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PETITION NO. 618T - Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless petition for a declaratory ruling that no Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need is required for the proposed modification to an existing Connecticut Light and Power Company transmission structure located at 67 Hawthorne Mead Drive, Glastonbury, Connecticut.
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DRAFT Findings of Fact

Introduction

1. On March 14, 2003, Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (Verizon) petitioned the Connecticut Siting Council (Council) for a declaratory ruling that no Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need (Certificate) would be required for the proposed modification to an existing 130-foot Connecticut Light and Power (CL&P) tranmission structure located at 67 Hawthorne Mead Drive, Glastonbury, Connecticut.  (Verizon 1, p. 1, 2)
2. The Council held a public hearing on this petition on June 18, 2003, beginning at 7:00 p.m. at the Glastonbury Town Hall, 2155 Main Street, Glastonbury, Connecticut.  Public notice of the hearing was published in The Hartford Courant on November 26, 2002, The Glastonbury Citizen and the Rivereast News Bulletin on December 6, 2002.  The Council and its staff conducted a field inspection of the existing tower site on June 18, 2003, beginning at 4:30 p.m. (Transcript p. 3; Council Hearing Notice of November 22, 2002; Record)

3.  The party in this proceeding is the applicant.  (Transcript p. 4)  

4. Pursuant to General Statutes ( 16-50j (h), the following state agencies were solicited to submit written comments regarding the proposed facility on April 15, 2003; Department of Environmental Protection (DEP), Department of Public Health (DPH), Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), Department of Public Utility Control (DPUC), Office of Policy and Management (OPM), Department of Economic and Community Development (DECD), and the Department of Transportation (DOT).  No comments were received from these agencies.  (Record)

Existing Conditions and Proposed Modifications

5. The existing site consists of a 130-foot lattice tranmsmission line tower located within a CL&P easement on property owned by Angelo J. and Laurie A. Tebano.  Verizon has proposed locating antennas on a CL&P tower, referred to as the north site, located about 500 feet north of Hebron Avenue an alternate to the proposed site.  The north site consists of a 112-foot lattice transmission line tower located on property owned by CL&P.  The trees in the tower area are approximately 65 feet above ground level (agl).   (Verizon 1, p. 3, Tab 2; Verizon X, p. 2;   )  
6. Verizon proposes to install a 150-foot power mount monopole within the existing lattice tower.  The proposed power mount would have the ability to support Verizon’s antennas and the antennas of one additional carrier.  Verizon proposes to install 12 panel antennas at the 150-foot level on the proposed power mount.  Verizon would install a 12-foot by 30-foot equipment shelter near the base of the tower within a 42-foot by 28-foot equipment compound that would be enclosed by an 8-foot stockade fence.  (Verizon 1, p. 3, Tab 2)

Environmental, Historic, and Safety Concerns  

7. Extension of the existing tower would have no effect on historic, architectural, or archaeological sites listed on or eligible for the National Register of Historic Places, or on properties of traditional cultural importance to the Connecticut Native American Community.  (SpectraSite 5)
8. An aeronautical study, performed by the Federal Aviation Administration, determined that obstruction lighting or marking would not be required for an extended tower.  (SpectraSite 1a)  

9. The cumulative electromagnetic radio-frequency (RF) power density for all existing and proposed RF sources on the tower would not exceed the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) standard for worst case exposure at the base of the tower.  (SpectraSite 1, Attachment E)

10. The existing tower and foundation are structurally adequate to support the proposed extension and antenna loading.  (SpectraSite 1, Attachment B)  
Visibility
11. SpectraSite performed a visibility analysis of the proposed facility using computer aided spatial analysis techniques and field studies.  Based on the visibility model, the proposed extension would increase visibility from 27 acres to 37 acres.  The extended tower would be visible from one additional area on Route 66, the intersection with West Street.  The visibility of the proposed tower from public roads within a two-mile radius of the site is presented in the following table and depicted on Figure 1.

Location
                    Direction from Proposed Site 
Length of Road Visibility     

Route 66



0.2 miles southeast


0.25 miles

Route 66



0.2 miles south



0.15 miles

Route 66/West Street



0.8 miles southwest


0.1 miles


(SpectraSite 6; Transcript p. 15) 

13.
The proposed tower extension would not be visible from the Town of Columbia Recreation Area, approximately 0.5 miles north of the site.  The town may develop ballfields in a wooded portion of the recreation area adjacent to the site at a future date.  The tower may be visible from the development area.  A minimum wooded buffer distance of 550 feet would exist between the tower site and potential ballfield development area.  (SpectraSite 3, Q. 3; SpectraSite 6; Transcript p. 24)  

14.
The tower would be visible from open areas approximately 0.1 to 0.6 miles east and southeast of the site.  A few homes are located within the open areas.  (SpectraSite 6; Transcript p. 25)

AT&T’s Coverage and Design Needs

15. AT&T requires a signal level threshold of –85 dbm to satisfy their minimum design criteria in this area.  AT&T seeks to provide coverage to Route 66 between Route 87 and Route 316.  Locating antennas at the 150-foot level would provide continuous service between AT&T site CT-861, a 180-foot monopole on Thompson Hill Road in Columbia and AT&T site CT-865, a flagpole facility in on Wall Street in Hebron.  Figure 2 depicts existing and proposed coverage with antennas located at 150-feet.  The figure depicts a gap between the subject site and site CT-865; however, drive test data demonstrates this area will receive adequate coverage from the subject site with antennas at 150 feet.  (SpectraSite 3, Q. 3; Transcript p. 51-55)
16.
Locating antennas at 130 feet agl would result in a reduction in coverage northeast and southwest of the site.  A quarter mile gap on Route 66 would occur southwest of the Route 66-Route 87 intersection.  Coverage with antennas at 140 feet was not modeled.  (SpectraSite 3, Q. 3; Transcript p. 53-55)  

             FIGURE 1

                 VISIBILITY OF TOWER AND PROPOSED EXTENSION
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FIGURE 2

AT&T EXISTING AND PROPOSED COVERAGE WITH

ANTENNAS AT 150 FEET
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(SpectraSite 1, Attachment D)
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