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JULIE D. KOHLER

PLEASE REPLY TO: Bridgeport
E-Mail Address: jkohler@cchenandwolf.com

January 9, 2012

VIA REGULAR MAIL AND ELECTRONIC MAIL

Ms. Linda L. Roberts
Connecticut Siting Council
Ten Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

Re: Docket No. 401,
Application by T-Mobile Northeast LLC for a Certificate
of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need for a
Telecommunications Facility at 208 Valley Road in the .
Town of New Canaan, Connecticut

Dear Ms. Roberts:

In connection with the above-referenced docket, enclosed please find Applicant T-
Mobile’s Supplemental Proposed Findings of Fact.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

‘Jery truly yours,

J&Je%ukc‘)'rir ‘)&’

JDK/lee

cc:  Service List (Via electronic mail)



STATE OF CONNECTICUT
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

RE: APPLICATION BY T-MOBILE DOCKET NO. 401
NORTHEAST LLC FOR A
CERTIFICATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL
COMPATIBILITY AND PUBLIC NEED
FOR A TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY
AT 208 VALLEY ROAD IN THE TOWN
OF NEW CANAAN, CONNECTICUT Date: January 9, 2012

HE APPLICANT’'S SUPPLEMENTAL PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT

Pursuant to § 16-50j-31 of the Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies, T-
Mobile Northeast LLC (“T-Mobile”) submits these supplemental proposed findings of

fact.

83.  On November 2, 2010 T-Mobile filed a motion to reopen the evidentiary
proceedings for the limited purpose of considering the reconfiguration of the proposed
telecommunication facility to accommodate a third carrier, and to allow Cingular
Wireless PCS, LLC (*AT&T") to intervene. (T-Mobile Motion to Reopen dated November
2, 2010).

84. On November 15, 2010 AT&T filed for intervenor status. (AT&T Request for
Intervention dated November 15, 2010).

85.  On November 18, 2010 the Council approved T-Mobile’s request to reopen the
evidentiary proceeding, and AT&T's request to intervene. (December 8, 2011 1:00 p.m.
Transcript [“12/8/11 Tr."] p. 4).

86.  On August 25, 2011 AT&T withdrew its participation as an intervenor in this

docket. (AT&T letter dated August 25, 2011).



87.  T-Mobile worked with the landowner to redesign the site in a way that
accommodated the carrier interest, and addressed the landowner’s design concerns.
(12/8/11 Tr. pgs. 13, 15).

88. T-Mobile submitted revised design plans on December 1, 2011. (Supplemental
Pre-filed Testimony of Carlo Centore, P.E. [“Supplemental Centore Testimony”],
Attachment A).

89. The differences between the original and revised facility design are captured in

the chart provided in the Supplemental Centore testimony.

ORIGINAL DESIGN REVISED DESIGN
Carrier Co-focation T-Mobile, Verizon and AT&T  [T-Mobile and Verizon
Compound Area 1,250 SF 1,250 SF
Tree removal 3 trees 5 trees
Screening Existing natural vegetative and [The addition of a double row of
topographical screening 6-8 feet tall arborvitae trees

along the east side of the
compound to further screen

the site.
Visibility in immediate Verizon's shelter would be Top of Verizon's shelter (and
area visible above the perimeter any appurtenant equipment)
fence will not be seen from the

nearest down gradient
residential structure on the
Property.




90. The Facility wouid remain the same height (120 ft). T-Mobile would occupy one
level (at 117 ft. AGL) and Verizon would occupy two levels (106 ft. and 96 ft. AGL) in the
Revised Design. (Supplemental Cenfore Testimony, pg. 2).

2.  The Revised Design would have no impact on the proposed clearing and grading
requirements, NEPA results or initial RF coverage. (Supplemental Centore Testimony,
pg. 3; 12/8/11 Tr. pgs. 9-10).

92.  The tower in the Revised Design would be narrower than that in the Original
Design, and therefore there would be some improvement to the near view visibility.
(Supplemental Centore Testimony, pg. 9)

93. The Revised Design has been approved by the landowner and Verizon. (12/8/11
Tr. pgs. 17, 19).

94. The Revised Design would have no impact on Verizon's proposed coverage.
(12/8/11 Tr. pg. 39).

95.  As a result of the landowner input, T-Mobile has not designed the Facility to be

extendable, but could do so if requested by the Council. (12/8/11 Tr. pgs. 28,30).



Dated at Bridgeport, Connecticut, this 9" January, 2012.

THE APPLICANT,
T-MOBILE NORTHEAST LLC

By: ‘/\ i I‘;D v '& S

Attdrneys for the Applicant
Julie D. Kohler, Esq.
jkohler@cohenandwolf.com
Jesse A. Langer, Esq.
jlanger@cohenandwolf.com
Cohen and Wolf, P.C.

1115 Broad Street
Bridgeport, CT 06604

Tel. (203) 368-0211

Fax (203) 394-9901




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on this day a copy of the foregoing was delivered by
Electronic Mail and regular mail, postage prepaid, to all parties and intervenors of

record, as follows:

Kenneth C. Baldwin, Esq.
Robinson & Cole LLP

280 Trumbull Street

Hartford, CT 06103-3597

(Via Email: kbaldwin@rc.com)

anu é,P_D- ‘ﬁ/)) -

(} Julie D. Kohler




