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STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL 

 
IN RE: 

APPLICATION OF HOMELAND TOWERS, LLC AND  
NEW CINGULAR WIRELESS PCS, LLC d/b/a AT&T FOR A 
CERTIFICATE OF ENVIRONMENTAL COMPATIBILITY 
AND PUBLIC NEED FOR THE CONSTRUCTION, 
MAINTENANCE, AND OPERATION OF A 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS FACILITY AT ONE OF TWO 
SITES IN THE TOWN OF KENT, CONNECTICUT  
 

       DOCKET NO. 488 
 
 
         July 16, 2020 

 
APPLICANTS’ RESPONSES TO PARTIES AND INTERVENORS. BALD HILL 

NEIGHBORS, INTERROGATORIES SET TWO 
 

Q40. Has either Applicant Homeland Towers LLC (“Homeland”) or New Cingular/AT&T 
(“AT&T”) performed a Site inspection of the Site A property? If so, please disclose what 
physical on-site inspection was performed on Site A and produce any report from that 
inspection. 
 

A40. Yes, the Applicants’ and their design team inspected the Site A property.  The information 
obtained is included in the reports and analysis included in the Application and Applicants’ 
Responses to Siting Council Interrogatories.  

 
Q41. Did Applicant Homeland perform an inspection of the Site A property prior to executing its 

lease of June 13, 2012 (i.e., the lease with former Site A property own John Atwood)? If so, 
please disclose what physical on-site inspection was performed on Site A, the results of that 
inspection, and produce any report from that inspection. 

 
A41. See Response A40.   

 
Q42. If the response to either interrogatory 40 or 41 is in the affirmative, please identify all 

persons, and for whom they were employed, who performed the site inspection. 
 
A42. See Response A40. 
 
Q43. Is either Applicant in possession of any report indicating there are, or there were, areas of 

environmental concern on the Site A property? If so, please produce such report(s). 
 
A43. See the Connecticut Siting Council May 21, 2020 decision denying the Bald Hill Neighbor’s 

April 27, 2020 Motion.  
 
Q44. If the answer to interrogatory 43 is in the affirmative, to whom were the report(s) disclosed? 
 
A44. See Response A43. 
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Q45. Was a physical, on-site inspection of the Site A property undertaken on the part of the 
Applicant(s) when Insite Towers Development 2 LLC purchased the property in 2019? If so, 
please produce any report relating thereto. 

 
A45. See Response A40.  Further, information regarding property ownership is not relevant to 

the Siting Council’s review in this proceeding pursuant to C.G.S. Section 16-50p(g). 
 
Q46.  Was any physical on-site inspection by any interested party, lessee, or lessor prior to the sale 

of the Site A property in 2019? If so, please produce any report relating thereto.  
 
A46.   See Responses A40 and A45. 
  

Q47. If the answer to interrogatory 45 or 46 is in the affirmative, please identify all persons and for 
whom they were employed who performed the site inspection(s). 

 
A47.   See Response A45. 
 
Q48. Please disclose the relationship to, including any ownership stake, parent-subsidiary 

relationship, or other interest of the Applicant(s) with Insite Wireless Group LLC and Insite 
Towers Development 2 LLC. 

 
A48. See the InSite Wireless Group, LLC Letter dated July 15, 2020 included in Attachment 1. 

Further, information regarding property ownership is not relevant to the Siting Council’s 
review in this proceeding pursuant to C.G.S. Section 16-50p(g). 

 
Q49. Did the Applicant(s) make any inquiry of the Estate of John Atwood (including its 

Administratrix), or any inquiry of the subsequent purchaser (Insite Towers Development 2 
LLC) or partner Insite Wireless Group LLC, as to how any refuse, debris or areas of 
environmental concern came to exist on the Site A property? If so, please produce such inquiry 
and the response(s) thereto. 

 
A49.  See Responses A43 and A45. 
   
Q50. Did areas of environmental concern or other environmental conditions play any role in the 

purchase price or lease or rental price of the Site A property? If so, please produce any report 
relating thereto. 

 
A50. See Responses A43 and A45. 
 
Q51. Did the Applicant(s) discuss or request that Insite Towers Development 2 LLC or partner 

Insite Wireless Group LLC remedy any areas of environmental concern on the Site A property? 
If so, please produce any written records of such request/discussion and any reply or report 
related thereto. 

 
A51.  See Response A50. 
 
Q52. Has the Applicant submitted its Phase 1 environmental report on the Site A property as 

requested by the Siting Council? 
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A52. Yes.  Per the Siting Council’s May 21, 2020 decision denying the Bald Hill Neighbor’s April 
27, 2020 Motion, Homeland submits the Phase I report for Site A under a motion for 
protective order. 

 
Q53.  If the answer to interrogatory 52 is in the affirmative, please provide such report, disclose the 

individual who completed it, and disclose the individual who will be available at-hearing for 
cross-examination about it. 

 
A53.  See Response A52 and the Applicants’ Hearing Information dated July 2, 2020 for 

witnesses. 
 
Q54.  If the answer to interrogatory 52 is in the negative, why not? 
 
A54. See Response A52. 
 
Q55.  Has the Applicant(s) retained the company that conducted such Phase 1 on the Site A property 

for other telecommunications facility projects in Connecticut? If so, which projects? 
 
A55. The Applicants note that this information is not relevant to the Siting Council’s review in this 

proceeding.  
 
Q56. Please produce the contract whereby the Applicant(s) retained such contractor to perform the 

Phase 1 on Site A. 
 
A56. See Response A55. 
 
Q57.  Please produce any photographs or video records, from January 1, 2012 or later, of the Site A 

property that are within the Applicant(s)’ possession, custody or control of the Applicant(s). 
 
A57. The Applicants note that this information is not relevant to the Siting Council’s review in this 

proceeding.  
 
Q58. If there are such photographs or videos as described in interrogatory 57, when and by whom 

where those photographs or videos taken? 
 
A58. See Response 57. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this day the foregoing was sent electronically to the Connecticut Siting Council 
and to the service list below with one hard copy sent to the Connecticut Siting Council via first class 
mail in accordance with Connecticut Siting Council directives: 

Keith R. Ainsworth, Esq. 
Law Offices of Keith R. Ainsworth, Esq. 
51 Elm Street, Suite 201 
New Haven, CT 06510-2049 

Anthony F. DiPentima, Esq. 
Michael D. Rybak, Jr., Esq. 
Guion, Stevens & Rybak, LLP 
93 West Street 
P.O. Box 338 
Litchfield, CT 06759 

Daniel E. Casagrande, Esq.  
Cramer & Anderson, LLP  
30 Main Street, Suite 204  
Danbury, CT  06810  
(203) 744-1234  
dcasagrande@crameranderson.com  
  

Daniel S. Rosemark, Esq.  
Rosemark Law, LLC  
100 Mill Plain Rd., Third Floor  
Danbury, CT  06811  
(203) 297-8574  
daniel@rosemark.law 
 

July 16, 2020 

 

Lucia Chiocchio 
Cuddy & Feder LLP 
445 Hamilton Ave,14th Floor 
White Plains, NY 10601 
(914)-761-1300 
Attorneys for the Applicants 
 
cc: Homeland Towers, LLC; AT&T; APT; C Squared 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

  




















