PETITION NO. 449 - VoiceStream Wireless petition for a declaratory ruling that no Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need is required for the modification of an existing Connecticut Light and Power telecommunications facility located west of Willis Street on South Mountain in Bristol, Connecticut.
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Opinion
On March 14, 2000, VoiceStream Wireless (VoiceStream) submitted a petition to the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) requesting a ruling that the proposed replacement of an existing 125-foot guyed tower owned by the Connecticut Light and Power Company (CL&P) off of Willis Street in Bristol, Connecticut would not have a substantial adverse environmental effect and that no Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need would be required from the Council.  The proposed new self-supporting 160-foot tower would hold all 18 of the existing CL&P antennas, with six VoiceStream panel antennas mounted at the top of the tower.  In addition, the new replacement tower could hold the antennas of one other wireless carrier, Nextel Communications (Nextel).  Space for the antennas of a third carrier is possible, but less certain due to potential radiofrequency interference from other antennas. 

The existing six-acre site includes three towers: A 125-foot AT&T tower, a 120-foot Springwich Cellular Limited Partnership (Springwich) tower, and the CL&P tower.  At an elevation of 1,040 feet above mean sea level (AMSL), the existing CL&P tower is presently visible to nearby homes on Willis Street which are within a single family residential zone.  Furthermore, all three towers on this site are clearly visible over a large area to the north, including the downtown Bristol area.

The proposed replacement tower would have antenna space available only at the 140-foot and 150-foot levels; all other portions of the tower would be occupied by VoiceStream and CL&P antennas.  Nextel would prefer to attach its antennas at the 150-foot level, but has indicated it would experience only a negligible loss of coverage in downtown Bristol if antennas were mounted at 110 feet above ground level (AGL).  VoiceStream developed coverage propagation maps which indicate that the projected antenna heights of 140 feet, 150 feet, and 160 feet AGL show virtually no difference in expected coverage between them.  Additionally, coverage maps developed by Springwich indicate no significant difference in coverage from Springwich antennas mounted at 120 feet, 140 feet or 150 feet AGL from the adjacent Springwich tower.  Consequently, VoiceStream has not demonstrated a need to operate antennas at the proposed level of 160 feet AGL, nor have they demonstrated a need to replace the existing CL&P tower.  However, VoiceStream did suggest that it would construct a new tower in downtown Bristol if the Council did not approve this petition.  This threat is unfounded and should not be used to intimidate local officials.

Other options may be available to VoiceStream, including use of the existing nearby Springwich tower, an alternative not fully explored by VoiceStream.  Use of the existing Springwich tower would offer significant advantages.  This tower is more isolated from residential development, could be replaced as a streamlined monopole, and may offer enough space for a total of six carriers, which is three, and possibly four, more carriers than the heavily loaded CL&P tower could accommodate.

The Council finds that the proposed construction of a new 160-foot CL&P tower could constitute a significant environmental effect and will therefore deny this petition without prejudice.  However, the Council encourages all interested telecommunications providers to work together on a plan to develop the under-utilized Springwich tower for the co-location of antennas and associated equipment.

