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February 24, 2026 

Energy and Technology Committee 
Legislative Office Building 
Room 3900 
Hartford, Connecticut 06106 
 

IN RE: S.B. No. 243 and S.B. No. 245 — February 24, 2026 Public Hearing 

Co-Chair Needleman, Co-Chair Steinberg, Vice Chair Maroney, Vice Chair Sanchez, Ranking Member 
Fazio, Ranking Member Marra, and Members of the Committee: 

On behalf of Consumer Energy Alliance (CEA), my name is Bryson Hull and I thank you for the 
opportunity to submit testimony today. At CEA, we advocate for energy policy that benefits families, 
small businesses, and communities, and we judge it by three standards: Will proposed legislation or 
policy deliver affordable, reliable, and cleaner energy? 

On S.B. No. 243 — An Act Requiring a Study of the Design of Residential Electric Customer Bills 

Connecticut's families, small businesses, and farmers do not need another study of their electricity bills 
— they need PURA focused on its important work of righting the state’s utility regulatory ship. PURA, 
Chairman Thomas Wiehl and his fellow commissioners are working hard, the agency has a high workload 
already, and faces an enormous, urgent agenda. Many decisions issued by his predecessor have been 
found unlawful in court and must be re-decided and this will directly affect ratepayers and affordability. 
Requiring PURA to study a bill re-design study less than three years after the new design arrived will 
take executive time and attention away from more pressing matters affecting affordability and 
reliability.  

Connecticut's residential bill redesign is strong, and the ratepayer education campaigns that 
accompanied it have been cited as models across the country. Compare that to New York, where 
ratepayers do not have transparent bills and therefore have little understanding of the state-mandated 
taxes and fees that account for almost half of their bills. The regulatory compact has always made 
regulated utilities the messenger for state-mandated fees and taxes. Transparency helps ratepayers 
understand who is responsible for what cost and that should be the standard. Connecticut does this 
right.  

If the intent of this bill is to re-institute cover for the widely unpopular Public Benefits Charge, the 
legislature should know that Connecticut's families, small businesses, and farmers are not going to 
forget what they are paying — no matter how the bill is designed. We submit that the citizens of 
Connecticut will be far better served if the committee focused its energy toward reducing the Public 
Benefits Charge and other non-essential fees that make up our energy bills. 

On S.B. No. 245 — An Act Eliminating Certain Tax Incentives for Data Centers 

S.B. 245 is not a Connecticut idea — it is part of a coordinated national campaign to restrict data center 
development, dressed up in local clothing. CEA has tracked this organized opposition across multiple 
states, and its goals do not serve Connecticut's families, small businesses, or farmers. At a moment 
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when states like Arizona, Georgia, and New Mexico are competing aggressively to attract the billions in 
investment that AI and advanced technology bring — along with the high-paying jobs and tax revenue 
that follow — Connecticut is being asked to voluntarily disarm. Already, Connecticut is unattractive to 
data center developers because of its high energy costs, and this bill will frustrate efforts to attract 
economic development to the state in exchange for short-term gains. Data centers have been used as a 
proxy to blame for affordability concerns, as a cover for the costly policies many states have 
implemented that are the actual culprit. Connecticut does not have enough data centers to have any 
material effect on our bills.  

Eliminating tax incentives for AI data centers tells every technology company evaluating Connecticut 
that this state is not serious about competing for their investment. The jobs, tax revenue, and economic 
activity that Connecticut's working families and small businesses would benefit from will simply go 
elsewhere. That is a message we should not be sending if we care about creating jobs, economic 
opportunity and a more robust Connecticut. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Respectfully, 

Bryson Hull Deputy Northeast Director  

Consumer Energy Alliance bhull@consumerenergyalliance.org 
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