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INTERROGATORIES DIRECTED TO GREENSKIES CLEAN ENERGY, LL.C
FROM DOUGLAS HANSON

Pursuant to the Notice of pre-remote hearing dated September 2, 2020 and the Notice of
pre-remote hearing have been held on September 9, 2020 dated September 10, 2020 in the above
referenced Petition, Douglas Hanson, (“Hanson”) asks that the Petitioner, GREENSKIES CLEAN
ENERGY, LLC, respond to the following pre-remote hearing interrogatories:

“Petition” means the PETITION NO. 1410 - Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC petition for a
declaratory ruling, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for the
proposed construction, maintenance and operation of a 3.0-megawatt-AC solar photovoltaic
electric generating facility on two parcels at the Elmridge Golf Course located to the east and
west of North Anguilla Road at the intersection with Elmridge Road, Stonington,
Connecticut, and associated electrical interconnection, including any and all Exhibits
referenced therein.

1. Do you agree that the Milone & Macbroom Visual Simulation (Part M-4, last page) does not
represent a view from Intervenor Hanson's house our any immediate areas around the house, but instead
represents a view from the farthest corner of Hanson & Elmridge's abutting properties?

2. What was the purpose of placing a simulation from this location?



3. In response to Intervenor Hanson interrogatory #15, Petitioner states, "Petitioner did not
perform simulations of Mr. Hanson's view from various windows at various stories of his residence.” Please
explain why you did not provide this information.

4. In response to Intervenor Hanson interrogatory #23, Petitioner, what “general land use
planning principles/guidelines” is Petitioner referring to?

a. Please provide a copy of those guidelines.

5. Does Petitioner agree that the view from Intervenor Hanson's house will consist almost
entirely of solar arrays when facing the direction of the project?

6. In response to Intervenor Hanson interrogatory #34, Petitioner states "Petitioner cannot
possibly know the perspective of a nearby homeowner." Did Greenskies ever request that Milone &
Macbroom perform realistic visual simulations from abutting residences? If not, why not?

a. Were you refused a request by you to obtain what a nearby homeowner’s perspective
may be?

b. If so, who refused the request?

7. Understanding that Intervenor Hanson’s home is immediately adjacent to the Project site, did
you ever request to come on his property and obtain a perspective of what his view would be, post-
completion, from the view point of his home?

a.  Why or why not?

8. Since the time of the Petitioner's initial submission, has Greenskies or its affiliates
subsequently entered into any additional land lease agreements with the owners of Elm Ridge Golf Course?

a. If so, please provide the lease dates and property areas leased, as well as a copy of the
lease.



9. What type of method of construction has Greenskies used in the past to create a greater Jevel
of visual boundaries of solar rays in other projects has it done in order to provide nearby properties more
of a visual impediment to having to look at solar arrays?

a.  Which of these methods are possible with these projects?

10.  Is the Petitioner willing to consult with Mr. Hanson to discuss what type of alternative visual
barriers are possible at the Project site to all him to have input on what level of visual barriers may be
possible at the Project site?

11.  Referencing Mr. Hanson’s stated concerns regarding the negative impact of the array upon
his property contained in his request to be made a party herein (dated June 4, 2020) and Petitioner’s
correspondence to the Stonington Planning & Zoning Commission dated August 20, 2020 (Exhibit E at pp.
6-7 of Petitioner’s response to Douglas Hanson’s Interrogatories also dated August 20, 2020), has the
Petitioner made any inquiry of Milone and Mabroom of what would be required develop any conceptual
renderings of the screening/fencing of the array as may be visual from the neighboring properties, the time
needed to prepare such conceptual renderings and the projected cost of preparing the same?

a.If not, why not?

b.If your response is the in the affirmative, what was Milone and Macbroom’s response?

12. Are you willing to do a conceptual rendering and share it with Mr. Hanson prior to the public
hearing.

/ Michael S. Bohnano, Esq.
mbonnano{@geraghtybonnano.com
Jonathan E. Friedler, Esq.
ifriedler@geraghtybonnano.com
Geraghty & Bonnano, LLC
38 Granite Street, P. O. Box 231
New London, CT 06320




CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that on this 17 day of Sept, 2020 that the foregoing was delivered by
electronic mail and regular mail, postage prepaid, in accordance with § 16-50j-12 of the

Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies, to all parties and intervenors of record, as follows:

The Citing Council siting.council@ct.gov
with paper copy to

Connecticut Siting Council

State of Connecticut

Ten Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

Counsel for Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC Lhoffman@pulicom.com
Lee D. Hoffman, Esq.

Pullman & Comley, LLC

90 State House Square

Hartford, CT 061003-3702

Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC Gina.wolfman{@cleanfocus.us
Gina L. Wolfman

Senior Project Developer

Greenskies Clean Energy, LLC

127 Washington Avenue

West Building, Garden Level

North Haven, CT 06473

Counsel for PRESS

Emily Gianquinto, Esq. emily@eaglawllc.com
21 Oak Street, Suite 601

Hartford, CT 06106

DOUGLAS

By:

Michael S. Bonsano; Esq—

mbonnano(@geraghtybonnano.com




