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To the Committee on Environment 

State of Connecticut General Assembly 

I am a resident of Darien.  I am writing to you regarding the Committee on Environment-Committee Bill 

No. 122, An Act Concerning the Replanting of Trees in Public Areas Cleared by Utility Companies.  Our 

town is frequently hard hit with power outages which cause safety problems and other hardships. While 

I appreciate the need for reliable electric power, we have also begun to experience the undesirable 

environmental impacts of Eversource, our local utility company, clear cutting throughout our town.  

Our local officials took action when Eversource was planning a substantial clear cut on a tract of land in a 

residential neighborhood in our town in 2021. The plan involved land owned by the Town, over which 

Eversource holds an easement, as well as land owned by Eversource and the Connecticut Department of 

Transportation property along the railroad tracks. Therefore, I believe that areas to be addressed by the 

bill (line 8) should be more clearly defined than simply “public”, as there may also be quasi-public and, 

possibly, residential land involved in a cutting or clear cutting plan. 

The Town was ultimately able to negotiate a replanting plan with Eversource in the area of Little Brook 

Road, which identified additional issues that should be addressed in this bill. 

1. The bill requires “like for like” replacement of trees removed. This may not be the best plan, and may 

cause future issues. For example, Eversource does not plant trees or vegetation that might grow to 

interfere with power lines in the future. Similarly, replacing every tree taken down might not be the best 

way to regrow an area.  Invasive species, such as the Tree of Heaven, should not be replaced with the 

same. Expertise in planning is needed, not a one size fits all approach. 

2. There should be a maintenance agreement from Eversource to enhance the probability that the 

replanting program is successful, with a requirement to replace trees if they do not thrive for a specified 

time period in the future. New trees need watering and care. 

3. Many towns do not have the expertise or resources to plan and implement a successful replanting 

plan. The result of this bill would place the burden on each town taking advantage of these funds to find 

required resources of expertise to most effectively and efficiently perform quality work. It might be 

better done if a State agency was involved, or utility companies paid for a third party advisor. 

4. The proposed bill does not address the extra time and money required to care for the newly planted 

trees and vegetation to help assure they survive after planting. It seems towns will become liable for 

these costs.  The bill should include funding for maintenance costs. 

5. The funding amount for the Vegetation Restoration Fund should take into consideration cost-per-acre 

for remediation and area of impact per municipality.  This will better reflect the actual amount required 

to replace the vegetation removed.   

I greatly appreciate the committee addressing the aggressive nature of clear cutting that has 

necessitated this replanting bill. The existing process of clear cutting and remediation needs to be 

addressed with ample consideration for both reliable power and local environments. I urge the 

committee to continue to refine this bill, it can make a difference if done properly. 

Thank you. 

Very truly yours, 


