all of the concerns you and your 



           12   neighbors may have.  Please be advised that the 



           13   Council cannot answer questions from the public 



           14   about the proposal.  



           15              A verbatim transcript of this remote 



           16   public hearing will be posted on the Council's 



           17   Docket No. 495A webpage and deposited with the 



           18   Fairfield, Easton and Trumbull Town Clerk's 



           19   Offices and in the Bridgeport City Clerk's Office 



           20   for the convenience of the public.  



           21              Please be advised that the Council's 



           22   project evaluation criteria under the statute does 



           23   not include the consideration of property values.  



           24              Before I call on the members of the 



           25   public to make statements, I request that the 
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            1   Certificate Holder to make a brief presentation to 



            2   the public describing the proposed relocated 



            3   facility.  



            4              Attorney Baldwin.  



            5              MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you, Mr. 



            6   Morissette.  Good evening, everyone.  My name is 



            7   Ken Baldwin.  I'm a lawyer at Robinson & Cole in 



            8   Hartford, and I represent Verizon Wireless in this 



            9   matter before the Connecticut Siting Council.  



           10              I thought it might be helpful just to 



           11   give a brief summary of the history of this site.  



           12   It's moved around a little bit.  And I think this 



           13   map that Attorney Bachman is about ready to put on 



           14   the screen helps us narrate through that history.  



           15              Verizon Wireless, as well as AT&T and 



           16   T-Mobile, have used the old Jewish home building, 



           17   now Toussaint Hall, at Sacred Heart University in 



           18   the center of the campus since the early 2000s for 



           19   the provision of wireless service.  Recently, the 



           20   leases that allowed the carriers to exist on the 



           21   roof have expired.  Verizon, working with Sacred 



           22   Heart University and the other carriers, moved 



           23   forward with an application to the Siting Council 



           24   two years ago to relocate the tower in the 



           25   northwest corner of the Sacred Heart University 
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            1   campus that's shown in the yellow, up in the 



            2   northwest, the upper left-hand corner of this map.  



            3   The label there says proposed monopole and 



            4   equipment within the proposed 50 by 50 foot 



            5   compound.  That was the application that was 



            6   presented to the Siting Council two years ago, and 



            7   in April of 2021 the Siting Council approved that 



            8   in Docket No. 495.



            9              After receiving that approval, Sacred 



           10   Heart University and Verizon Wireless began 



           11   discussing alternatives in an effort to try and 



           12   address concerns that Sacred Heart and the town 



           13   raised.  We went through an extensive process 



           14   looking at a number of different locations on the 



           15   Sacred Heart campus for a relocated facility in an 



           16   effort to address some of those concerns, and 



           17   where we came down on was the location that is 



           18   currently before the Council in what is called 



           19   Docket 495A.  



           20              The 495A tower site is located in the 



           21   low portion of the campus.  As you see, it's in 



           22   yellow, Verizon Wireless permanent facility.  



           23   We'll talk more about the details of that 



           24   facility, but you can see it is located at the 



           25   southwest corner of the Pitt Center, the Pitt 
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            1   Athletic Center on the Sacred Heart campus 



            2   adjacent to the football field.  



            3              Because the new tower would not be 



            4   built before the existing rooftop facilities had 



            5   to be removed, Verizon also received Siting 



            6   Council approval to install a temporary facility 



            7   which is shown here in the middle of the map 



            8   adjacent to the Valentine Recreation building 



            9   where it says proposed Verizon Wireless temporary 



           10   facility.  If we can go to the next slide, please.  



           11              So the proposed facility that is before 



           12   the Siting Council now, again located down at the 



           13   southwest corner of the Pitt Center, consists of 



           14   an irregularly shaped area.  Verizon Wireless 



           15   would construct a bell -- a simulated or a faux 



           16   bell tower structure which would consist of three 



           17   unipole structures and a triangular platform in 



           18   the middle of that structure.  We'll talk about 



           19   the details about that in a second.  



           20              Immediately to the west of that bell 



           21   tower structure would be a new two-story equipment 



           22   shelter shown there on the plan.  That equipment 



           23   shelter would house all of the wireless equipment 



           24   for Verizon Wireless, AT&T and T-Mobile.  It would 



           25   also serve as additional storage for Sacred Heart 
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            1   University athletic teams and for the athletic 



            2   complex.  Could we go to the next slide, please.  



            3              This is an elevation view of the bell 



            4   tower structure.  Again, you see the three 



            5   separate unipole structures as well as a screening 



            6   panel toward the top where it currently says SHU.  



            7   The plan would be to install antennas at four 



            8   different levels.  The top level you'll see the 



            9   antennas inside those unipole structures.  Those 



           10   would be Verizon Wireless antennas.  Beneath those 



           11   in the three different poles are T-Mobile 



           12   antennas.  Behind the RF transparent screening 



           13   panels would be AT&T antennas.  And then 



           14   immediately below the AT&T antennas would be a 



           15   second set of Verizon Wireless antennas.  



           16              So the antennas above those screening 



           17   panels would be within the tower structure itself, 



           18   and the antennas below or behind those screening 



           19   panels would be screened by the panels themselves.  



           20   None of the antennas proposed on this structure 



           21   will be visible from outside the structure, which 



           22   was the original intent when we were dealing with 



           23   Sacred Heart University.  We wanted to have this 



           24   structure appear as a bell tower and screen all of 



           25   the antennas so that they wouldn't be visible from 
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            1   outside the structure.  



            2              I should point out that at this 



            3   afternoon's session Verizon Wireless witnesses 



            4   testified to the fact that even though this 



            5   structure shows the Sacred Heart University logo 



            6   on the RF transparent screen panels and a bell in 



            7   an effort to make it appear as that faux bell 



            8   tower structure, those have been removed from the 



            9   proposal.  We are no longer proposing the SHU 



           10   logo, nor are we proposing the installation of a 



           11   bell on the bell tower structure.  You can also 



           12   see just to the left of the bell tower elevation 



           13   here the actual two-story structure.  That stair 



           14   that would take you up to the second level to 



           15   access Verizon's equipment room would be on the 



           16   back side of that building.  



           17              And then in the upper right-hand corner 



           18   of this plan sheet is a plan view of the antennas 



           19   that would be behind the RF transparent screening 



           20   panels that is shown on the elevation drawing.  



           21              Thank you, Mr. Morissette.  That's all.  



           22              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Attorney 



           23   Baldwin.  Just a quick note on remote public 



           24   hearings.  Remote public hearings are quite 



           25   different than in-person public hearings.  For 
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            1   in-person public hearings members of the public 



            2   can sign up, step up to the podium and offer their 



            3   comments.  For remote public hearings, the public 



            4   is required to sign up to speak in advance in 



            5   order to provide the Council staff with the time 



            6   necessary to facilitate connection precautions, to 



            7   prevent interruptions, or in common terms, bombing 



            8   of the proceedings.  There are protocols, 



            9   procedures and consistency measures that are 



           10   followed as part of the remote public hearing 



           11   process.  Written comments may be submitted within 



           12   30 days of this public hearing.  



           13              We will now proceed with the public 



           14   comment session.  We'll now call on Sarah 



           15   Gravinese to make a public statement followed by 



           16   Fran and Mary Boudreau.  



           17              Sarah, are you with us?  



           18              (No response.)



           19              MR. MORISSETTE:  I don't see Sarah 



           20   Gravinese on the screen at this point so we'll 



           21   move on.  Fran and Mary Boudreau followed by Nancy 



           22   Halpert.  



           23              Fran and Mary Boudreau, please.  



           24              FRAN BOUDREAU:  Hello.  Thank you for 



           25   the opportunity to speak.  Can you hear me okay?  
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            1              MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, I can.  



            2              FRAN BOUDREAU:  Great.



            3              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  



            4              FRAN BOUDREAU:  Our areas of concern 



            5   are in three areas mainly, the first being 



            6   communication.  So we live on Autumn Ridge Road.  



            7   It's mentioned in the documents that I was 



            8   reviewing, yet we received no notification of the 



            9   proceedings or the proposal of the temporary and 



           10   the permanent cell tower installation as others, I 



           11   guess, in the neighborhood surrounding Sacred 



           12   Heart University received.  So we found out when a 



           13   neighbor mentioned it to us.  So we wonder why, 



           14   why was Autumn Ridge excluded from that type of 



           15   notification when our residence is in as close 



           16   proximity to the university as others are across 



           17   Jefferson Street.  



           18              Our second area of concern is around 



           19   noise.  From the documents I reviewed, it 



           20   mentioned a diesel generator.  And so I don't know 



           21   what the noise level is from that.  I don't know 



           22   if I'll hear it from my home.  I don't know if it 



           23   runs continuously or only during power outages.  



           24   It's a concern mainly because there's a limited 



           25   buffer for noise because the barrier between us 









                                      118                        



�





                                                                 





            1   and the university is really a golf course, so the 



            2   noise travels well across that.  We hear the 



            3   football games now.  We hear the SHU band playing.  



            4   So that's a concern for us on the noise level.  



            5              And the third area is around the visual 



            6   impact.  And I don't know if there are lights with 



            7   the tower.  I couldn't discern that from the 



            8   documentation.  I can certainly see the football 



            9   field lights from my yard.  So that's a concern.  



           10              So to summarize, my requirement would 



           11   be I would prefer not to hear it and not to be 



           12   negatively impacted by it in my home.  Thank you.  



           13              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Fran, will 



           14   you be providing any comments this evening?  



           15              FRAN BOUDREAU:  I'm Fran.  Mary is with 



           16   me, and we're set.  Thank you.  



           17              MR. MORISSETTE:  Okay.  Very good.  



           18   Sorry about that.  Thank you.  



           19              Okay.  We will now move on to Nancy 



           20   Halpert followed by Mark Halpert.  



           21              NANCY HALPERT:  My name is Nancy 



           22   Halpert, and I have lived for 31 years at 344 



           23   Autumn Ridge Road.  My property lies at the end of 



           24   the cul-de-sac directly across from the football 



           25   field at Sacred heart University.  I'm appalled 
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            1   that in the two-year approval process of the 



            2   Jefferson Street site with the now proposed site 



            3   at the SHU football field that Robinson & Cole, 



            4   acting on behalf of Cellco Partnership for review 



            5   by the Siting Council and other parties, failed 



            6   multiple times to contact anyone in my immediate 



            7   neighborhood or ask for our thoughts on the direct 



            8   impact on our street.  



            9              One, a temporary tower was built with 



           10   no contact with or input from our neighborhood, 



           11   and it's visible from my yard.  Imagine our 



           12   surprise to suddenly see a temporary cell tower in 



           13   our backyard.  We were omitted.  



           14              Two, my next-door neighbors and other 



           15   neighbors' addresses, 360 and 216 Autumn Ridge 



           16   Road respectfully, were mentioned multiple times 



           17   in each iteration of paperwork surrounding this 



           18   project, yet no notification to them or anyone on 



           19   my street.  We were omitted.  



           20              Three, in Petition 1470, attachment 2, 



           21   page 10, the site plan, our neighborhood is deemed 



           22   as abutting properties according to the lines and 



           23   legend.  Further, in Docket 495A, Exhibit 2, page 



           24   13, abutters plan, our houses on Autumn Ridge and 



           25   immediate neighborhood are once again clearly 









                                      120                        



�





                                                                 





            1   identified as abutting properties in the legend to 



            2   the maps.  In addition, in Petition 1470, the 



            3   interrogatories, page 5, Question 10, specifically 



            4   notes the distance to the nearest off site off 



            5   campus residence at 850 feet from 360 Autumn Ridge 



            6   Road, my immediate neighbor.  We were omitted.  



            7              Four, in Docket 495 our properties 



            8   failed to be included on the map whatsoever.  Four 



            9   major oversights, and the law firm failed each 



           10   time to notify us.  We were omitted.  Donna Drive, 



           11   Weeping Willow Lane, Jefferson Street, Park Avenue 



           12   property owners were contacted multiple times, yet 



           13   my neighbors on Autumn Ridge Road and vicinity are 



           14   only 1,250 feet to 1,405 feet from the proposed 



           15   cell tower at the football field and were never 



           16   notified.  



           17              Ironically, a photographer was sent 



           18   twice in April 2020 and September 2021 to depict 



           19   the visibility of the approved telecom tower from 



           20   the end of my driveway and from my next-door 



           21   neighbor's yard, pictures 14 and 15 in the visual 



           22   assessment and photo simulation printed April 



           23   2020.  Someone must have identified Autumn Ridge 



           24   Road as a place worth considering from the maps 



           25   enough to take these pictures.  
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            1              In today's evidentiary hearing I 



            2   learned that the Jefferson Street location is off 



            3   the table due to opposition from the neighbors.  



            4   Since my neighborhood was never notified about the 



            5   tower in any of the three locations, nor afforded 



            6   the right to express our opinions though clearly 



            7   should have been, at a bare minimum, we deserve 



            8   the same accommodation.  Therefore, I urge you to 



            9   reject the proposal and move the tower to the 



           10   football field.  Thank you very much.  



           11              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mrs. 



           12   Halpert.  We'll now call on Marc Halpert.  



           13              MARC HALPERT:  My name is Marc Halpert.  



           14   I've lived at 344 Autumn Ridge Road for 31 years 



           15   at the end of the cul-de-sac, the quiet cul-de-sac 



           16   directly across from Sacred Heart University 



           17   football field which sits atop a hill overlooking 



           18   my property.  I moved there for the quiet 



           19   enjoyment of a backyard with a natural view of a 



           20   golf course.  



           21              As Sacred Heart University grows, so 



           22   does its encroachment on my house and my 



           23   neighborhood.  The sound pollution from drums 



           24   pounding, band practice at the football field into 



           25   the late evenings, weekend stadium events with 
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            1   blasting pep rally music and MC comments over loud 



            2   speakers cascading at us from up on top of the 



            3   hill.  Light pollution from bright white football 



            4   field floodlights seen from my backyard, seen from 



            5   my house, seen from my bedroom.  Now that 495A was 



            6   amended yet once again and further discussed this 



            7   afternoon, it's now a tripole cell tower with 



            8   three fiberglass boards.  SHU has rescinded the 



            9   bell and the insignia due to the Town of 



           10   Fairfield's zoning restrictions against the bell 



           11   or the SHU's insignia on a sign.  



           12              You show my property as an abutter on 



           13   the maps.  Check the map legends.  We are affected 



           14   by any change to the football field on the hill, 



           15   the noise, the light in our bedroom windows.  See, 



           16   we certainly do abut Sacred Heart University more 



           17   than just map wise.  



           18              Docket 495A proposing to relocate the 



           19   cell tower to a corner of the football field moves 



           20   it much close to Autumn Ridge Road high atop a 



           21   hill overlooking a treeless, open golf course 



           22   green, 100 feet tall now, the tower now atop a 



           23   hill.  The tower is proposed to be located 



           24   according to the yet newest maps, today's maps, 



           25   1,405 feet from the street in front of my mailbox.  
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            1   It's .266 miles, but it's really 1,302 feet, .24 



            2   miles, less than a quarter of a mile from our 



            3   bedroom windows at the back left corner of my 



            4   house based upon my measurement this afternoon.  I 



            5   consider this measurement to be more accurate 



            6   being that's where I would see the cell tower from 



            7   my home.  



            8              To be clear, the topography where 



            9   Cellco proposes the tower location will make it 



           10   literally tower atop a hill overlooking our 



           11   properties and the golf course.  If I can see the 



           12   football field poles, the light poles 80 feet high 



           13   further away from my house on the other side of 



           14   the football field, don't you think I'm going to 



           15   be able to see a 100-foot high cell tower adjacent 



           16   to the score board?  That's equivalent to a 



           17   five-story building being built on a hill behind 



           18   my house.  



           19              It's now time, my time to vocally urge 



           20   the Siting Council to be sensitive to our 



           21   viewpoints as part of the entire Sacred Heart 



           22   University neighborhood, including us just less 



           23   than a quarter of a mile away below the hill in 



           24   eyeshot of the football field poles and any 



           25   further unattractive encroaching development -- 
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            1   (TIME ELAPSED) 



            2              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, 



            3   Mr. Halpert.  Unfortunately, your time has run 



            4   out, but thank you for your comments this evening.  



            5              We will now move on to Michael Katz 



            6   followed by Judy Katz.  



            7              Michael Katz.  



            8              MICHAEL KATZ:  Hi, can you hear me?  



            9              MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes.



           10              MICHAEL KATZ:  My name is Michael Katz, 



           11   and I reside at 310 Autumn Ridge Road in 



           12   Fairfield.  From my property I can clearly see 



           13   buildings on the Sacred Heart east campus, the 



           14   temporary cell phone tower, and importantly, 



           15   lighting fixtures atop football field stanchions.  



           16   My property is indicated as an abutting property 



           17   to the site of the proposed permanent cell phone 



           18   tower as it is encircled by a double dashed line 



           19   on the map that is included in Exhibit 2 of the 



           20   February 11, 2022 motion.  My property is 



           21   similarly indicated as abutting on maps included 



           22   in the petition for the temporary tower and in 



           23   Docket 495.  



           24              Despite being an abutting property, 



           25   I've never received formal notice of any plans to 
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            1   erect a cell phone tower in my vicinity, and thus 



            2   have never previously had an opportunity to weigh 



            3   in on siting alternatives.  I now voice my 



            4   objections to the proposed site.  I object to the 



            5   construction of the cell phone tower at the 



            6   proposed site due to the negative impact on our 



            7   sight lines.  I understand that the tower will be 



            8   100-feet high, which is higher than the lighting 



            9   fixtures atop the football field stanchions that 



           10   are already visible.  



           11              I note that the visual impact statement 



           12   included in the motion did not consider the view 



           13   from any property on Autumn Ridge Road and that 



           14   its conclusion regarding the lack of impact on 



           15   residents is highly misleading.  I understand that 



           16   the cell phone tower will be disguised in the bell 



           17   tower; however, I don't believe that a potential 



           18   property buyer will be unaware of its function.  



           19   How could I explain why a bell tower was 



           20   constructed near the football field at the 



           21   periphery of the Sacred Heart campus versus being 



           22   in a central location.  



           23              I urge the Siting Council to consider 



           24   reducing the height of the cell phone tower as I 



           25   did not hear a compelling reason this afternoon 
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            1   why the increased elevation of the proposed site 



            2   versus the Jefferson site required a 100-foot 



            3   height.  



            4              Having lived in my residence for over 



            5   15 years, we really enjoy being here and it is a 



            6   major asset of ours.  We therefore request an 



            7   alternative site be considered and then a reduced 



            8   height be mandated if an alternative site is not 



            9   possible.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  



           10              JUDITH KATZ:  Good evening.  My name is 



           11   Judith Katz and I reside also at 310 Autumn Ridge 



           12   Road in Fairfield.  We're four houses down from 



           13   216 Autumn Ridge Road which in Docket 495 was 



           14   identified as the nearest residence to the 



           15   proposed cell phone tower site.  I'm here to speak 



           16   against relocating the cell phone tower to the 



           17   edge of the football field.  



           18              Currently the back of our home looks up 



           19   a hill to the football field at Sacred Heart where 



           20   I clearly view both the poles and the lights on 



           21   top that function at the football field as well as 



           22   the temporary cell phone tower that's nearby.  The 



           23   new proposed cell phone tower on the edge of the 



           24   football field will be even higher at 100 feet and 



           25   will be clearly viewed from my house.  The tree 
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            1   heights between my home and the field do not 



            2   screen my view of the lights and will not screen a 



            3   proposed cell phone tower near the field.  



            4              I've been very frustrated by the lack 



            5   of communication concerning placement of the cell 



            6   phone tower over the past two years.  I was never 



            7   officially notified of any proposals in spite of 



            8   exhibits in Docket 495 and Exhibit 2 in the 



            9   February 11th motion showing that my property 



           10   abuts the site.  While the proposal states that 



           11   the cell phone tower will be disguised as a bell 



           12   tower, I believe it will be unsightly and 



           13   certainly from the pictures this afternoon.  



           14              In addition, it may have a billboard 



           15   and a two-story equipment building with a diesel 



           16   fueled generator on a concrete pad.  I am 



           17   concerned about noise from this and additional 



           18   lights from any structures that could be heard and 



           19   seen from my home.  A cell phone tower will 



           20   detract from the appearance that I can see from my 



           21   home and in my neighborhood.  



           22              I grew up in Fairfield, and it's a 



           23   great town.  I urge you to find a better location 



           24   for this cell phone tower that will not impact 



           25   residential neighborhoods or my home.  Thank you.  
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            1              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mrs. Katz.  



            2              We'll now move to the next person in 



            3   the queue, Mohsen Sheikh.  Mohsen?  



            4              MOHSEN SHEIKH:  Hi, can you hear me?  



            5              MR. MORISSETTE:  Yes, I can.  Thank 



            6   you.  



            7              MOHSEN SHEIKH:  Thank you, 



            8   Mr. Chairman.  I live on 351 Autumn Ridge Road.  



            9   And I'm really happy for Sacred Heart's growth in 



           10   the last five to eight years.  My concern is the 



           11   tower and the visibility from my house.  I live 



           12   right across from Marc's house, and I can see 



           13   exactly what Marc said which is the lights at 



           14   night and the noise that we currently receive when 



           15   the games are happening.  And the tower is just 



           16   another thing that we have to see every day.  



           17              And I work in telecom, and I'm not very 



           18   comfortable with the radiation or how powerful 



           19   that tower is going to be if it's 5G.  I don't 



           20   know what that tower -- I would like to know what 



           21   that tower has, is it 5G, what type of radiation 



           22   it's going to put out.  I'm not really comfortable 



           23   with having that right in front of my eyesight.  



           24              The other thing with the growth for 



           25   Sacred Heart is the construction.  So currently I 
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            1   work from home.  They are doing construction in 



            2   front of my house and then they're doing, there's 



            3   noise in the back.  So it would be great if the 



            4   committee can find another place for this tower.  



            5   That would be fantastic because it's another thing 



            6   as the Sacred Heart is growing -- (AUDIO 



            7   INTERRUPTION) Thank you.  



            8              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you.  Thank you 



            9   for your comments this evening.  



           10              Next on the list is Gustavo Pires.  



           11   Gustavo Pires.  I don't see Gustavo on the screen 



           12   here so we'll come back.  



           13              Next on the list is Kirwin Michael 



           14   Irish.  Mr. Irish.  



           15              KIRWIN MICHAEL IRISH:  I don't want to 



           16   be redundant and repeat what Nancy and Marc had 



           17   said, Fran, Michael and Judy and Mo, but I am very 



           18   concerned about the location of this bell tower -- 



           19   or excuse me, cell phone tower.  What I have seen 



           20   and witnessed and heard from that direct line of 



           21   sight that I have to the football field is the 



           22   constant noise, the lights, the concerts morning, 



           23   afternoon and evening.  Sometimes Sacred Heart 



           24   University doesn't extinguish the lights 



           25   overnight.  And then as Mo pointed out, across the 
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            1   street at the former General Electric site there's 



            2   a considerable amount of construction going on, 



            3   and very frequently there are lights left on there 



            4   overnight.  



            5              I don't have a lot of trust in Sacred 



            6   Heart University doing the right thing for its 



            7   neighbors.  The lack of communication has been 



            8   terrible.  I think if you compare the area from 



            9   1986 until now, there has been an 



           10   industrialization of this area without 



           11   consideration for people who live in residences.  



           12   I believe the construction of this tower will 



           13   result in more noise, possible environmental 



           14   damage to people, and will certainly have a 



           15   negative impact on our property values.  



           16              And I think that the actions as we have 



           17   seen over the past few months by the lack of 



           18   communication is a testimony to that.  I think 



           19   there are other places on the campus you might 



           20   consider putting it, or you might in fact go over 



           21   to the Smith Richardson Golf Course which 



           22   certainly has a higher elevation than we're 



           23   talking about here and a clearer view down to Long 



           24   Island Sound and across to Long Island.  



           25              I respectfully submit my remarks, and I 









                                      131                        



�





                                                                 





            1   hope you will take everything we say tonight into 



            2   very serious consideration.  Thank you.  



            3              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Mr. Irish.  



            4   We'll now call upon Karen McCormack.  Karen 



            5   McCormack.



            6              KAREN McCORMACK:  Yes, I am here.  



            7   Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I am speaking here as a 



            8   resident of Fairfield.  I reside at 305 Winnepoge 



            9   Drive in Fairfield.  And I'm also speaking on 



           10   behalf of constituents that I represent within the 



           11   Fairfield Representative Town Meeting District 2.  



           12   I've been contacted by a few residents from that 



           13   district in which I represent a section of 



           14   Fairfield on the legislative body for the Town of 



           15   Fairfield.  And they reached out to me asking for 



           16   assistance to advocate for them on the concerns 



           17   that they had regarding both the process and the 



           18   ultimate placement of the temporary tower and then 



           19   what this Council is set to do, which is to set 



           20   the place for the permanent -- placement of the 



           21   permanent tower.  



           22              And my concerns surround what clearly 



           23   is depicted as abutting property owners in the 



           24   Autumn Ridge Road area.  If you do look at the 



           25   maps and plot plans that were submitted, it 
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            1   clearly indicates in the legend for the maps that 



            2   the Autumn Ridge Road property owners are clearly 



            3   abutting owners of the site where this is going to 



            4   be, at least depicted in the applicant's own 



            5   documents submitted.  It does appear to me, as 



            6   I've come to understand, that the Jefferson Street 



            7   location is now off the table because the 



            8   neighbors on both Donna Drive and Weeping Willow 



            9   Lane objected to the placement of the tower on 



           10   Jefferson Street.  And Jefferson Street actually 



           11   cuts through the separation between the university 



           12   property and those property owners.  



           13              Similarly, we have a situation where 



           14   the university property is set, and in between the 



           15   university property and Autumn Ridge Road there's 



           16   a strip a land, a fairly narrow strip of land 



           17   that's owned by the City of Bridgeport, I believe, 



           18   and the Fairchild Wheeler Golf Course.  So 



           19   similarly situated I think the Autumn Ridge 



           20   homeowners are and their exposure to the tower 



           21   both environmentally and physically and having to 



           22   deal with the site problems of having to look at 



           23   this thing from their backyards, from their home 



           24   windows, that they should have been taken into 



           25   account, their wishes, their desires, their 
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            1   concerns, their input should have been taken into 



            2   account.  



            3              And because they were not properly 



            4   noticed, I respectfully request that the Siting 



            5   Council deny the placement of the permanent tower 



            6   in the location that they're seeking and I guess 



            7   begin the process over to properly notice these 



            8   folks so that they can have input, possibly hire 



            9   legal counsel to represent their interests and to 



           10   advocate for them directly.  It's not fair that 



           11   they've been put behind the 8 ball and have had to 



           12   literally learn the Siting Council lingo and 



           13   language and what's involved here and spend hours 



           14   and hours and hours of their time as laypersons 



           15   trying to figure out how they can properly 



           16   advocate for themselves.  I think they've done a 



           17   wonderful job, but I also think that they are due 



           18   and entitled to due process on this, and therefore 



           19   I ask the Council to respectfully decline the 



           20   application in this matter.  Thank you very much. 



           21              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, Ms. 



           22   McCormack.  Thank you for your comments this 



           23   evening.  We will now go back and see if Sara 



           24   Gravinese is available.  Sarah?  



           25              (No response.) 
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            1              MR. MORISSETTE:  And we'll now see if 



            2   Gustavo Pires is available.  Gustavo?  



            3              (No response.)



            4              MR. MORISSETTE:  We'll do it one more 



            5   time.  Sara Gravinese, 178 Autumn Ridge Road.  And 



            6   Gustavo Pires, 268 Autumn Ridge Road.  



            7              (No response.)



            8              MR. MORISSETTE:  Thank you, everyone, 



            9   for providing comments this evening.  They were 



           10   very much appreciated.  



           11              The Council announces that the 



           12   evidentiary record in this matter will remain open 



           13   for the Certificate Holder's submission of 



           14   Late-File exhibits requested by the Council during 



           15   the hearing session this afternoon.  A copy of the 



           16   Late-Filed exhibits will be available on the 



           17   Council's Docket No. 495A webpage.  



           18              Please note that anyone who has not 



           19   become a party or intervenor, but who desires to 



           20   make his or her views known to the Council, may 



           21   file written statements with the Council until the 



           22   public comment record is closed.  



           23              Copies of the transcript of this 



           24   hearing will be deposited in the Fairfield, Easton 



           25   and Trumbull Town Clerk's Offices and the 
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            1   Bridgeport City Clerk's Office for the convenience 



            2   of the public.  



            3              I hereby declare this hearing 



            4   adjourned.  Thank you again, everyone, for your 



            5   participation.  Have a good evening.  



            6              (Whereupon, the public comment session 



            7   concluded at 7:10 p.m.)
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