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(Begin: 2 p.m)

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER: Good afternoon, | adies and

gentl enen. Can everyone hear ne okay?

Very good. Thank you so nuch.

This public hearing is called to order this
Thur sday, Septenber 7, 2023, at 2 p.m M nane is
John Morissette, Menber and Presiding Oficer of
t he Connecticut Siting Council.

O her nenbers of the Council are Brian
ol enbi ewski, designee for Conm ssioner Katie
Dykes of the Departnent of Energy and
Environnmental Protection; Quat Nguyen, designee
for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gllett of the Public
Utilities Regulatory Authority; Robert Hannon; and
Robert Silvestri.

Menbers of the staff are Mel ani e Bachman,
Executive Director and Staff Attorney; M chael
Perrone, Siting Analyst; and Lisa Fontaine, Fiscal
Adm ni strative Oficer.

| f you haven't done so already, | ask that
everyone please nute their conputer audi o and/or
t el ephones now. Thank you.

This hearing is held pursuant to the

provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General
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Statutes and of the Uniform Adm nistrative
Procedure Act upon a petition from East W ndsor
Solar Il, LLC, for a declaratory ruling pursuant
to the Connecticut General Statutes Section 4-176
and Section 16-50k for the proposed construction,
mai nt enance, and operation of a 4 negawatt AC
solar voltaic electric generating facility | ocated
at 31 Thrall Road in East Wndsor, Connecti cut,
and the associ ated el ectrical interconnection.

This petition was received by the Council on
May 5, 2023. The Council's legal notice of the
date and tine of this public hearing was published
In the Journal Inquirer on June 26, 2023.

Upon this Council's request, the Petitioner
erected a sign in the vicinity of the proposed
site so as to informthe public of the nanme of the
petitioner, the type of the facility, the public
heari ng date, and contact information for the
Council, including the website and phone nunber.

As a rem nder to all, all off-the-record
communi cations with a nenber of the Council or a
menber of the council staff on the nerits of this
petition is prohibited by |aw.

The parties and interveners in the

proceedings are as follows. East Wndsor Sol ar
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1, LLC, represented by Kenneth C. Bal dw n, Esq.,
of Robi nson and Cole, LLP; the party, the Town of
East W ndsor, represented by Robert M
DeCrescenzo, Esq., of Updi ke, Kelly and Spell acy,
PC.

W will proceed in accordance wth the
prepared agenda, a copy which is available on the
Council's Petition Nunber 1572 webpage, along wth
the record of this matter, the public hearing
notice, instructions for public access to this
renote public hearing, and the Council's citizens
guide to Siting Council procedures.

| nterested persons nmay join in any session of
this public hearing to listen, but no public
comments will be received during the 2 p.m
evi denti ary session.

At the end of the evidentiary session, we
W ll recess until 6:30 p.m for a public comrent
session. Please be advised that any person nmay be
renmoved fromthe evidentiary session or the public
coment session at the discretion of the Council.

At 6:30 p.m, the public comment session wll
be reserved for nenbers of the public who have
signed up in advance to make brief statenents into

the record. | wish to note that the petitioner,
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parties and intervenors, including their
representatives and wtnesses are not allowed to
participate in the public coment session.

| also wish to note for those who are
listening and for the benefits of your friends and
nei ghbors who are unable to join us for the public
coment session that you or they may send witten
statenments to the Council within 30 days of the
date hereof either by mail or by e-mail, and such
witten statenents will be given the sane wei ght
as i f spoken during the public coment session.

The verbatimtranscript of this public
hearing will be posted on the Council's Petition
Nunmber 1572 webpage and deposited with the East
W ndsor Town Cerk's Ofice for the conveni ence of
t he public.

Pl ease be advised that the Council does not
| ssue permts for stormnater. |f the proposed
project is approved by the Council, a Departnment
of Energy and Environnental Protection, DEEP
stormnvater permt is independently required. DEEP
could hold a public hearing on any stormater
permt application.

Pl ease al so be advised that the Council's

proj ect evaluation criteria under the statute does
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not include the consideration of property val ue.
The Council will take a 10 to 15-m nute break
at a convenient juncture at around 3:30 p.m
We'll now nove to adm nistrative notices
taken by the Council. | wish to call your
attention to those itens in the hearing program
mar ked Roman nuneral 1B, itenms 1 through 101.
Does the petitioner or any party or
I ntervener have an objection to the itens that the
Council has admi nistratively noticed?
Attorney Bal dwi n, good afternoon.
MR. BALDWN. We have no objection.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Thank you, Attorney Bal dw n.
Attorney DeCrescenzo, any objections?
MR. DeCRESCENZO No objection.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER Thank you.
Accordingly, | hereby adm nistratively notice
t hese exi sting docunents.
W'l |l now nove onto the appearance by the
petitioner. WII| the petitioner present its
W t ness panel over the purposes of taking the
oath? Attorney Bachman will adm ni ster the oath.
Attorney Bal dw n, pl ease begin by verifying
all exhibits by the appropriate sworn wtnesses --

after the oath.
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MR. BALDW N:. Good afternoon, everyone.
Kenneth Baldwin with Robi nson & Col e on

behal f of the applicant, East Wndsor Solar 11,

LLC.

Qur witness panel today consists of five
menbers. To ny far left, I'lIl start -- ny far
right, 1'll start there -- is Robert Burns,

prof essi onal engineer with All Points Technol ogy
and the project engineer.

Next to me on ny right, your left is Dean
GQust af son, a senior wetland scientist and
prof essional soil scientist with All-Points
Technol ogy.

To ny left is Bryan Fitzgerald, the D rector
of Devel opnent wth East Wndsor Solar 11, LLC

Next is Brad Parsons, a professional engineer

and the Director of Design and Permtting with

East W ndsor Solar IIl, LLC

And then to the far left, your right, is Andy

Rol and, a senior project manager and environnent al
engi neer with W5P.
And | offer themto be sworn at this tine.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Thank you, Attorney Bal dw n.
At t or ney Bachnman?

M5. BACHMAN. Thank you, M. Morissette.
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BRADL

EY J. PARSONS,

BRYAN FI TZGERALD,

ANDY ROL AND,

ROBERT B URNS,

DEAN GUSTAFSON
call ed as w tnesses, being sworn by
THE EXECUTI VE DI RECTOR, were exam ned and
testified under oath as foll ows:

MR. BALDWN:. | have six exhibits listed in the hearing

program under Roman two, subsection B. They

I nclude the petition with all of its associ ated

exhibits and figures, dated May 5, 2023; the

petitioner's responses to the Council

I nterrogatory Set 1, dated July 18, 2023; the

petitioner's sign posting affidavit, dated August

24, 2023; the petitioner's responses to the Town

of East Wndsor Interrogatories, dated August

31st,

2023; the petitioner's environnental and

comrunity noi se assessnment, dated August 31st,

2023,

concl uded by W5P.

And | should explain just ahead of tine when

we were preparing for the hearing we ran into a

pr obl

from

emw th the expert we were planning to bring

Br ooks Acoustics who provided the initial

10
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noi se report that was included in the petition.
We got WSP i nvol ved.

M. Roland conpl eted a suppl enental report
whi ch we submtted into the record, and M. Rol and
I's here today to answer any questions regarding
noi se fromthe proposed facility.

And our last Exhibit Nunber 6 is the
petitioner's wtness resunes, which we submtted
to the Council on August 31st.

And | offer them subject to verification by
the w tness panel.

If | could ask our w tness panel then, did
you -- we'll do this as a panel, as we typically
do, M. Morissette.

Did you prepare or assist in the preparation
of the exhibits listed in the hearing program
under Roman two, subsection B, itens one through
six? WM. Burns?

THE WTNESS (Burns): | did.

MR. BALDWN. M. Qustafson?

THE W TNESS (Qustafson): Yes.
MR. BALDWN. M. Fitzgeral d?
THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): | did.
MR. BALDWN. M. Parsons?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): | did.

11
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MR. BALDWN:. And M. Rol and?

THE W TNESS (Rol and): | did.

MR. BALDWN:. Do you have any corrections,
nodi fications or anmendnents to offer to any of
t hose exhi bits?

M. Burns?

THE W TNESS (Burns): No.

MR. BALDWN. M. Custafson?

THE W TNESS (CGustafson): One snall correction in
Applicant Exhibit 1, the petition narrative on
page 27. It's the tenth [ine fromthe top that
starts wth devel opnent criteria.

And the mssing word in the follow ng
sentence that reads, additionally the proposed
facility does result in renoval of intact forest,
the word "not" should be inserted between "does"
and "result."

So it should read, additionally the proposed
facility does not result in renoval of any intact
forest.

MR. BALDW N: Thank you.

THE W TNESS (Qustafson): Yeah, you're wel cone.

MR. BALDWN. M. Fitzgerald, any anendnents or
nodi fications to offer?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): No.

12
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THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

THE

BALDWN. M. Parsons?
W TNESS (Parsons): No.
BALDW N. And M. Rol and?
W TNESS (Rol and): No.
BALDWN  And with those nodifications, is the
I nformation contained in those exhibits true and
accurate to the best of your know edge?
M. Burns?
W TNESS (Burns): Yes.
BALDWN. M. Custafson?
W TNESS (GQust afson): Yes.
BALDWN. M. Fitzgeral d?
W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Yes.
BALDWN M. Parsons?
W TNESS (Parsons): Yes.
BALDWN. M. Rol and?
W TNESS (Rol and): Yes.
BALDW N. And do you adopt the information
contained in those exhibits as your testinony in
t hi s proceedi ng?
M. Burns?
W TNESS (Burns): Yes.
BALDWN. M. GQustafson?
W TNESS (Qustafson): Yes.
BALDWN. M. Fitzgeral d?

13
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THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Yes.
MR, BALDWN:. M. Parsons?
THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes.
MR. BALDWN. M. Rol and?
THE W TNESS (Rol and): Yes.
MR. BALDWN:. | offer themas full exhibits,
M. Morissette.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Thank you, Attorney Bal dw n.
Does the Town object to the adm ssion of the
petitioner's exhibits? Attorney DeCrescenzo?
MR. DeCRESCENZO No objection.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Thank you.
The exhibits are hereby adm tted.
W will now begin with the cross-exam nation
of the petitioner by the Council, starting with
M. Perrone, followed by M. Silvestri.
M. Perrone?
MR. PERRONE: Thank you, M. Morissette.
Ref erenci ng the response to Counci l
I nterrogatory 35, do the tracker notors operate
and produce noi se continuously? O do they
operate intermttently to adjust the panels
periodically during the day?
THE W TNESS (Parsons): Parsons. The tracker notors

operate intermttently during the day very, very

14
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slowy when they're noving, unless they need to go
to stow node, but that takes a matter of seconds.
So that's still technically kind of an
intermttent operation there.

MR. PERRONE: So they make periodi c adjustnents rather
than a sl ow conti nuous.

Regardi ng the electrical interconnection,
does the existing electrical distribution on
Thrall Road, do you have three phase?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, we do.

MR. PERRONE: Wiat is the line voltage of the proposed
el ectrical interconnection?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Brad Parsons. 23 kV.

MR. PERRONE: Regarding the interconnection, could the
nunber of poles be reduced by utilizing
pad- nount ed equi pnent rather than pol e-nounted
equi pnment ?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): The pad-nmounted equi prent coul d
not be used, nmainly because nost of the equi pnent
that's being required is -- is required by
Eversource, and there, they're their poles.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Just as a rem nder, could you
pl ease state your nane before responding for the
record? Thank you.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Sorry. Brad Parsons.

15
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MR. PERRONE: Regarding the proposed access drive, do
you have an approximate linear length for total
access | ength?

THE W TNESS (Burns): Yeah, this is Robert Burns from

APT. The -- the length of the access drive is 920

feet fromthe street to the end.

MR. PERRONE: And turning to response to Counci l
| nterrogatory 48, the racking posts would be
Installed to an approxi nate depth of about ten
feet.

How woul d t he racking posts be driven into
t he ground?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Parsons. The racking posts
woul d be driven into the ground with your -- your
standard pile drive equipnent.

MR. PERRONE: And what if you hit subsurface
resi stance, such as | edge?

Wul d you drill through it?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): \Wiere we -- again, Brad
Parsons. This could -- there could be a
possibility where we would drill through it.
However, there are other, other neasures that
coul d be taken into account to deal wth the
refusal nethod as well. That could be a concrete

pad at the surface to deal with any | ateral

16
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nmovenent as a result of the lack of depth.

MR. PERRONE: Wth regard to the proposed fence, as
nmentioned in response to Council Interrogatory 44,
could you describe the features of the farmstyle
| i vest ock fence versus the proposed chain-link
fence?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. This

chain length fence is -- is a standard chain-1ink
fence, and it would be at a height of -- we had it
at a height of seven feet. | believe we had a

privacy nmesh along the front side.

An ag -- ag-style fence usually consists of
wood posts and a lighter gauge fencing nateri al
t han your standard chain-1link fence.

MR. PERRONE: Do you know t he approxi mate cost
difference between the farmstyle livestock fence
versus the chain |ink?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): The agricultural fence is
probably actually 25 to 30 percent |ess. Again,
Brad Parsons -- 25 to 30 percent |less than the
chai n-1ink fence.

But with the agricultural fence, 1'd just
like to add that we would not be able to provide
any screening, nesh screening on that.

MR. PERRONE: Wth regard to construction, what types

17




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

of vehicles would be arriving at the site, and
approxi mately how many per day during
construction?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Brad Parsons. You'd have
various different types of equipnent arriving at
site, mainly pickup trucks. You'd have equi pnent
such as the pile drive equipnent, a smaller
excavator for any of the trenching and access road
construction.

You woul d al so have delivery trucks, whether
they're sem s or box trucks, dropping off and
unl oadi ng equi pnent. As far as the nunber of
trips per day, it's probably sonething | need to
just investigate and get back to you on that.

MR. PERRONE: And for construction crews and staff,
where woul d they park?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): They would park al ong, on the
site, along the -- the access road.

MR. PERRONE: How frequently would the site be visited
for mai nt enance purposes?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): The site would be visited for
mai nt enance pur poses probably anywhere for a
couple tines a year, depending on the need and at
site, and if there are any -- any issues. But

mainly the nost visits would |likely be by the

18




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

sheep grazer during the tine of year when the
sheep are on site, as they would be checking on
the flock frequently.

MR. PERRONE: Approxi mtely how frequently would the
sheep be visited?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): It could be daily. It could
be -- again, Brad Parsons. It could be daily. It
could be two to three tines a week, probably My
t hrough Qct ober.

MR. PERRONE: Wth the project participating in the
SCEF program would the electrical energy and RECs
be sold to Eversource per the tariff terns
agreenent ?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Bryan Fitzgerald. Yes,
that's correct. Electricity and RECs woul d be
delivered to Eversource per the terns and
conditions of the tariff agreenent.

MR. PERRONE: Referencing page 8 of the petition, what
was the output capacity of the project on the sane
distribution circuit that was dropped fromthe
I nt erconnecti on queue?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): This is Bryan Fitzgerald.
Brad, | believe it was about two negawatts AC of
nanmepl ate capacity that was ahead of us in the

gueue that was dropped.

19
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MR. PERRONE: And how is the project consistent wth
the state plan of conservation and devel opnent ?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. | would say
that the -- the project is consistent wwth the
State's plan as it relates to the energy goal s,
the -- the conprehensive energy strategy of the
State of Connecticut, as it is a new electric
generating resource that is zero em ssion or class
one.

Meaning that it's not going to produce any --
any air emssions while in operation, while
produci ng cl ean renewabl e ener gy.

MR. PERRONE: Referencing the response to Council
| nterrogatory Nunber 4, which is the cost of the
project, is that cost nunmber inclusive of the
el ectrical interconnection?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. That cost
nunber is inclusive of the electrical
I nt er connecti on.

MR. PERRONE: Referencing the response to Council
| nterrogatory 33, EWST notes that it's not aware
of any specific nedia required to suppress a fire
at a solar facility. Wuld water be used for fire
suppression in such a situation?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Parsons. Yes, it's our

20
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under st andi ng that water woul d be used,
potentially be used in a fire suppression
situation, but usually it's mainly containing any
fires around the site.

MR. PERRONE: My next questions are related to
visibility. Referencing the response to Council
| nterrogatory 44, privacy nesh is proposed al ong
Thral | Road.

If we | ook at sheet OP-2, could you indicate
where the privacy nmesh begi ns and ends?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): M. Perrone, brad Parsons
again. So the intention would be for the privacy
nmesh to begin at the -- if we're |ooking at sheet
OP-2, the privacy nesh would begin at the -- the
gates of the facility where the access road is,
and woul d extend to the east al ong the fence,
along the frontage of Thrall Road, along the
backsi de of the | andscaping, all the way to the --
to the north corner of the -- of the facility near
where the call out says, existing tree |ine,
typi cal .

MR. PERRONE: And why were those sections sel ected for
the privacy nesh?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Those sections were sel ected

for the privacy nesh to provi de additi onal

21
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screening for the site, where natural vegetation
IS -- is not being maintained or does not,
actually does not exist. Again, Brad Parsons.

MR. PERRONE: W th respect to the proposed | andscape
pl anti ngs, would they be replaced if they were to
die of f?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Parsons, yes, those -- those
pl anti ngs would be replaced if they were to die
of f.

MR. PERRONE: How frequently would there be inspections
of the condition of the plantings?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): M. Perrone, this is Brad
Parsons. | think the condition of the plantings
woul d be i nspected on a nore frequent basis,
probably nmonthly on their initial, once they were
initially planted to ensure that the existing
health is maintained and that they're receiving
the appropriate water.

Once they' ve gone through and established
after that, they would be inspected on a periodic
basi s when we do our -- our inspections of the
entire site as part of our -- our regular O and M
mai nt enance.

MR. PERRONE: Turning to the viewshed map, Pierce

Menorial Park is |ocated to the west, and it's

22
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shaded in orange for the seasonal visibility area.
Coul d you describe the views of the facility
from Pierce Menorial Park?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Brad Parsons. | think, you
know, the idea of the -- the viewshed map and the
seasonal visibility is understanding that there
are -- there are significant tree lines in between
the facility and Pierce Menorial Park, both on our
subj ect property as well as to the west.

So wth full leaf off, could sonebody stand
I n one spot and -- and stare and potentially catch
a glinpse of the facility? Yes, but it's not, you
know, in full viewof the facility. So that's why
we -- we've kind of said seasonal visibility is
possi bl e.

MR. PERRONE: Wuld those |eaf-off views between the
trees, hypothetically, would they be the upper
sections of the panels and the poles, or a direct
Vi ew?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): It's really a direct -- | think
that the way that this viewshed map is intended to
be is that the viewshed is taken fromthe -- from
the top of the panels thensel ves and projected
out .

So anything basically fromthe top of the
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panel s down has the potential of -- of being
visible as part of this viewshed nap.

MR. PERRONE: Could you describe the visibility of the
facility fromthe Village of Wndsorville?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): M. Perrone, this is Brad
Parsons. W don't believe that there's really
going to be any real visibility fromthe -- the
Village of Wndsorville.

Again, the -- the seasonal visibility
t hrough -- through existing vegetation, both on
and off site is fairly significant once you get
further away from-- formthe project, as well as
just what you physically see wwth -- with the
naked eye at a specific -- specific distance.

So | think this viewshed map, one thing it
doesn't take into account is -- is what that is.

So coul d sonebody stand there and see it?

Potentially, but it would take sone hard stairs to

really understand that once you get past a certain

di st ance.

MR. PERRONE: And ny |ast question, referencing the
|l etter fromthe Departnent of Agriculture dated
March 23rd, would EW52 keep agricul tural co-use
operating for the life of the project?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. Yes, East
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W ndsor Solare Il would keep agricultural co-use
operating for the life of the project.

MR. PERRONE: Thank you. That's all | have.

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Thank you.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Thank you, M. Perrone.

W'l ]l now continue with cross-exam nati on by
M. Silvestri, followed by M. Gol enbi ewski .
M. Silvestri, good afternoon.

MR. SILVESTRI: Good afternoon, M. Mrissette, and

good afternoon, everyone.

|"d like to start with a continuati on on what
M. Perrone was aski ng about the | andscape
plantings. And |'m | ooking at figure three,
proposed conditions that actually has the
| andscape pl antings in green.

A question | have for you, on the eastern
si de why doesn't the | andscape planting continue
further north along the fence?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): M. Silvestri, this is Brad
Parsons. The -- the thought process there was
that once you get up to basically the mddle half
of that fence, was that the -- the existing trees
al ong the eastern side will help protect that, the
visibility in that corner from-- fromthe

maj ority of what you could see from Thrall Road,
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especially as you're driving by.

MR. SILVESTRI: Now, would that also be the case on the
very top corner, if you wll, of where the fence
Is heading in a westerly direction for the house
that's in the far northeast corner?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): M. Silvestri, | think our
Intention here was that all of the existing
vegetation on site around the facility, with the
exception of sone -- sone mnor clear, clearing or
tree trinmmng to get the utility poles in, would
remain on this site.

MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. Two related questions. The
house directly near the access road on Thrall
Road, there's no | andscape plantings behind it.

Any reason behind that?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): That existing house behind
Thrall Road is -- there's actually a barn right
behind it. And so where -- where we kind of stop
the plantings is right in line with that barn.

And so we don't believe that there, there's really
much visibility beyond the barn fromthe house as
wel | .

MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. The one final question on this

figure. Mving further west, there there's

not hing for | andscape plantings at all al ong that
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western border. Any reason behind that?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Again, M. Silvestri, Brad
Parsons. W're maintaining the existing
vegetation along all of the other sides of the
facility, and that was the rationale of -- of not
havi ng any additional plantings.

MR. SILVESTRI: Ckay. Now, thank you for your
responses on that.

What 1'd |like to do nowis turn to the
I nterrogatory responses that are dated July 18,
2023. And I'd like to start wth nunber 15 and
nunber 16, if you could have both of those in
front of you? And |let ne know when you're ready.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. Ready,
sir.

MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. On nunber 15 it has the nearest
property line is approximtely 42 feet to the
west, and then it has the nearest off-site
residence is approximately 150 feet to the
southeast. And if we shift to nunber 36, it has
the nearest property line is 300 feet to the
nort h.

So I'm confused between three nunbers that
are there, and could you explain the differences

regardi ng the nearest property |ine?
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, M. Silvestri. Brad
Parsons again. So the -- the answer to nunber 15
was specific to the facility itself and the fence
line of that facility.

But the response to the interrogatory, the
ot her interrogatory was specific to the equi pnent
on site. So the noise generating equipnent on
site, sir.

MR. SILVESTRI: Equi pnent, being what?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Again, Brad Parsons.

| nverters, transforners, the equi pnent area.

MR SILVESTRI: Ckay. So 300 feet fromthe inverters
and transforners, et cetera. Then going back, you
have 42 feet to the west is fromthe fence |ine,
and 150 feet to the southeast is another fence
line. Is that correct?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): M. Silvestri -- M. Silvestri,
yes, that is correct.

MR. SILVESTRI: Okay. And I'mnot sure if |'ve seen
it. So if it's there, | apologize for repeating
It, but with that nearest offsite residence at 150
feet to the southeast, what's the worst case noise
propagati on cal cul ati on i n dBA?

THE WTNESS (Roland): M. Silvestri, this is Andy

Rol and here. Are you referring to the property
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across Thrall Road?
O the property adjacent to the southeast?

MR SILVESTRI: Well, 1'd have to say whatever you
identified as the nearest offsite residence at 150
feet to the southeast.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Across the street.

THE WTNESS (Rol and): That woul d be that one across
the street. W -- we did not nodel noise at that
receptor. The noise nodel was conducted on the
four closest residential receptors from--
measured fromthe distance of the inverters, which
are |l ocated near the center of the site at the end
of the access road.

And those four residential receptors'
| ocations in order of them --

MR, SILVESTRI: And the -- go ahead.

THE WTNESS (Rol and): The order of themare 55 Thrall
Road, which is what our noise report refers to as
t he southeast, their nost residential receptor; 57
Thrall Road, which is to the northeast; 17 Thrall
Road, which is to the southwest at the cut in on
the property line; and 19 Thrall Road, which is
out to the northwest.

MR SILVESTRI: And for those four residences, the

noi se propagation cal cul ati ons were based on where
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the inverters and transforners are | ocated and the
di stance fromthem

THE W TNESS (Rol and): Yes, that was the rationale.
This is Andy Roland with WeP. That was the
rationale for selecting those four |ocations to
nodel the north street.

MR, SILVESTRI: O fhand, do you have the distances for
the four that you just nentioned, the 55, 57, 17,

and 197
THE WTNESS (Roland): W do. This is Andy Roland with
VEP.
And again, |I'mreferencing exhibit --

Petitioner's Exhibit Environnmental and Community
Noi se Assessnent dated August 31st, 2023. And I'm
referencing the distances |isted on page 3 of that
report, which lists four nonitoring | ocations
I ndi cated as PL-1, PL-2, PL-3, PL-4.

And you can also look at a figure, figure two
of that exhibit, which is PDF page 18. And the
di stances are as follows; 1,070 feet to PL-1, 820
feet to PL-2, 430 feet to PL-3, and 720 feet to
PL- 4.

MR SILVESTRI: | copy that. Thank you.
Ckay. Let nme nove to Interrogatory Nunmber 40

and its response. This interrogatory dealt wth
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the 12 volt battery attached to the sol ar charger

to power the electric fence.

The question | have for you is under what,

say, neteorol ogical conditions would the battery

not be able to produce power? For exanple, if you

had t hree consecutive cl oudy days, or four, do you

have any idea what the cutoff mght be that this

battery woul d not have power enough to supply the

el ectric fence?

THE W TNESS ( Rol and):

M. Silvestri, | think we'd have

to look at potentially -- | think it shoul d

provi de enough battery or tineline, but | would

say the other thing is that it's pretty -- mainly

for the sheep and keeping themcorrall ed.

And as far as -- as part of the daily

observati ons or -

or bi-daily observations of the

sheep by the shepherd, they woul d be able to know

I f that was powered or not, and if that battery

needed to be replaced or -- or recharged based off

of the, you know,

the site.

their visits and mai nt enance of

MR SI LVESTRI : ls this a lead acid, kind of |ike a car

battery?
THE W TNESS ( Rol and) :

| would say it's probably, could

be sonething simlar to that, but it also could be
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alithiumion battery as well, you know, whatever
t he sheep grazer has available to themfrom --
fromthat fence manufacturer as well.

MR. SILVESTRI: Ckay, thank you.

And if we go back to the application under
attachnent one, | have a question on the trackers.
Are they self-powered or grid-powered?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. Trackers
are grid- powered.

MR. SILVESTRI: So there would be sone type of tie-in,
If you will, to the distribution systemthat w ||
power up the trackers and not have it cone from
the solar production itself?

Wul d that be correct?
THE W TNESS (Parsons): M. Silvestri, this is Brad

Parsons. That, | guess, is sonewhat correct. |If
the power -- if the trackers are generating at
that point in tine and the -- the systemis

pushi ng power onto the grid, the tracker notors
coul d be taking power fromthe solar panels
t hensel ves.

However, if they need to be powered, they
woul d get that, ultimately get that power fromthe
grid, too, if necessary fromthat panel as well.

MR. SILVESTRI: Ckay. Kind of a related question then.
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You had an estimate that the project is expected

to produce nore than 7.57 negawatt hours of energy
inits first year of operation. Wuld you include
the electrical |losses that the trackers m ght pull

fromthe solar panel in your estinate?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons.

So yes, that -- that estimte, not only does
that include electrical |osses that the tracker
nmotors mght pull, but it also includes electrical
| osses fromthe transfornmers as well as any of the
medi um vol t age cabl e, shading fromany of the
trees that are remaining in place around the site
as wel | .

So all the | osses associated with the system

are -- are included in that estinate.

MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. Thank you for your response.

| want to turn right now to the stormater
basin for a question or two. And when | | ook at
the existing stormvater basin, there's apparently
an outlet control structure that's noted in
Appendix B. This is the drawing plan of |and
sheet one of one.

Am | correct in that, first of all, that it's
an outlet control structure? And if |I'mcorrect,

what's the nature of that control structure?
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THE W TNESS (Burns): This is Robert Burns from APT.

That structure is, by all accounts, a
drywell. It was full of debris. So we have not
assunmed that it's an outlet structure, and we've
nodel ed the pond wi thout its use.

MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. So any, any water that woul d
flow out would just flow by this, this drywell,
supposedl| y?

THE WTNESS (Burns): It's fine to have the stormater
infiltrate.

MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. Then if you could turn to both
drawing OP-1, which is the overall |ocus plan, and
drawing O P2, the partial site plan? |t seens
t hat both equi pnment pads will be installed within
a portion of the existing stormmater basin.

|s that correct?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): M. Silvestri, this is Brad
Parsons. | can take that. So it -- it wll be
the areas where the -- the inverters are. So
there, they're actually nounted on racks
equi pnent .

So while it is an equi pnent pad, per se,
there they're rack nounted equi pnent. So they
wll be sitting up off -- off of the ground.

MR. SILVESTRI: Ckay. Then when it has -- 1've got to
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bl ow up ny drawi ng here. Were it has gravel
equi pnent pad, how does that differ from what you
just nentioned about racks?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Again, Brad Parsons. So the
gravel equi pnent pad goes around where -- where
the inverters are going. So that |onger, smaller
rectangle inside of that area is -- is where the
I nverter racks woul d go.

And we tend to just install a gravel pad
around those mainly just because we've got, you
know, a decent anount of foot traffic right there
as those are getting installed and nai nt ai ned.

And then additionally, you'll see that the --
the concrete equi pnent pads are further to the
south on -- on that sane draw ng, south of those

two | onger rectangular pads. And that's where

the -- the transforner and any other AC el ectrical
equi pnent woul d be -- woul d be | ocat ed.
MR. SILVESTRI: So the transfornmers are on concrete.

The inverters are on racks. Correct?
| didn't hear the response.
THE W TNESS (Parsons): Sorry, M. Silvestri. Again
Brad Parsons. That that is correct. The
transfornmers are on concrete and the inverters on

racks with -- wth gravel at their base.
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MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. And one transfornmer each per
pad. So two transforners all together?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Brad Parsons. Yes, sir.

MR SILVESTRI: Ckay. |In the event of a transforner
oil leak, what neasures would you have in place to
prevent the oil fromreaching the stormwater basin
and potentially going sonewhere that we don't want
It to go?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. M.

Silvestri. So these, these transfornmers will be
using Fr3 oil. It's a biodegradable oil actually
derived from-- fromvegetable oil. So it's not

your standard mineral oil that's been used in
transforners previously.

SO -- but if this were to -- if those
transfornmers were to leak for any -- any reason,
| i kel y based on the grades there, the transforners
woul d actually flow, that |eakage would Iikely

flowinto those gravel pads around the inverters

t hensel ves and |ikely be contained in -- in that
area before reaching the -- the actual stormater
basi n.

MR SILVESTRI: Do you know how nuch oil the
transforners would contain at this point?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Again, this is Brad Parsons. |
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do not know that exact nunber at this point.

MR SILVESTRI: Ckay. Just a comment from ne.

Basi cally, everything could be bi odegradabl e.
It's just a question of tinme. To ne, oil is oil,
but | hear what you're saying about the certain
type of oil that would be used there.

But nmoving on, will the transforners be
equi pped with | ow | evel al arns?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): M. Silvestri, this is Brad
Parsons. | don't believe we will have |ow | evel
alarms on -- on the transforners.

MR SILVESTRI: Al right. So if you have a | eak, how
are you going to know that it's leaking if you
don't have any al arns?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): You get an idea because the
systemitself will start operating in -- in a
manner that it doesn't typically operate in. And
our systens are nonitored 24/7 by -- by a DAS
system which is our -- our systemthat we have in
i nternally.

And so we would get alarns that the system
IS -- is not operating correctly. CQoviously, the
vol tage woul d change or -- or we'd just get a
reduction in power based on the transforners not

operating at their -- their capacity that they
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shoul d be.

And that would alert our -- our naintenance
techs to go out and likely investigate the site if
they can't see any other issues on -- on that DAS
system |ike an inverter being down.

MR. SILVESTRI: But up to a certain point, you' d have
no idea that the transfornmer or transfornmers woul d
be | eaking until sonething shows you that there's
not a good operation with the solar panels.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Correct at this tine.

MR, SILVESTRI: Is it your intention to store any fuels
on site, either during construction or during
operati on?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): It is not -- not our intention
to store any fuels on site.

| do maybe want to add to one thing we could
| ook at, is just putting kind of a concrete curve
| ip around that said concrete pad. That's enough
to contain the -- any potential oil spill from--
fromthe transfornmer as well.

MR. SILVESTRI: |If this project happens to be approved,
you m ght want to | ook at low |l evel alarns. So
|'"'mgoing to | eave that part of it at that.

But |'mgoing to go back to drawi ng G\ 2,

which is your environnmental notes. And would it
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be your intention to nodify the spill prevention
portion of that to include contact information for
regul atory agencies, spill cleanup contractors,

| ocal responders and the |ike?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): M. Silvestri, this is Brad
Parsons. Yes, we would -- could definitely be
able to nodify that plan to include those itens.

MR. SILVESTRI: And you'd have worker training as well
to go along with that, correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, sir.

MR, SILVESTRI: Ckay. Going back to one of the
guestions that M. Perrone had asked you about
Ever source and pad- nounted equi pnent, did you
actually work with Eversource to | ook at
pad- nount ed equi pnment al ong the interconnection to
reduce the nunber of poles?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): Yeah. M. Silvestri, this
Is Bryan Fitzgerald. W did work with Eversource
during our interconnection approval stage on the
pad- nount ed equi pnent, the -- the pol e- nount ed
equi pnent .

And what Brad Parsons nentioned in response
to M. Perrone's question | think, kind of,
sunmari zed it, because the crux was the required

Ever source equi pnment is producing nore poles
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than -- than we are with our required equi pnent.
And their equi pnment needs to be pol e- nount ed.

MR, SILVESTRI: | heard your reply. 1've seen
Eversource cone up wth pad-nounted equi prmrent in
the past, and there just seens to be a back and
forth on that. But right now, I'll just thank you
for your reply.

|'"d like to go back to tracker operations for
a couple of nmonments. Is the rotary mechani sm for
the trackers, is it internal to the trackers or
external ?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Brad Parsons. It is -- it's
| ocated in the m ddle of each tracker itself, and
It is -- it's basically a Sleuth drive notor.

So it's -- it sits in the center, and then
you have two torque tubes com ng out of either
end, and that notor drives both of those torque
tubes that drives each of a half of the tracker.

MR. SILVESTRI: So it's nore gear driven as opposed to

chain drive?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, sir, M. Silvestri. It
Is. It is gear-driven. It's -- it is a Sleuth
not or .

MR SILVESTRI: Ckay. And do they, the trackers

requi re any mai ntenance or greasing, or anything
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el se while they're in operation, or over a period

of time?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): |t's ny understanding that --

that those notors are -- are conpl etely contai ned.
It does not require any, any greasing or

mai nt enance wth regards to that over tine.

MR. SILVESTRI: Ckay. Thank you.

In the event of a forecasted snow event,
woul d you be able to tilt the panels to be
per pendi cul ar to the ground so you woul dn't have

any snow accunul ation on top of the panels?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): There's actually the tracker --

again, Brad Parsons. The tracker is -- is only
designed to go up to 55 degrees. Right? But we
have what we call the -- the algorithminside the
tracki ng nechani smthere would basically dunp snow

at a certain point.

Soif it -- if we do get any snow buil dup, it
will -- it wll go all the way to that 55 degree
tilt. If it still feels anything on that tracker

itself, it's nmy understanding that it wll go
fully back to the other side as well to -- to try
and do it, a dunp it that way.

And again, being that the panels are -- are

glass there, you're likely going to get nost of
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that snow sliding, sliding off of it as well.

MR SILVESTRI: So if | understand correctly, you kind
of have an automatic weat her tracking system if
you wll, for snowthat will respond accordingly.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes.

MR. SILVESTRI: Al right. | believe nmy |ast question
at this point; have you had any panels, say, from
previous installations that experienced breakage
ei ther during construction or in operational use?

And if so, what did you do with those panel s?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is -- this is Brad
Parsons. Again, yes, we've -- we've definitely
experi enced breakage of panels as a result of, you
know, construction and/or delivery.

Alot of tinmes you may find a panel broken in
one of the crates after delivery. And those are
di sposed of in accordance with -- with any federal
or state regul ations.

MR. SILVESTRI: Wen you nentioned di sposed of, would
t hey have been recycled? O would they have gone
to landfill?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): | don't have an answer to that.
They may have been recycled, but they could al so
have gone to a landfill, | know.

MR. SILVESTRI: GCkay. Thank you.
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M. Morissette, |

believe that's all | have

at this tinme. Thank you and thank the panel for
your responses.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Thank you, M. Silvestri.
We'll now continue with cross-examnm nati on by

M. ol enbi ewski Good
afternoon, M. ol enbi ewski .

VR, GOLEMBI EVBKI :

foll owed by M. Hannon.

Good afternoon, M. Mbrissette. ' m

going to, | guess, start ny questioning primarily

about the storm basin, stormwater nmanagenent
basi n.
| guess |I'mnot sure who to direct this

guestion to -- probably to the stormater

engi neer. But based on what | can tell fromthe
pl ans, there is no design for it. AmIl mssing a
set of plans? Because | don't really see any
there, and | don't really know what the top

el evation of the --

guesti on.

SO,

al

right.

Here's ny

How does the storm basin work?

Robert Burns with APT.

The storm

THE W TNESS ( Burns):
basin works exactly the way it works today.
That's an existing basin that the stormnvater w ||
fl ow overland to, and the water will infiltrate

I nto the ground.

Is included in the

And the stormnater report
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packet. And all the conps are there, as well as
the elevations for the different year storns,
exi sting and proposed.

MR GOLEMBIEWBKI: So |I'mon the plan sheet and | see a

line, | believe, that is supposed to represent the
limts of the stormmwater basin. It's like a two
dots dash.

THE WTNESS (Burns): So Robert Burns, again. That's
really just for graphical purposes. The top of
that basin is dependent on what stormyou' re
analyzing it for.

MR. GOLEMBI EWBKI :  Okay.

THE W TNESS (Burns): But it is approximtely there.

It sort of falls in the 213 contour on our side,
but really the top of the -- the basin itself for
proposed conditions, even in the a hundred-year
stormis down around to 12.7, so.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): M. Golenbiewski, this is Brad
Parsons. |If | could add to that as well? |If you
could take these, direct attention to EC-5 of the
pl an sheets, this mght hel p understand what's
going on out there a little bit nore?

I n essence, what we have is there's already a
stormmat er basin on -- on site. Right? And we've

nodel ed, nodeled the set basin. So if you said --




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

that said stormwater basin.

So, if you ook at -- at that EC -- EC5, if
you have it in front of you, you'll see where the
existing stormmater line is. And you'll see on
the far western side of that, that page where the
stormnater line is, you can kind of see that it
really is alnost right at that 213 contour that --
that M. Burns was representing.

So, if you kind of go north of that, that 213
contour, just to the north of where -- where the
LOD is, you'll see those contours actually start
to go up right there.

So there's actually a natural bermon this

Site to the north between the -- the limts of
di sturbance in the facility and -- and that
wetl ands to -- to the north. So that berm you

know, tends to vary in elevation depending on --
on where you are on site.

So as you kind of work your way towards the
eastern side, you can kind of see that berm --
berm drops down a bit, and you'll see right where
that 211 contour is at the -- the smallest, the
| owest part of the basin and the drywell structure
that's called out there? You'll see just to the

north of that, north of the LOD, you'll see that
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215 contour there as well.

So, again, it's just an existing berm al ong
that northern backside of the parcel. So really
there, there's no stormnater basin to grade in
because, in essence there there's already one
there. And we're further mtigating the -- the
stormmater controls by changing froma row crop
cover type of tobacco or other row crops to just a
standard neadow.

MR, GOLEMBI EWSKI ;@  Ckay. You know, so how the basin
functions, say, during a hundred-year storm event,
what el evation would that represent in the basin?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): So, today, the hundred-year
storm when we nodel it is at about 213. 3.

MR, GOLEMBI EVWBKI ;@ Ckay.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Once we have redone the --
redid the surface with neadow type grasses, we ran
It and the proposed hundred-year elevation is
212. 69.

MR, GOLEMBI EWSKI :  Ckay.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): So we're actually reducing the
runoff to that basin.

MR. GOLEMBI EW5KI:  And then the panels and the other
equi pnrent then would |ikely not be flooded during

a hundred-year storm event.
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): No, there they're right on the

edge, | woul d say.
MR, GOLEMBI EWBKI: Okay. So the fence would be?
THE W TNESS (Parsons): | think that's fair. Yeah,

think that's fair.

MR, GOLEMBI EWSKI:  So the fence goes across? Ckay.

So there is no plan -- so there's no plan to
have any type of overflow fromthe basin, a
formalized overfl ow?

THE W TNESS (Burns): This is Robert Burns. No, sir
there's not.

MR, GOLEMBI EWBKI: Okay. GCkay. Staying with sort of
the runoff, | guess, subject, | noticed in one of
the interrogatories or in the report you said that
there would not be, | believe, any drip panel,
drip -- soil, additional protection from erosion
frompanel drip. And | was just wondering if you
coul d explain why?

THE WTNESS (Burns): The grades out there and the seed
mx we're going to plant, the vegetated cover that
they will not be needed. And that they're tracker
type panels, nmaybe Brad, you can add on that a
little bit.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yeah. M. ol enbiewski, this

I's Brad Parsons again. So again, on top of what

47




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

M. Burns stated there, as well as these being
tracker panels, that the drip edge is -- is
constantly noving over -- over the course of the
day. So that, that's another reason as well.

MR. GOLEMBI EWSKI: So they're not permanently in one
| ocation, so not one line will form So there
t hey' re novi ng.

So sort of dependent on where they are and
when it rains, you would not get the drip in the
sanme exact | ocation.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): That's correct, M.

ol enmbi ewski. Brad Parsons.

MR, GOLEMBI EWBKI: | guess one nore question regarding
stormnvater. The basin itself will not hold water
for nore than, say, just after a storm event.

O for how | ong?

| guess the question may be, how |l ong after,
say, a hundred-year stormevent would water sit in
t he basin?

THE WTNESS (Burns): This is Robert Burns again. |
don't have an answer for that. It's sonething I
woul d have to get back to you.

MR, GOLEMBI EWSKI: But you are characterizing it as an
infiltration basin that wll not have pernanent

water in it?
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THE W TNESS (Burns): Yes, sir.

MR, GOLEMBI EWBKI: So, currently, water there -- it's
generally dry, currently.

THE WTNESS (Burns): | think that's fair. Robert --
this is Robert Burns, yes.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): And again, M. ol enbi ewski,
this is Brad Parsons, yes. And | think the intent
here is that that site is going to function as it
does today, as we kind of discussed about the --
the basin and the existing contours that are
t here.

You know, really it's -- it's a dry site as
It is today, and our calculations are basically
showi ng -- showing the sane in that regards.

MR. GOLEMBI EWSKI: And the outlet is not a functioning
outlet, the feature that says catch basin top?

THE WTNESS (Burns): That's correct. This is Robert
Burns. Yes, that's correct.

MR, GOLEMBI EWSKI :  Ckay.

THE W TNESS (GQustafson): Dean Gustafson. | can add a
little bit to this discussion. During our wetland
I nvestigation, we took a close | ook at the
exi sting stormnvater basin, and by all field
I ndi cations and surface evidence that basin does

not appear to hold water for any significant
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period of tinme, and -- and it's pretty free
draining soils underneath it.

It's -- there's a | ot of glacial
| acustrine -- | nean, glacial fluvial material,
sone coarse sand and gravel underneath that. So
It appears to drain pretty -- infiltrate pretty
qui ckly.

MR. GOLEMBI EWBKI : Ckay. And there's no chance that
any type of water would overflow and fl ow towards
t he vernal pools that were identified to the
nort hwest ?

THE W TNESS (GQustafson): As we | ooked at kind of the
north end of that basin, that natural berm and
there's no evidence of any surface flows comn ng
fromthat basin towards the north, towards the
potential vernal pools in the wetland system

MR. GOLEMBI EWBKI : Ckay. |Is there -- sticking wth, |
guess, that line of questioning, the area for the
devel opnent, the habitat there would not -- is it
your opinion that any type of anphibian m gration
to the vernal pools would be going through? |Is
that a likely area for mgration?

THE W TNESS (Qustafson): Dean CGustafson. W did take
a close |look at what the anticipated primary

vectors of mgration fromthe two potential vernal
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pools. You know, that's a good distance north of
the closest facility.

And the areas to the south including the
project area are all naintained, cultivated
agricultural field habitat, which is really not
supportive of any of the obligate vernal pool
speci es such as spotted sal anmander and wood frog.
It woul d be considered either suboptimal or
non- habi t at .

There is no mature forest cover in those
areas. So the vectors of mgration are
anticipated to be kind of east and west fromthose
potential vernal pools, and also to the north.
And those are all forested terrestrial habitats,
and al so forested wetl and habit ats.

And I'Il just direct you to our response to
i n Applicant Exhibit 4, our response to the Town
of Wndsor interrogatories. W included an
attachnment noted as figure six, and that provides
the vectors of mgration on that figure.

MR, GOLEMBI EWBKI: Okay. Geat. That's all | have,
M. Morissette. Thank you.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Thank you, M. ol enbi ewski .

We'll now continue with cross-exam nati on by

M. Hannon, followed by nyself. M. Hannon, good
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af t ernoon.
MR. HANNON: Good afternoon, M. Mrissette. Thank
you.

| want to sort of stay on the sane path that

M. ol enbi ewski and M. Silvestri were foll ow ng.

So | guess as it relates to the equi pnent pads
that you're tal king about, do you have sort of a
spot elevation as to what those gravel pads wll
be at? | nean, it wll be above the 213
el evation, or you may have a different opinion as
to what constitutes a gravel pad?
So I"mjust curious if you have a sort of a

spot el evation you anticipate there?

THE W TNESS (Burns): This is Robert Burns. The
el evations wll be matching what the existing
el evations are out there right now.

MR. HANNON: COkay. So it will be at ground |evel,
whi ch nmeans that under certain circunstances a
portion of the nount could be underwater.

Correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): And yeah, this is Brad Parsons.

Yeah, | think, you know, a portion of the
structure, the nounting structure racking that
hol ds up the inverters, the bottom part of that

could -- could be underwater, but those inverters
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are sitting, you know, three to four feet above --
above existing grade. And that's why there wasn't
really much, nuch concern with that.

| think we potentially al so have sone
availability onsite to -- to shift that, those

areas to the south slightly as well.

MR. HANNON: Thank you. That hel ped clarify.

Al so sticking with what was di scussed as far
as the el evations go, because |I'm|ooking at EC-5
and EC-6. It |ooks as though the 215 elevation is
north of the bulk of the detention basin, but it
al so curves around so that it covers the eastern
portion.

So you do have a 215-foot el evation where the
| ower portion of the basenent is probably a little
under 211-foot elevation. But just out of
curiosity, it sounds like what |I'mhearing is that
you have no intention of doing anything with the
drywell to make it work, but yet on page EC-5 it
tal ks about the existing drywell, the contractors
to clean it out, clean out the structure and add
proposed silt back and hay bal e.

So it sounds like that may still be
functioning, or it wll be functioning during this

whol e process?
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): --

that's the i dea.
det erm ne what |

functions today,

with all points. Yes,

Once we clean it out and
it will

t iIs, function the way it

or the way it should be

functioni ng.

MR. HANNON: Okay. And one of the things | did not

see, do you happen to have a spot elevation for a

top of frame for the drywell?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): No, sir. The surveyors didn't

pick up a spot elevation. It looks like it's -- |

don't see it. | don't know.

MR. HANNON: Yeah, | didn't see anything nmarked

anywhere. So

was j ust curious about that.

And

| want to go to page 27 in the petition.
| think this goes to a coment that M. Gustafson

made saying that the facility would be | ocated

entirely wwthin the cultivated agricultural field
that represents suboptimal terrestrial habitat for
obligate vernal pool species, and that the
agricultural field is considered suboptinal due to

the | ack of forest cover.

So | think that what M. CGustafson was sayi ng

I's that because of that, it's unlikely that you

woul d have any of the potential anphibians

crossing, |I'massumng, through the pond or
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t hrough the basin and into what is currently the

agricultural field. |Is that correct?

THE W TNESS (Qustafson): Yes, that's -- that's

correct. W don't anticipate any significant
m gration out of those vernal pools or the nearhby
terrestrial habitat to the north into that field,
because it is essentially non habitat for those
speci es.

And further to the south of this property is
exi sting residential and agricultural properties.
So there's -- there's really no incentive for

m gration across that field.

MR. HANNON: Ckay. But then in the sane paragraph, you

go to say, in fact, the conversion of the
cultivated field to permanent neadow habitat under
the surrounding solar facility represents an

| nprovenent to the CTH.

The addition of the nmeadows habitats
veget ati on woul d provide an inproved | evel of
cover for any dispersing herpetofauna that nay
wander into the solar facility. This habitat
conversion also elimnates potential nortality of
t hose species due to current conflicts wth
farm ng i npl enents.

So tonme, the way |'mreading that is it
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| ooks as though by going in and doi ng sone of the
seeding, that that may actually open up sone of
the area to sone of the critters that could be at
the vernal pool. And it could actually have them
nmoving nore towards the field because it may no

| onger be subopti mal.

THE W TNESS (CGustafson): That's -- that's correct.

It's -- it's less specific for the obligate vernal
pool species such as wood frog and sal anander who
are going to rely heavily on the terrestri al

habi tat, but other associ ated herpet of auna such
as, you know, turtles and snakes and -- and

what not that are inhabiting and utilizing sone of
that terrestrial and wetland habitat further to
the north, you could certainly have those species
encroach into the edge of the field.

And under current conditions there, you know,
they're subject to injury or nortality from
agricultural -- agricultural use of the property,
and al so to heavier |evels of predation because of
t he open nature of the cultivated field.

Those factors would -- would certainly be
I nproved wth the devel opnent of this sol ar
facility and the installation of a native

pollinator friendly seed mx to pernmanently
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stabilize the areas in and around the sol ar
facility.

MR. HANNON: Wl |, thank you.

THE W TNESS (Qustafson): You' re wel cone.

MR. HANNON: Then on page 28, under hydraulic
al terations, second paragraph, the existing
st or mvat er nmanagenent area woul d not be consi dered
a decoy pool or sink feature that potentially
coul d affect breeding anphi bians intercepted on
their way to the nearby vernal pool. Wy not?

THE W TNESS (CGustafson): Dean GQustafson. As | had
I ndicated earlier to M. ol enbi ewski's question
regardi ng the basin, our field indications are
that that basin drains and infiltrates any
stormnat er runoff fairly quickly.

W didn't see any field evidence of, you know
surface standi ng or vegetation standing, any drift
lines to that nature. So this is what we would
characterize as a dry basin. And if, you know,
duri ng heavy storm events, you know, there, any
water that would collect in that area would drain
the soils fairly rapidly.

And therefore, we wouldn't consider the
exi sting basin -- even the existing basin a decoy

pool. And as noted earlier in testinony from
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M. Burns, that you know, with the change of cover
type we're inproving the conditions, the runoff
conditions fromexisting conditions.

So there would be | ess of a chance of it

operating as a possi ble decoy pool.

MR. HANNON: Thank you.
THE W TNESS (CGustafson): You' re wel cone.
MR. HANNON: The next question really isn't directly

related to page 30, but seeing as how it tal ks

about soils and geology |I thought I'd raise it

her e.
My understanding is the property is currently
bei ng used for growi ng tobacco. |Is that correct?
THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Bryan Fitzgerald. | believe

they grew rye hay out there this year.

MR. HANNON: Ckay. And the reason |I'm asking, because

| mwondering if any soil analysis has been done
for potential hazardous materials. | nean, having
worked with projects up in that part of the state,
sone of the pesticide results and chem cal s t hat
are used for tobacco fields can tend to be rather
I nt ense.

So |'"mjust wondering if any anal ysis has
been done there to determ ne the soil

characteristics and whether or not they may be
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potentially hazardous?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is brad Parsons. | can

speak to that.

So while we haven't had a phase one ESA
conpleted for this site, we have had phase one
ESAs conpleted for sites of simlar nature in the
area. And those phase-ones have identified the
sane concerns that you just raised.

However, it is our intent here -- it wll
al ways be our intent not to renove any soil from
the property. And if we were to have to, part of
t hat phase one woul d be having to have sone type
of soil managenent plan to do that.

But in this case, we're -- we're not grading,
performng any grading on the site. Any
excavation would really be limted to the
I nstallation of the access road. Any of the
trenches would be filled back in. So -- so any
limted excavati on woul d be spread on site and

further stabilized to avoid any renoval of soil.

MR. HANNON:  Yeah, | just knowit's been a concern for

a nunber of people. And sonetines what ends up
happening i s even dust blowing off of the site can
adversely inpact surrounding properties. So |ust

needing to be sure that that's sonething that's
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taken care of. Thank you.

On page G\-2, the environnental notes,
resource protection neasures, | have a question
on -- | think it's nunber five. So it tal ks about
t he use of herbicides and pesticides at the
facilities shall be m nim zed.

Can you give ne an idea as to why pesticides
and herbicides m ght be used on site, and how t hat
can possibly linger on the site? And what inpact
that m ght have on the sheep being brought in?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. Once -- if the
project were to nove forward and once East W ndsor
Solar Il were to take possession of the property
t hrough the commencenent of the | ease and proceed
with construction, East Wndsor Solar Il would not
use herbicides or pesticides under any
ci rcunstance for any vegetative managenent.

Al'l vegetative nmanagenent woul d be conpl et ed
t hrough sheep grazing throughout the life of the
project. So again, the project would not use any
her bi ci des or pesticides while in operation.

MR. HANNON: Ckay. Thank you. Also in the
application, there's the letter fromthe
Comm ssi oner over at Departnent of Agriculture.

And it tal ks about -- it concludes that this
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project will not materially effect the status of
project -- or project land as prine farm and wth
the use of the sheep on the property.

So | guess the question | have related to

that is, given the response, or the question and

response in the Siting Council Interrogatories
Nunber 13. And it states that -- it states the
property owner will retain | and devel opnent rights

to develop a cenetery in the future, and the
conditions that the property would need to be
returned to. It was basically what that owner
currently wants.

But if they're using it as, or proposing to
use it as a cenetery, why does it matter if there
are sheep on this site or not? Because it doesn't
sound like the property is going to revert back to

farm and.

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. And | think

could clarify nmaybe a couple of points here
witten in this response. The | andowner for the
property is the Catholic Cenetery Associ ation of
Arch Di ocese of Hartford.

Wil e the property has been in agricul tural
production in the past and they're pursuing a

potential solar project here that continues
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agricul tural production through the |ife of that
project, sone of the underlying thenes in working
wth the | andowner -- and know ng that | can't
speak directly for them because |I'mnot them-- is
that they -- they tend to try and preserve the
ability to put a cenetery at the properties that
they own if the event arises in the future where
they would | ook to do so.

They' re an organi zation that thinks for the
extrene long-term for eternity, for exanple.
They like to try and retain devel opnent rights of
their properties in order to have the ability to
install a cenetery at sone point in the future if

the need arises for it.

MR. HANNON: So then the use of the sheep at this site

woul d be that at the end of whether it's the 20,
30, 40-year wi ndow, that the property would be
reverting back to a potential agricultural use.

Is that the intent? And then what the
di ocese m ght do that may be sonet hing beyond t hat

scope”?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. | think that's

precisely correct. Qur goal throughout the useful
life of the solar project would be to try and

retain and even potentially inprove the soil
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characteristics there through the -- through the
use of the sheep grazing plant.

So when deconm ssi oni ng cones at sone poi nt
In the future post-useful life, the ability for
the project to return to anot her type of

agricultural use is there and avail abl e.

MR. HANNON: Ckay. Thank you. The |ast question |

have, | believe -- if | can find it -- has to do
with the plan for the sheep. And if |'mreading
this correctly, this is on page 6 of 8, in tab J.

So it talks about -- it |ooks as though naybe
roughly 43 sheep grazing in the 4 paddocks. So
|"massumng that it's roughly 2.4 sheep per acre.
Each of the four sections is about 4.9 acres, give
or take a little bit for the paddock, and they
woul d be grazing 15 days in each paddock. So the
45- day rest period.

So for exanple, you start in paddock one. 15
days are up, they nove to paddock two. That gives
paddock 1 sort of the 45 days to refurbish itself.
And |'m assum ng there would be, |ike, what? Two

seasons at the site. Does that sound correct?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. That does sound

correct. And again, | will add that the sheep

grazing plan is devel oped in conjunction wth our
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sheep farmng partners here in Connecticut. And
they reserve the ability to see how things are
from a season-to-season basis.

| would assune this year, for exanple,
conpared to | ast year, maybe the continued growth
due to the rain that we've had would -- woul d keep
t hem out there throughout the growth season. |
could be m staken there, but as conpared to a
season |li ke |last year where we had a bit of a
drought m d season.

But yes, | believe here the point you're
maki ng is correct.

MR. HANNON: Ckay. Thank you.

| think M. Mrissette, that does it for ne
on the questions today.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER Very good. Thank you,
M . Hannon.

"Il start wwth ny questions. 1'd like to go
back to the di scussion about noise quickly, just
for sone clarification here. 1In the response to
guestion nunber 36 we tal ked about the 300 feet to
the north. And I'mtrying to reconcile it with
the table in the report on page 3. And | believe
that the 300 feet would be associated with PL-2,
whi ch indicates it's 820 feet.
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And M. Roland, | think it is? Could you try
to clarify what |I'm m ssing here?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): |If | could just step in and
Andy can further clarify that. | think that 300
feet was done to the closest property line to the
north. And then Andy, | think you can tal k about
the receptors and those di stances that you used
t here.

THE WTNESS (Rol and): Yeah, this is Andy Roland with
VEP.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  The -- the distance, that first
di stance, M. Morissette, that you're referring
to, can you direct ne to the interrogatory
question response?

MR. HANNON: Nunber 36. | think what I'mhearing is
that the 300 feet is not part of your report.

It's sonething different.

THE WTNESS (Roland): This is Andy Roland with WsP. |
just want to confirm so we're tal king about
those, the right locations to use.

kay. So | think where we're -- this is Andy
Rol and with WGP again. The -- the property |ine,
| believe that is referred to as the 300-foot or
per haps the nearest property line is the property

line directly to the north of the equi pnent pads,
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the inverter equipnent. And there is no residence
t here.
And where | refer to the WEP noi se report,
the distances are to the nearest property |lines on
a straight |ine path between the inverter pad
| ocations and those residential property lines
wi th residents.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Ckay. Geat. Al right, |
understand it now. Thank you.
kay. M. Roland, while | have you -- so BAC
did the first analysis. And | want to nmake sure |
under st ood what was said at the begi nning of the
hearing, that the noi se anal ysis was redone
primarily -- that's ny understanding. Correct ne
If I"'mwong -- was redone prinmarily because
sonmeone from BAC was not available to testify.
Did I understand that correctly?
THE WTNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. Yes,
that that is -- that is correct. And | can |et
M. Rol and speak to the rationale behind -- behind
hi mrunning that report and anal ysis as well.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  (kay. Before he does that, so
t he BAC anal ysis had determ ned that the noise
| evel s at property lines were very | ow.

And M. Rowl and's analysis, in his study he
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says he was very conservative in his analysis, and
the noise |l evels are higher than BAC s.

So in your discussion, M. Roland, can you
just explain in your conservative anal ysis what
shifted fromBAC to your analysis to concl ude
that, yes, it is alittle bit higher, and |I'I|

| eave it at that? |If you could pl ease?

THE WTNESS (Roland): M. Morissette, this is Andy

Rol and, WSP. So we were contacted and contracted
by Verigy on this project, as Brad nentioned, due
to sonme scheduling conflicts or sone inability to
testify here.

W were provided wth the BAC acousti cal
report fromApril of 2023, and our first task was
to -- we were asked -- was review that and
provide -- provide our opinions.

And this varies fromacoustical consultant to
acoustical consultant. | believe the BAC report
to be a bit too -- to give credit to a bit too
many, too nmany factors that | do not normally do
In terns of attenuations over distances.

And you, you are correct in that the BAC
report reported a very | ow nine decibel inpact
fromthe site at the -- what it deened to be the

nearest residential property line, which is |
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referred to -- we referred to at WoP as PL-4 in
our report, which is the residential property to
the -- the west of the -- the inverter panels.

I n | ooking at that nunber, there are sone --
there are sone factors used in the BAC report,
nanely an attenuati on accounted for, for
vegetation, which | tend in the Northeast not to
assune in any sort of nodeling analysis due to the
fact that vegetation varies from season to season.
That was -- that was one particular factor that
BAC took credit for, whereas our report didn't.

It was al so sone di screpancies as to how --

how nodel s are run, sound pressure versus sound

power. | don't think we need to get into the
technicalities of that. That's -- that's
explained in the report, but otherw se we -- we

uncovered a couple of attenuation netrics that we
chose not to use to predict the maxi mnum

concei vabl e sound | evel fromthe site, and
determned it to remain in conpliance with the CT
DEEP noi se regul ati on, despite the fact that we

are quite conservati ve.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Very good. Thank you for that

expl anati on.

Ckay. Wat |'d liketodois I'dlike to
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turn to partial site plan OP-2. | have a couple

of questions associated with that. M first

guestion is -- let's see. To the west, the limt
of disturbance fromthe fence line is -- it
appears to be quite extensive. |s there a reason
for that?

Al so, on the east side, it's the sane thing.
W TNESS (Burns): Burns with APT. The limted
di st urbance on those two sides were nmainly because
they will be seeded. There's no actual work being
taken place there, but that area will be seeded,
so we included it as a |imted disturbance.
HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Gkay. Thank you.
W TNESS (Burns): You're wel cone.
HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Ckay. Moving to the front of the
facilities along Thrall Road, can you tell ne what

the distance is fromthe road to the fence |ine?

W TNESS (Burns): Robert Burns, again.
It's 50 feet.
HEARI NG OFFI CER 50 feet?
W TNESS (Burns): Yes, sir.
HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Okay. And then to the --
W TNESS (Burns): I'msorry. That's to the

property |ine.

HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Gkay. Along Thrall Road, where
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the | andscaping is, fromthe road to the fence
l'i ne.

THE W TNESS (Burns): | don't renenber offhand.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, M. Morissette, just one
monment. |'I1l have that.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Great, thank you.

"' mal so | ooking for the distance between
that and the actual solar panels.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yeah. So M. Mrissette, this
Is Brad Parsons. So the distance to the -- to the
edge of road -- fromthe edge of road to -- to the
fence line is approximately 75 feet, and then the
di stance fromthe edge of the road to the solar
panels is approxi mtely 95 feet.

THE HEARI NG OFFICER 95 feet? GCkay. Well, | was
curious as to whether pushing it back is sonething
that could be acconplished, and the pros and cons
of doing that or not doing that.

So for exanple, maybe going to a hundred
feet; go to the fence line, nove the fence |line
another 25 feet. Any reaction?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): | think, you know, there is --
Brad Parsons, again. | think there is, you know,
where the issues cone into play is how, how the

| ayout of these -- these trackers can tend to
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wor K.

And so by doing that, while it could happen
in -- in some cases, in sone, sone instances, as
we kind of nove nore towards the eastern half of
that, that array, as you were to shift that to --
to the north, we would start to inpact the
exi sting vegetation on the north side potentially
with sonme -- wth sonme of those trackers there.

So while it could happen potentially in
certain cases there, there were spots where it
was -- was a little difficult there. So we -- we
did try to naintain a consistent consistency as
wel | along that, that frontage.

THE HEARI NG OFFICER.  All right. WelIl, considering you
have additional space to the west and the east,
you coul d concei vably go wi der and push it back an
addi tional 20 feet, 25 feet, to provide a little
bit nore buffer to Thralls Road.

THE WTNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. Wth
regards to that, again, with -- with keeping the
exi sting vegetation both on -- on the -- on the
eastern and sout hwestern and sonme western sides of
the site, basically that the shading profile cones
into play here.

And so -- so by shifting and -- and novi ng
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t hose, those panels over actually provides sone
additional inpacts with regards to -- to
production. And even though those are already
taken into account, we're already taking into
account sone production |losses with -- with
regards to shadi ng.

So any further -- further pushes in either
di rection further makes those panels not -- not
produce the energy they -- they should be

produci ng.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Ckay. Fair enough. Yeah, in a

drawing it |l ooks -- it doesn't look like it's 75
feet. It |ooks sonething nuch | ess.

Ckay. Al right. Concerning the
I nt erconnection, we have eight 40-f oot
di stribution poles along the driveway, sonewhat
concealed by the -- | think it's a shed and a
barn, if | amreading that correctly.

| disagree with the statenent that was
provi ded earlier that Eversource can't or
prefers -- they probably prefer overhead pole
I nterconnects, but they certainly have the ability
to do pad nounts.

What | would like to dois to go to the

aeri al photograph nunber 18, please? That's
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associated with the field review

MR. BALDWN:. These are in the interrogatory response
that you're referring to?

MR. HANNON: Yes. Yes, thank you.

MR. BALDWN. This is photo 187

MR. HANNON:  Aerial photo 18.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, M. Mrissette. | think
we have that.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Thank you. So the way I'm
reading this is you' ve got the shed right on the
ri ght-hand side of the photograph, and the
I nterconnect is going to go to the left of that
shed. And it's going to cone down and
I nterconnect with this pole on Thrall Road. So
there's a line of trees there.

So ny first question is, to what extent are
those trees going to be trimed back and renoved
to acconplish the eight poles?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): The trees would be mnimally
trimed back and/or renoved | believe in a
response to one of the interrogatories. And |
find that we had an acreage associated with that,
t he anmount of tree renoval.

MR. HANNON: Associated with the interconnect?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Wth the interconnect, yes,
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sir.

MR. HANNON:. Ckay. So --

THE W TNESS ( Bur ns):

Burns. And we --

| was

go ahead.

going to say -- it's Robert

in the interrogatories, we said

It was a tenth of an acreage.

MR, HANNON:  Ckay.
THE W TNESS ( Burns):
MR. HANNON:  All right

Appr oxi mat el y.

. So where there's -- there's an

area that there's no trees on the side of the

barn. So that's prinmarily where the six pol es

wll go. |Is that correct? O is it further?

THE W TNESS ( Par sons) :
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER:

Par sons, yes. Yes, correct.

Ckay.

So that last pole wll we

have to angle to the structure that is on Thrall

Road?

MR. BALDW N: Clarification,

a structure that
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER:

pole to the left.
THE W TNESS ( Par sons):

I S not

M. Mrissette? You said

on Thrall road?

No, that is. lt's a distribution

Yeah. So -- so M. Morissette,

this is Brad Par sons.

So yeah, | think the intent

right nowis to actually cone off of that existing

pol e.
MR. HANNON:  Yeah?
THE W TNESS ( Par sons) :

That

Is right there over
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twenty-eighty -- at nunber 2087 and tie, and tie
into -- into that.

MR. HANNON: Right. GCkay. So that will be an angle
fromthe last pole, and it won't be a straight
line. It wll be an angle, the |l ast structure.

THE WTNESS (Parsons): A slight angle to that, to that
| ast structure. Correct.

THE HEARI NG OFFICER  Yes. Gkay. All right. So |
think | understand.

That distribution line, is there any upgrades
that's necessary on the 23 kV?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. The upgrades
that happen to the distribution circuit are a
re-conductor-ing of an aerial cable that is
further downstream or further south towards
Barber H Il Road -- I'msorry. Excuse ne, towards
the Barber H |l Substation.

There is not any upgrading to the existing
t hree-phase circuit directly on Thrall Road.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Ckay. So the upgrades have
al ready taken pl ace?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): The thrall road has -- has
al ready taken place, and there's just a small bit
of aerial cable that needs to get re-conductor-ed

south, close to the Barber H || Substati on.
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THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Okay. So that circuit goes back
to Barber HII?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Yes, sir.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Okay. Were there any operational
contingencies, constraints that were put on the
proj ect ?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): Fitzgerald. Not to ny
know edge. There were not any operational
constraints.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Ckay. Thank you. Al right.
That concludes ny questioning for this afternoon.
Thank you, everybody, for your responses.

VWhat we will do nowis we're going to take a
12-m nute break. We'Il be back at 3:50, and then
we'll continue with cross-exam nation by Attorney
DeCr escenzo.

Ckay. Thank you, everyone.

(Pause: 3:38 p.m to 3:50 p.m)

THE HEARI NG OFFICER.  |Is the Court Reporter back with
us?

THE REPORTER  Yes, | am here, and we are on the
record.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Very good. Thank you.
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MR. BALDWN. M. Morissette? Excuse interruption,
pl ease?

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Yes, Attorney Bal dw n?

MR. BALDWN. We had sone informal honmework assignnents
that at | east we thought m ght be appropriate to
address. If we could do that before the Town
begins their cross, that m ght be appropriate?

MR. HANNON: Ckay. | have one open item D d you have
others? | have the trucks per day.

MR. BALDWN:. W had a couple others. W had a total
of four that we'd like to address, if we coul d?

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER. Ckay. Please continue?

MR BALDWN. O maybe it's three. One of themis the
nunber of trucks per day.

M. Parsons has a response to that -- or
M. Fitzgerald.

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): M. Mrissette, this is
Bryan Fitzgerald. 1In regard to M. Perrone's
guestion on trucks per day, we are |ooking at
approximately 16 trucks over about a two to
three-week period in total that woul d enconpass
the site nobilization and during the construction
peri od.

We're anticipating about five trucks for

racki ng equi pnent. These are deliveries received
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2 23

at the site and this would be a flatbed sem, for
exanple. That's five trucks over that two to
t hree- week peri od.

W have about seven trucks for the solar
nodul es thenselves, and that's in 40-foot shipping
cont ai ners unl oaded onsite, and then shi pping
contai ners taken back offsite. And then two other
trucks again, flatbed sem style for transforners,
I nverters, fencing materials, wire rolls, pretty
much your bal ance of system equi pnent there. So
16 total.

BALDW N.  Thank you.

HANNON:  Very good. Thank you.

BALDWN. M. Parsons, M. Silvestri asked about
the capacity of the transforner oil contai nnent
period. And also touched on potentially
protection alarmsystens. Could you respond a

little bit further to that question?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): Yes. Again, this is Brad

Parsons. So -- so we had -- we have two
transfornmers on site. One is a 1000 kVA
transfornmer. That has approxi mately 354 gallons
of -- the Fr3 oil. And then we have one 3000 kVA
transforner that has approximately 550 gall ons of

Fr3 oil.
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Additionally, you know, we -- we intend to
I nvestigate the ability to add a | eak detection to
our nonitoring system as well as potentially
| ooki ng at backup, a concrete curtain contai nnent
al ong around our equi pnent pad as wel|.

MR. BALDW N. Thank you. Going back quickly to
M. Hannon's question regarding the |ocation of
the transfornmer and inverter pads and their
| ocation within the limts of the defined
| ocation, is there sonething you can do froma
proj ect design perspective to change that?

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Attorney Baldwn, we're hearing a
| ot of background noi se.

THE REPORTER: This is the reporter. Agreed.

MR. BALDWN:. Sorry about that, M. Mbrissette. Let ne
repeat that question if | could.

This relates to M. Hannon's question
regarding the transforner pads and the inverter
pads being within the limts, at least in parts
within the limts of the stormmvater basin shown on
t hat pl an.

M. Parsons, do you have any additi onal
I nformation to add on that point?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, this is M. Parsons. W

can shift that, those transforner and equi prment
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pads directly due south approximately 25 to 50
feet with no wind, and therefore being conpletely
out si de that stormwater basin.

MR. BALDWN. And then lastly, M. Morissette, also
wth respect to a question or |ine of questions
that M. Hannon asked regardi ng soil conditions on
the property and dust during construction.

For anyone on the w tness panel could you
talk a little bit about dust control neasures
during construction and other features that woul d
hel p control any dust fromthe property?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, this is M. Parsons.

SO -- so in addition to dust control during
construction, as required by -- by the general
permt, | think M. Hannon was -- was referring
to, you know, concerns with -- with pesticide, you
know, the herbicides and contam nation in that, in
t hat dust.

One thing that -- that would be different on
this site is obviously we would not be turning
over the soil on -- on a yearly basis for any type
of crop planting, and woul d have stabilization
over the entire site as required for the general
permt.

So as far as fromthe life of the system
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too, we would ultinmately reduce the anount of dust
that -- that nmay happen on site currently as a
result of, you know, bare soils due to, you know,
fall ow crop fields.

MR. BALDWN:. Thank you, M. Morissette.

Those were the questions we'd |Iike to ask.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER° Very good. Thank you, Attorney
Bal dw n.

Ckay. Wth that, we'll continue with
cross-exam nation of the petitioner by the Town of
East Wndsor. Attorney DeCrescenzo, if you would
pl ease?

MR. DeCRESCENZO  Good afternoon, nenbers of the panel
and nmenbers of the Council. |'mattorney Robert
DeCrescenzo fromthe firmof Updi ke, Kelly and
Spel | acy, representing the Town of East W ndsor.
W have a few questions that we would |like you to
respond to.

The first is, | want to focus on the
screening along Thrall Road, the proposed
screening along Thrall Road. What is the distance
of the frontage of the project along Thrall Road?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. You
know, neasuring it on -- on OP-2, the distance

fromalong Thrall Road fromthe corner of the --
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the start of the LOD to the other corner of -- of
the LOD is approxinmately 915 feet.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Ckay. And could you describe the
current condition along that stretch of road right
now in terns of the viewinto the site?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Brad Parsons. The current
condition along Thrall -- Thrall Road right now
Is -- is an existing farmfield with trees on the
northern side of that, that field.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. And could you describe for ne the
proposed screening of the area along Thrall Road?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yeah. So -- so the proposed
screening -- again, Brad Parsons -- includes the
addition of an 8-foot chain-link fence as part of
the petition plans originally with a privacy nesh
along the -- the face of that on Thrall Road,
as -- as discussed previously with response to
M. Perrone's question.

And then additionally, we are proposing two
rows of evergreen plantings staggered on a 10-f oot
on center planting along the frontage there
allomng for, you know, visibility and reduced
visibility to the -- to the site.

MR. DeCRESCENZO And how tall would these evergreens
be when they're first planted?

82




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. They
w || probably be approximately 6 to 8 feet in
hei ght .

MR. DeCRESCENZO And you're proposing to plant them 10
feet apart? Was that a yes?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. Yes,
sir, they would -- they would be pl anted
approximately 10 feet apart on -- on center.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. WI I they be planted on grade?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. Yes,
they are intended to be planted on grade.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Ckay. So for a good long tinme you'l
be able to see right through themto the fence.

|s that correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Again, this is Brad Parsons.
For -- for a period of tinme until they reach a
| arger maturity you will be able to -- to see to
the fence, and that was the intention of the
exi sting, of adding the privacy nmesh on the rear
side of the fence.

MR, DeCRESCENZO. And what is the height at maturity of
these, the height and width of these plantings at
maturity?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): The height and width of the --
the plantings at -- at nmaturity, the wdth of the
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pl antings get to be approximately 10 feet,
filling -- filling those gaps, and ideally get to
a mature height of 15 to 20 feet.

DeCRESCENZO  And can you describe -- you say
evergreen. \What species of evergreen are they?
W TNESS (Burns): This is Bob Burns from APT. On
DN-1, on the typical planting detail there is a

list of tree species that can be chosen from

DeCRESCENZOG: Wl they be one uniformtype of tree
along all 900 feet?

W TNESS (Burns): | think that's yet to be
det er m ned.

DeCRESCENZO  And | thought | heard that there
won't be any kind of berm It's just planting on
grade. |Is that it?

W TNESS (Burns): That's correct.

DeCRESCENZO:  And coul d you describe for ne what
the fence is? What material is it nmade out of?
What color is it, and how -- it's eight feet high,
| think I heard you say?

W TNESS (Burns): Again, Robert Burns from APT.

It is a seven foot high chain-link fence,

which will have a nesh on the -- along Thrall
Road.
DeCRESCENZG:  What color will it be? WII it be
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the typical galvanized fence that you see
ever ywher e?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This -- this is Brad Parsons.

On DN-1, the fence is called out as -- as bl ack
vinyl chain-link fence. So it wll be a bl ack
vinyl fence, not -- not a galvanized. And while

the majority of the site will be seven feet, the
area in -- along the frontage of Thrall Road w ||
be -- will be eight feet high.

MR. DeCRESCENZO And these panels you're talking
about, are these the slats that go between the
links in the chain-link fence?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Again, the intent is not to
actually install the slats, but actually to
install a privacy nmesh on the backsi de, yeah.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. So what you're proposing, today you
see a farmfield, and when you're done wth this
screening you're going to see approximately 900
feet of a chain-link fence wth sone form of
uniformplanting in front of it.

| s that what you're proposing?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Wen we're -- when we're done,
we're going to have a hundred -- over 170
pl anti ngs along the frontage of this site, as well

as the chain-link, black vinyl chain-link fence
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with the privacy nmesh on the inside of that.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  And how far fromthe road will the
pl anti ngs be?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): The plantings will be -- again
Brad Parsons wll be approximately -- fromthe
edge? Fromthe edge O road, sir.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. The edge of road, yes.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Fromthe edge of road, that the
plantings wll be approximately about 50 feet
from-- fromthe edge of road.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. And how does the el evation change
from Thrall Road down into the site? |Is Thral
Road hi gher or |lower than the site?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Brad Parsons, again. The
el evation of -- of the site varies within -- from
Thrall Road. It actually heads slightly up as you
head into the site. It peaks around the mddle
slightly at a very light grade, and then heads

back down to the -- to the rear where the

stormvater basin is.

MR. DeCRESCENZO And along the edge of the site that's
per pendi cul ar to Thrall Road, you're not proposing
any form of screening?

MR. BALDWN:. Could we get sone clarification? Do you

nmean, right along the property |ine?
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DeCRESCENZG: Wl |, that's another question. [|'m
| ooking at figure three, proposed conditions, page
10 of the application.

And | see a black -- a thick black Iine.

And ny reading of that, is that the
del i neated wetl| and boundary? O is that the
property line?

W TNESS (Parsons): That's the property line, sir.

Brad Parsons. That's the property |ine.

DeCRESCENZO. Ckay. |Is there a line that
di sti ngui shes the property line fromthe |ease
l'ine?

W TNESS (Parsons): There's not -- there's not a
di stingui shing of the property |ine versus the
| ease line on this plan.

DeCRESCENZO. So that black thick line is
essentially the | ease |ine?

W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. No.

DeCRESCENZO. Wiere is the | ease |line?

W TNESS (Parsons): The lease line wll ultimately
be approximately the -- the limts of the -- the
facility and/or fence line, or on the itens that
we need to maintain inside that, that area.

DeCRESCENZO W11 the screening be within the

| ease area, or within the property area?
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. The
screening will be within the -- the | ease area and
on -- and on site.

MR. DeCRESCENZO (Ckay. And that house along Thrall
Road, is that the unoccupi ed house owned by the
property owner?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. Yes.

MR, DeCRESCENZO. And | think you testified earlier and
I n your application materials, you' re disclaimng
any responsibility for the mai ntenance of that
house?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): That falls out, outside of our
| ease and outside of our permt.

MR. DeCRESCENZO WaAs there any thought given to
Including that within the | ease |line and taking
responsibility for the exterior maintenance of the
house?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Parsons. No.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. So getting back to the question of
screening, on the right side of the site, as
depicted in figure three, | don't see any
I ndi cation of any screeni ng what soever, other than
what's the existing condition of the existing
foliage.

s that correct?
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): Brad Parsons. | guess | woul d
say, that's depending on how you' re | ooking at
that, that's slightly incorrect.

Looki ng at proposed conditions on -- on
figure three, if we |ook at where approxi mately
that, the house and barn are on the -- the | ower
hal f of the site where the -- the green circles
start, that green represents the | andscaping.

That | andscapi ng continues to the east and

nort heast along the -- the proposed fence |ine.
And once it gets to the -- the eastern,
sout heastern corner of the -- the facility on the

far eastern side, that screening turns directly
north and heads north approximately half, half of
the fence line in -- in that location, and is, you
know, done so to additionally screen that facility
from Thrall Road as you're headi ng south on
Thrall -- Thrall Road fromthat property corner
| ooking -- looking into the site.

And the existing vegetation along that
easterly -- easterly property |ine would be
mai nt ai ned.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Have you submtted a typical section

of the proposed screening along Thrall Road in

greater detail than just the el evation, proposed
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el evations that |I've seen in the material s?

THE W TNESS (Burns): This is Bob Burns from APT. No.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Actually, if | could interject
one m nute please, sir?

MR DeCRESCENZO.  Sure.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Actually, if you | ook at
Exhibit N -- or attachnent N of the petition
Itself, there are photo sins that -- that were
provided for the -- for the facility. And so if
you | ook at the first photo on page 4 of 9 of that
petition, that is actually |Iooking east towards
the site from-- frommddl e north.

It's nore north on the site fromM ddl e Road
Itself and shows that, that screening of the
facility on -- on sheet five of nine, of appendix
N.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. But you haven't prepared scal ed
draw ngs like you' d see with a site plan submttal
where you show a section of the |andscaping with
detailed callout for type of species of plantings
and | ocations of those species.

You haven't done that?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): You know, we have. W have,

sir. | think DN -- DN-2 shows the actual detail,

typical detail in the plan set.
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BALDWN: (Unintelligible) -- on that?

W TNESS (Parsons): Yeah, so that is attachnent --

BALDWN:. This is Petitioner's Exhibit 1,
attachnent, or appendi x B.

W TNESS (Parsons): And sheet DN 2.

DeCRESCENZO  Wien you said earlier that the exact
details of the plantings haven't been determ ned.

W TNESS (Parsons): The species of the plants are
listed in that, in that detail on DN -- DN 2.

DeCRESCENZO. Ckay. And what are they?

W TNESS (Parsons): They are |isted as Spartan
Juni per, Brandon's Arborvitae, Enerald G een
Arborvitae, Star Powered Juniper, Gllette, Sw ss
St one Pine, lowa Juniper, Sunkist Arborvitae, and
Dragon Lady Hol ly.

DeCRESCENZO: So a | ot of arborvitae, right?

How many arborvitae, versus other plantings?

W TNESS (Parsons): Those are -- this is Brad

Par sons, again. Those, those were the |ist of

pl anti ngs that we had -- that we have chosen. The

I ntention was to be able to provide, you know, try

and provi de year-round screening with arborvitae
type pl antings.
And per the site plans, as nentioned earlier,

we have over 170 plantings along the frontage.
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MR, DeCRESCENZO. But are 150 of those arborvitae? O
|"'mtrying to get an idea of how nmuch arborvitae
you're going to be planting along Thrall Road.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): | think it -- it's really kind
of depends on, we've got the list of species
there. And sonetines it's a matter of what can
be -- being fully stocked from-- froma nursery,
so.

But the intention is to have |eaf on, you
know, non-deci duous plantings to provide
year-round screening.

MR BALDWN:. | think that the testinony that you
heard, M. DeCrescenzo, is that the exact species
that woul d be planted woul d be selected fromthat
list provided on the plan sheet reference.

MR, DeCRESCENZO. Yes, and ny concern is, who wll
select it? And when will it be selected, and what
kind of input will there be in the diversity of
pl anti ngs along that very long stretch of Thrall
Road?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): | think that, that wll be
partially selected at the tinme of construction
based on -- on availability as well of plantings
that can be sourced for the site.

MR. DeCRESCENZO So right now, the residents of East
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W ndsor drive along Thrall Road and they see a
meadow or a field. And soneday if this is
approved, they'l|l see sone long stretch of

pl antings that they'll have no idea, or no input
into how that's desi gned.

s that what you're telling us?

THE HEARING OFFICER  |If | may interrupt? The project
will be filing a Dand Mplan as part of their
detail ed plans for construction.

And part of that D and Mplan w Il nost
likely require themto file a | andscape plan in
whi ch the Council wll deliberate and rule on
whet her it's appropriate or not.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. Ri ght.

THE HEARI NG OFFICER.  And at that point intinme, if the
Town so chooses to provide input, it would be
appropri at e.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. Okay. Thank you. That's very
hel pful .

But right now, there is no plan for a bermto
further enhance the screening along Thrall Road.
s that true? |s that correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): That that is correct.

MR, DeCRESCENZO. And why?

Wiy not put a planted bermthere.
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. |t
required us to bring soil to the site. | think we
had to actually excavate a significant anount of
soil for the construction of sone type of
stormvat er basin. That woul d have been a good,
good place to be able to use -- use that said
soil.

But right now that that would actually
I ncrease the anobunt of actual potenti al
di sturbance and the anmount of trucks that we would
need to bring to the site to install said berm

MR. DeCRESCENZO  So discussing that right now, you
testified there's essentially no excavation to be
undertaken on the site. |Is that correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): There is no significant
excavation for the construction of -- again, Brad
Parsons -- for the construction of any type of
stormnat er basin. The only excavation on site is
limted to trenching and the construction and
i nstal lation of the access road.

MR, DeCRESCENZO. And I think | heard you testify and
the materials show that you haven't done any
envi ronnental testing on the site.

| s that correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): At this point in tine, we have
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not done a phase one ESA.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  But in your application, you recite
the fact that at sone point inits history, the
site was a tobacco farm right?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Yes, sir. Again, Brad Parsons.

| think in response to M. Hannon's questions
earlier, you know, phase one ESAs have been done.
W have done phase one ESAs on simlar, simlar
sites, which had former tobacco fields, which
obvi ously show a hi gh, high concentration of
her bi ci des and pestici des --

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER: Excuse ne for one nonent.
Attorney Baldw n, we're hearing sone
background noi se again. Woever is shuffling
papers or whatever, could they please halt until

the hearing is over?
Thank you.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. So you haven't done any testing on
this site, but you're famliar with testing on
simlar sites. And on simlar sites, the testing
shows that there are high | evels of pesticides and
her bi ci des that are potentially hazardous
materials. |Is that correct? D d you respond?
Because if you did, | didn't hear you.

| think the witness panel is nuted.
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THE REPORTER: This is the Reporter. | don't -- oh.
MR. BALDWN:. Can you hear us now?
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Yes, we can hear you.
THE W TNESS (Parsons): GCkay. Sorry about that.
Again, this is Brad Parsons. W have not
done any physical testing of the soil on site
or -- or previous sites. W've done phase one
ESAs to identify the potential for contam nants.
Those phase one ESAs identify the potenti al
for contam nants, one of those being the fact in
the use of herbicides and pesticides that is
prevalent in -- inthe farmfields in -- in the
ar ea.
And so as a result those, those cone up and

basically it states that if any soil is to be

renoved fromsite, that we would need to deal wth

a soil managenent plan at -- at that point in tine

to deal with any potential contam nants.
But our -- our intent is not to renove any
soil fromthis site, as such not requiring the

need for soil testing.

MR. DeCRESCENZO How many posts will you be installing

as a part of the project?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. | don't

have the exact nunber right this second, but
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approxi mately 1500.

DeCRESCENZO 1500 posts to support the solar
array?

W TNESS (Parsons): That is correct, sir.

DeCRESCENZO  And | think | heard you testify
earlier those posts will be driven into the ground
for ten feet.

W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons.

That's correct, sir.

DeCRESCENZO Ckay. And | think |I read that the
water supply in this area consists solely of
private wells. Correct?

W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons.

That's our under st andi ng.

DeCRESCENZO And | don't see any evidence that
you' ve done any pre-construction well testing?

W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. That is
correct. W haven't done any, any
pre-construction well testing because we' re not
going to -- as discussed in response to one of the
I nterrogatories, we don't view any of the itens
that we are going to bring onto site to -- to
cause any contam nation as a result of our
construction.

De CRESCENZO. But if there is contamnation in the
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ground, which you don't know whether there is or
not in the soil, and you drive fifteen hundred
posts into the ground to a depth of ten feet,
isn't it logical to understand the water table or
the nature of the soils, or any of that
I nformation given that you're surrounded by
private wells?
MR. BALDWN. M. Mrissette, I"'mgoing to object to

the question. It calls for specul ation.

| think our Wtnesses have responded to the
best of their ability as it relates to these
guesti ons.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  Counsel, | agree it calls for

specul ation, but only because you haven't done any
testing. And | think the Council shoul d
absolutely require that the normal soil testing be
done here.

| nmean, you sinply have no idea where the
water table is. You don't know the nature of the
soils. You don't know where the wells are. You
don't know if they're upgrading or downgradi ng.

You have no idea what inpact this project nmay
have on those private wells.

And it doesn't seemlogical to ne that there

will be no infiltration fromyour project
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construction period, and even the operational
peri od when you're driving fifteen hundred posts
Into the ground at a depth of ten feet. Yeah,
It's speculation. That's ny point.

THE HEARI NG OFFICER: Well, it's been determ ned that
the extent that they've done or haven't done
testing, and they have testified to that.

MR. DeCRESCENZO.  Yes.

THE HEARI NG OFFICER:  And that's on the record.

So pl ease conti nue.

MR, DeCRESCENZO. Thank you. | wll nove on.

You al so have in your materials that you are
not proposing to post a decomm ssioni ng bond.
|s that correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): Correct.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  And explain why you've chosen not to
propose a decomm ssi oni ng bond?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): M. DeCrescenzo, this is
Bryan Fitzgerald. W are bound through our |ease
agreenents with the | andowner to fully
deconmm ssion and renove the array cone the end of
termor face |egal action.

It effectively acts as a deconm ssi oni ng
assurance, and the point that us as the owner of

the project are legally bound to conplete that
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deconm ssi oni ng.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  Understood. Were those |eases
submtted as part of the application?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): | do not believe so.

This is Bryan Fitzgerald.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. And those | eases are contracts
between private parties. |Is that correct?

So if your application is approved as
submtted on the area of deconm ssioning, there
IS -- you're proposing no surety that can be
enforced by any public agency to make sure 25 or
35 years from now you deconm ssion the project as
you're proposing. |Is that correct?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): That is correct, as we are
again legally bound by the obligations in our
contracts to do so.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. So long as those contracts aren't
anmended or changed or revised. Correct?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): That's correct. And
woul dn't assune a | andowner woul d anmend a contract
to give the tenant the latitude to do sonethi ng of
t hat nature.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  And we haven't seen the | eases, so we
don't know. But there's no -- | assune there's no

prohibition in these private | eases prohibiting
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this landowner fromselling its fee interest to
sone ot her | andowner that nmay not be as interested

I n decomm ssioning. |s that correct?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Bryan Fitzgerald. And we're

MVR.

THE

happy to share these sections of the |ease
agreenent. We've shared them on nunerous
occasions with the Siting Council in other dockets
at 1ssue.

BALDWN. M. Morissette, | would al so point out
that the petition itself in appendix D includes a
full deconm ssioning and restoration plan. And
we' ve al so responded to the deconm ssi oni ng bond
guestion in response to Council Interrogatory
Nunmber 14.

HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Yes, thank you. Attorney
Bal dwi n, that is on the record.

Pl ease conti nue.

DeCRESCENZG: I n your application, you state that
you believe your project is inconsistent wth East
W ndsor's plan of conservation and devel opnent.

s that correct?

BALDW N: I nconsi stent or consistent?

M. DeCrescenzo, |I'msorry.

DeCRESCENZO  Consistent with the plan of

conservation and devel opnment.
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): That that's correct,
M. DeCrescenzo. This is Brad Parsons.

On page 16 of the petition, the petition
states, the project conforns to the Town of East
W ndsor's 2016 Plan of Conservation and
Devel opnent, which includes anong its primary
goals to pronote additional |ocal sustainability
Initiatives, including solar power, renewable
energy, and reduction in greenhouse gas em ssions
In the town.

Anmong these specific areas identified in
the -- in this plan of conservation and
devel opnent, considering allow ng solar farnms as
primary use throughout East Wndsor; that's on
pages 93 and 94 of the Town's plan of conservation
and devel opnent, is consistent with that as
Section 101 of East Wndsor's Sol ar Zoni ng
Regul ati ons al so encourages energy conservation
and the use of solar, and other renewable forns of
ener gy.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Can you tell nme whether that
encour agenent of solar is for industrial-sized
solar facilities such as being proposed? O is it
limted to solar facilities within the zone that

are nore consistent wwth the zone?
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MR. BALDWN:. As to the question, | don't know that ny
W t nesses can speak to that level of detail in the
pl an.

The section of the application that
M. Parsons just referred to is taken right from
the Plan of Devel opnent. It speaks for itself.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. In what zone is this site in, do you
know t hat ?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): M. DeCrescenzo, this, this
site is in zone R3.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. So it's a residential three zone.

Correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): That is correct.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Is it your position that a
utility-sized solar facility Iike the one being
proposed is consistent with the residential nature
of everything else in the zone?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): This is Bryan Fitzgerald.
And when you phrase it |like that, maybe not, but
what we're doing here is nore than just installing
a utility-scale solar farm

We're al so continuing agricultural use across
the property where we're stopping the use of
her bi ci des and pesticides across that |land for the

next 20 years at |east.
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So when -- when you think of the other
factors that include a continued agricultural use
wth no herbicide or pesticide use, | would tend
to think that naybe we are consistent with sone of
that | and use type.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  But you would agree with me that this
I's basically an industrial use. Correct?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): It's an industrial use --
and again, this is Bryan Fitzgerald -- sinply
because we're not just putting panels here and
wal ki ng away and putting crushed stone underneath
the array, or just running nowers through there.

We are continuing the agricultural use on
that land. And if you -- if you consider, you
know, sheep farm ng, industrial use across a
parcel across the street wwth no solar on it, then
maybe.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. Could you describe to ne the sheep
farm ng aspect of this plan?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): A typical solar project,
think of the parcel as it sits today. |f you put
solar -- if you put solar out there with no sheep,
you have to control the vegetation. You have to
control the grow h.

In a traditional neans and net hods, you woul d
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run in there with nowers or other now ng equi pnent
and sinply trimand cut the grass |like individuals
do with their lawns on -- on a weekly basis. The
sheep farm-- the sheep are there to alleviate the
need for that.

So the host farmbrings in their sheep. The
project is providing feed for those sheep in the
formof its neadow that's grown within the array,
and the sheep are transferred from paddock to
paddock within the project area to control the
vegetation in a nore sustainable neans and net hods
than using traditional nowers.

So there the sheep farners are doing the sane
thing they would do at their hone farns, but
they're doing it across a broader, broader
portfolio of real estate. You could argue | and
that they wouldn't otherw se have access to
because maybe they can't conpete with | ease rates

that rye hay and tobacco are paid.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. How | ong do the sheep stay on the

property?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): The sheep are typically on

property fromend of April, early May through
Cctober. And they could be rotated on and off

during the year for different reasons.
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MR. DeCRESCENZO So it's your testinony that the use
of sheep to graze as part of the | andscapi ng pl an
mtigates the industrial nature of the proposed
devel opnent.

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): That's effectively what |I'm
getting at, because there's nore than just the
conponent of putting solar out there and running
away fromit, and then using, you know, typical
tractors and nowers to handl e the vegetation.

And again, that's -- that's ny opinion.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): | would also state that -- this
Is Brad Parsons. That you know, when you think of
typical industrial nature, if you' re thinking of
an Amazon di stributi on warehouse, you know, or
sone type of factory -- right? Were you're

paving for parking, you're installing a building.

You are taking land that is, you know, a farm

field and turning it in to inpervious area. You
know, that, to us, would be nore of an industri al
use than what is being proposed as part of this
proj ect.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Wuld you agree with ne that the
proposed screening along Thrall Road is nore
consistent wwth an industrial devel opnent than a

resi dential devel opnent ?
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): | think that maybe is the
subj ect -- subject to sonebody's opinion.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  Tell me about the interconnection
system Does it require the installation of
utility pol es?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): Bryan Fitzgerald. Yes.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. O are you proposing the installation
of utility pol es?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): Correct. Per the
I nt erconnecti on guidelines with Eversource Energy,
we woul d have to install utility poles for our
equi pnent and Eversource's equi pnent to support
t he operations of the project.

MR. DeCRESCENZO And what do those poles | ook |Iike and
how tall are they?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): They would be your standard
40 to 45-foot utility poles with -- with
t hree-phase infrastructure at the top of themthat
maybe you saw today driving north.

MR. DeCRESCENZO | think one of the nenbers of the
Council|l asked if there was a way to avoid the
Installation of those poles and make the
I nterconnection at ground level. D d | hear that
right?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): Bryan Fitzgerald. You may
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have heard it partially right. 1In our experience
wor ki ng with Eversource across al nost 50 to 60
nmegawatts of approved interconnections over the

| ast few years, we haven't been presented with an
option by Eversource where we haven't uncovered an
option from Eversource that conpletely alleviates
t he use of poles.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. So how many poles will need to be
installed to make the interconnection?

THE WTNESS (Fitzgerald): This is Bryan Fitzgerald.

Eight utility poles would have to be
Installed to conplete the interconnection.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  Ei ght 40-foot poles that aren't there
today. |Is that correct?

And where woul d they be | ocat ed?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): M. DeCrescenzo, if you're
referencing post figure -- proposed figure three,
which is the proposed conditions figure, they
are shown. They are shown on that figure there --

MR. DeCRESCENZO. Yeah, | don't see them | guess |
don't see themvery well because | only have an
eight and a half by el even view of it.

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): So you could also view them
on the draw ngs, if you have those draw ngs as

well. | can direct you to the location on there,
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but if | were to look at figure three in the
bottom kind of, southwest corner of -- of the

site, that the larger black |line around the site,

you'll see the yellowin that area, the yell ow
lines and dots with the -- and those are the
| ocations of the -- the proposed utility poles.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. So they're right along Thrall Road.
|s that correct. O adjacent to Thrall Road?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): That is correct. They're
adj acent to Thrall Road, where the existing
el ectrical infrastructure is | ocated.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Now, have you done a glare study for
the panels? First of all, how many panels are you
I nstalling again?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): W're installing approxi mately
9, 932 panel s.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. And these panels will nove on the
framework. |s that correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons.

That is correct.

MR. DeCRESCENZO And have you done any glare study to
det erm ne whether or not the panels in the fixed
position, or any of the novable positions wll
create a glare condition for the surroundi ng

residential areas?

109




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. W have
not conducted a full glare study on this project,
but it is our understanding that with the existing
vegetation and the angles of the sun, that we
don't expect there to be any, any glare issue on
site.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. And how can the people of East
W ndsor be assured of that if there's no glare
st udy?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): The panels thensel ves, that
they are -- they -- they actually have, like, a
tenpered glass to them So that they're not --
they're alnost like an anti-glare filmon the
panel s thensel ves as wel | .

MR. DeCRESCENZO So that, that's all you can offer in
terms of your subm ssion for issues of glare
pol lution, that you don't think there will be any?

| s that what you're saying?

MR. BALDWN:. | believe that's the testinony, yes.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  (Okay. Now, what about a training
pl an for | ocal energency nanagenent people in East
Wndsor? | knowit's referenced in the
application. Do you have a specific plan on how
to train East Wndsor first responders in case

there's some sort of accident, or other sort of
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calamty on site?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): W don't have a specific plan

In place. W wait until the -- the project is
fully -- fully constructed. W nake sure we have
all of our -- our types of equipnent and such that

we're using on their |l ocations and how to
di sconnect those in place.

And once that's done, we wll provide the --
the first responders with any opportunity for
training that they -- that they would |ike.

DeCRESCENZOG:  Wyul d you be willing to purchase for
the Town of East W ndsor specific equi pment that
may be needed for this type of devel opnent ?

BALDWN:. ['mgoing to object to the question.
It's outside the scope of this proceeding, talking
about energency service equi pnent.

DeCRESCENZO. Ckay. That's fair enough.

WIIl that be included in the D and M pl an?

BALDWN:. The type of energency service equi pnent
that the Town m ght need?

DeCRESCENZG:  No, no, no. The training plan for

| ocal first responders.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. |If we

need to -- if that wants to be provided prior to

the start of construction, we can. W can
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Qovi ously provide that and nake sure that it's
updat ed upon conpl etion of construction as well.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  Now on the issue of noise, there's
been a |l ot of questioning fromthe Council about
this. And I'munclear of this.

WAs there a study done specific to this site?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): This is Brad Parsons. | w |
| et Andy speak to specifics that were -- were done
for the site.

But as noted, we -- in addition to the noise
study that was included in the filing of the
petition, you know, a subsequential noise study
done by WBEP, which is exhibits for identification
Nunmber 5 Petition's Environnmental Community Noi se
Assessnent, dated August 31, 2023, was al so
provi ded that was conpleted by WsP. So, yes.

THE WTNESS (Roland): This is Andy Rol and wi th WSP.
And to answer your question, M. DeCrescenzo, both
studies were, in fact, conducted for this site
speci fically.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  Thank you. Have you had any
di scussions with the property owner about any
w llingness to enter into any agricultural
easenents on other properties in East Wndsor to

offset the use of this site for the next 35 years?
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MR. BALDWN. M. Morissette, this question was asked
and answered in the interrogatory responses
provided to the Town specifically. | would refer
M. DeCrescenzo to that response.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER. Wi ch response was it, Attorney
Bal dwi n?

MR. BALDWN:. It's question 21.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Thank you, Attorney Bal dw n.

M. DeCrescenzo, please refer to the response
to 21.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Yeah, in that response you state that
you' re unaware of any plans by the site owner to
of fer agricultural easenents across other | ands
that it owns in East Wndsor. | guess ny
guestion, and follow ng up on our interrogatory
question is whether you would be willing to
undertake that initiative?

| nmean, we're losing a lot of farm and here
for a very long tinme. | direct your attention to
Figure 2, existing conditions. And on that you
depict two types of farm and, prinme farm and
soils, and then statew de inportant farm and
soils. Can you tell nme how | arge the prine
farm and soil area is on the site?

MR. BALDWN M. Morissette, again | would refer
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M. DeCrescenzo to the Departnent of Agriculture

| etter dated March 23, 2023, in which they
Identify the anmount of prine farmand soil as 18.1
acres.

MR, DeCRESCENZO. How nuch is it?

MR. BALDWN  18.1 acres.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Thank you, Attorney Bal dw n.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. In | ooking at your application and
ot her subm ssions, there will be direct visibility
fromsonme of the hones surrounding the site after
the project is built. Dd 1l read that correctly?

THE W TNESS (Fitzgerald): M. DeCrescenzo, this is
Bryan Fitzgeral d.

Yes, | believe you read that correctly.

MR. DeCRESCENZO And could you tell us on referring to
figure two -- excuse ne, figure three, which hones
wi Il have direct visibility into the site?

THE WTNESS (Parsons): M. DeCrescenzo, this is --
this is Brad Parsons. 1'd actually like to refer
you to exhibit -- or attachnment N -- N10O of the
petition, which shows in the photo viewshed which
areas wll have visibility, potential seasonal
visibility through the site.

And mainly, the -- the major visibility is

the properties located to the southeast al ong
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Thral | Road.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Yeah, and the way |'m | ooki ng at
figure three, you're not proposing any screening
there. |Is that correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): | would say that's incorrect,
M. DeCrescenzo. This is Brad Parsons. That's
exactly where we're proposing the screening. All
along that area in yellowto mtigate the
visibility, and then again going back to -- to
t hat sane appendi x N, existing photo 1 and
proposed photo 1, pages 4 and 5 of that PDF
showi ng -- showi ng that existing and then proposed
phot o sinul ati on.

MR. DeCRESCENZO | guess |I'mnot seeing it on figure
three. |I'mlooking at the house in the |eft-hand
corner, two or three houses in the left-hand
corner of the picture, or the figure that are
along Thrall Road; that there's existing
vegetation there, but it doesn't appear that
you' re addi ng anything to that along the fence
line. AmI reading that incorrectly?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): No, no. That that would be
correct, M. DeCrescenzo. W're -- we're show ng
that existing vegetation that exists along that

sout hern property line will -- wll be maintained
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I n that section.

| would also like to point out that the
contours thenselves actually go -- go up al ong
that section as well as you get to the southern
property line there. So here our -- actually, on
top of the vegetation, there is al nbst an existing
berm al ong that southern property line that here
you're specifically referring to.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. And is that a deci duous vegetati on,
or evergreen, or a mxture? O what is it?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): It's ny understanding, it's a
m xture. Brad Parsons.

MR. DeCRESCENZO (Okay. Certainly, during sone nonths
of the year, it will not be as effective in
visually screening the site as it nmay be in the
m ddl e of the summer.

Am | depicting that correctly?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): If that is correct, it nmay
have -- it may have sone |limted seasonal,
seasonal views there.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Well, you would agree with ne that
you do have the room it looks like, to put a
visual barrier along your fence line in that area
to help screen off your solar array fromthose

homes during periods of the year when the
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deci duous existing screen doesn't do the job.

THE W TNESS (Parsons): That there may be sone, sone
ability for that, however, you know, the contours
on that, that southern side there when -- when |
| ook at -- at the survey that was done for the
property, the elevations on that, on that southern
side significantly increase as you're -- you're
nmoving to -- to the south there, so -- and then
ultimately cone back down towards, towards Thrall
r oad.

And so you al nost have an existing natural --
natural bermin that |location. And in ny --

MR. DeCRESCENZO But the project site is higher than
the elevation of the honmes. Correct?

THE W TNESS (Parsons): It could be slightly -- but it
could be slightly, and that maybe -- again, there
may be sone seasonal views at the end of the day,
correct.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. (Okay. And getting back to the
concept of protecting an offsetting anount of
farm and sonmewhere el se in East Wndsor, have you
consi dered entering into any agreenents wth ot her
| and owners to provide the Town of East W ndsor
with an agricultural open space easenent of a like

anmpunt to offset for this, this proposed project?
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THE W TNESS (Parsons): | would say -- this is Brad

Parsons -- the letter fromthe Departnent of
Agriculture that M. Baldwin referred to earlier
dated March 23, 2023, you know, specifically says
t hat such project wll not necessarily affect the
status of such land as prine farmn and.

Additionally, we are proposing -- Bryan can
talk about it in nore detail. W are proposing
the use to continue farmng the site as a

| i vestock grazing, and that is farm ng.

MR. DeCRESCENZO Yes, but it's going to have 9, 000

solar panels on it for 35 years. And what we're
asking, the Town is asking is have you consi dered
mtigating the effect of the industrial type
devel opnent you're proposing in the R3 zone by
protecting |and el sewhere froma simlar type

devel opnent ?

MR. BALDWN. To the question, first of all, we've

responded to the question in the interrogatory
responses. And again, based on the testinony
provi ded, the Departnent of Agriculture has
determned that this will not adversely i npact
farm and, prine farm and, and statew de inportant
farm and at the property.

So mtigation is not necessary.
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MR, DeCRESCENZO. So the answer is no? Ckay.
MR BALDWN:. | just refer you to the record,
M. DeCrescenzo, that information is -- we

responded to the question in the interrogatories
and we rely on the letter fromthe Departnent of
Agricul ture.

MR. DeCRESCENZO. Under st ood.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Thank you, Attorney Bal dw n.
They' ve answered the question, so let's nobve on.

MR. BALDW N:. Thank you.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Thank you.

MR. DeCRESCENZO | have no further questions at this
tinme.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Very good. Thank you, Attorney
DeCr escenzo.

W will now continue with the appearance of
the Town of East Wndsor. WII the Town present
Its wtness panel for the purpose of taking the
oat h?
And we will have Attorney Bachman taking the

adm ni strative oath.

MR. DeCRESCENZO  Yes, we have one w tness, Jason
Bowsza, who is the First Selectman of the Town of
East W ndsor.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Thank you.
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Attorney Bachman, would you swear in the
W t ness, pl ease?
M5. BACHMAN. Thank you, M. Morissette.
(FIRST SELECTMAN) J A S ON BOWSZA
called as a wtness, being sworn by
THE EXECUTI VE DI RECTOR, was exam ned and

testified under oath as foll ows:

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Thank you, Attorney Bachman.
Pl ease begin by verifying all the exhibits by
the appropriate sworn w tness.
MR. DeCRESCENZO M. Bowsza, you submtted a letter to
the Siting Council. 1'd ask you to review that

| etter and indicate whether or not that is in your

witing?
THE W TNESS (Bowsza): Yes, sir, it is.
MR. DeCRESCENZO. | offer it as a full exhibit.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Anyt hing el se? You have four
exhibits listed in the hearing program

MR. DeCRESCENZO. Yes, |I'msorry, | apologize. W also
have the interrogatory responses, the Planning and
Zoni ng Comm ssion coments dated May 4th, the
request for party status, and Town's request for
publ i ¢ heari ng.

We'd offer those as full exhibits.
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THE HEARI NG OFFI CER:  Thank you.
MR. DeCRESCENZO Thank you. |Is First Sel ectman Bowsza
accepting those as his testinony?
THE W TNESS (Bowsza): | do.
MR. DeCRESCENZO Very good. Does the petitioner
object to the adm ssion of the Town of East
W ndsor's exhi bits?
At t orney Bal dw n?
MR. BALDWN. M. Morissette, did you hear ne?
|"msorry, | said no objection.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Very good, thank you. The
exhibits are hereby adm tted.
We'll now begin with cross-exam nation of the
Town of East Wndsor by the Council, starting with
M. Perrone, followed by M. Silvestri.
M. Perrone?
MR. PERRONE: Thank you, M. Mrissette. First
Sel ect man Bowsza, ny questions will be centered on
your |letter and also the 2016 Town Pl an of
Conservati on and Devel opnent.
THE W TNESS (Bowsza): Ckay.
MR. PERRONE: Referring to the Town's letter, on page
2, second paragraph, it states the project woul d
di srupt the Town's scenic road | oop, and it

references the Town Pl an of Conservati on and
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Devel opnment. On page 20 of the POCD, at the
bottom of the page, it states the beginnings of a
scenic | oop road have al so been envi si oned.

My question is, what further action has the
Town taken since 2016 to establish the scenic
| oop?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): That woul d be the purview of the
Pl anni ng and Zoni ng Conm ssi on.

MR. PERRONE: Looking at the conceptual scenic road
| oop in the POCD on page 22, is it the intent to
have an additional |ayer of scenic road regul ation
al ong this entire conceptual route?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): The regqgul ations, again, are
subject to the Planning and Zoni ng Conmi ssi on.
W'll say that two years ago, as part of the
Town's strategy to allocate our Anerican Rescue
Plan Act funds, we sent out a conmunity-w de
survey to about 9,000 residences and got about 700
responses back.

I ncl uded in those responses were a high
priority on passive recreation, esthetics,
beautification within the town, wal kways, biking
trails, hiking trails.

So it does -- the plan of conservation and

devel opnent continues to be representative of
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where the interests of the community are as
recently as that survey.

MR. PERRONE: The project site is zoned residential.
How woul d the residential zoning of that site
af fect the conceptual scenic road | oop?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): It would fit in withinit.

MR. PERRONE: Are there zoning regulations in place
that offer protections to the conceptual scenic
road | oop?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): Yes.

MR. PERRONE: How would the project affect the
conceptual scenic road |oop, given that
| andscaping is proposed to mtigate views of the
facility?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): | think as canme up during
Attorney DeCrescenzo's cross-exam nation, the type
of | andscaping that is proposed woul d be
di sruptive to what we're trying to work towards.

You know, a thousand-foot wall of arborvitae
along an area that's traditionally farm ng and
agriculture doesn't run in concert wth what the
natural |andscape is, and what the heritage is and
what the -- the culture of that area is.

It becones a wall by anot her nane.

MR. PERRONE: On page 25 of the POCD, it states that
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THE

THE

THE

THE

t he Town shoul d consider a scenic road ordi nance.
Has the town devel oped and i npl enented such an
or di nance?

W TNESS (Bowsza): No.

PERRONE: Are there any scenic roads adjacent to
the site?

W TNESS (Bowsza): Yes.

PERRONE: Could you identify those?

W TNESS (Bowsza): Well, let ne -- let ne ask, can
you -- can you define scenic? |Is there a specific
definition? O is it based on the typical
t opography and | andscaping in the area?

PERRONE: A locally designated scenic road.

W TNESS (Bowsza): So | would consider O ark Road,

Frog Holl ow Road, M Il er Road, Rockville Road, al
to be scenic and they're all adjacent to the --
the subject site.

PERRONE: Has the Town devel oped village plans as
recommended by the POCD on page 407

W TNESS (Bowsza): Yes.

PERRONE: According to the POCD, the conceptual
Wndsorville Village District Plan does not
contain the site parcel on page 43. Was the
vill age plan boundary nodified to include the site

parcel after the POCD was issued?
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THE W TNESS (Bowsza): No, but let ne clarify what
those maps are -- are tal king about. So East
W ndsor is made up of five villages. There's
Mel rose, Broad Brook, Wndsorville, Scantic, and
War ehouse Point. Those five conprise East
W ndsor.

What -- what these maps indicate is if you

were to basically Google Wndsorville Center, that

I's what would pop up is that intersection there.
But in terns of famly heritage, it's nore
expansi ve than that.

The sane thing holds true with Broad Brook.
The sanme thing holds true with the other three
villages as well. There is -- there are very
uni que characteristics about each of the five
vi |l | ages.

And while -- and I'll also tell you quite

honestly, the subject parcel that you' re tal king

about with Petition 1572 barely is not in what is

referenced in -- in page 43. |It's actually -- |
believe it's the adjacent parcel to it.
So | nmean, you're really tal king about a
di stinction of Google Maps.
MR. PERRONE: There was di scussion earlier about

| andscape pl antings and fence design. Wth

125




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

respect to the project, does the Town have any
preferences on fence design?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): Well, so your question is
predi cated on the notion we're supportive of the
project, which we are not. So our preference

woul d be that there be no screening at all,

because there is -- there is no fence design at
all, because there is actually no project there.
That said, I'll answer the question | think

you asked, which is if there were to be sonething
there, we want sonething that woul d be
aesthetically conpatible with the existing area as
can be, sonething that's unobtrusive, sonething
that's natural, sonething that | ooks like it

bel ongs there, not sonething that | ooks |like it
was pl aced there.

But that said, I'mstill not saying that
we're in any way interested in seeing it there at
all. We like the -- the esthetics as they are.

MR. PERRONE: Thank you. That's all | have.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Thank you, M. Perrone.

We'll now continue with cross-exam nati on by
M. Silvestri, followed by M. ol enbi ewski .

M. Silvestri?

MR. SILVESTRI: Thank you, M. Mbrissette.
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Good afternoon, First Sel ectman Bowsza.
THE W TNESS (Bowsza): Hello. How are you, sir?
MR SILVESTRI: W're doing okay, thank you. | just
wanted to follow up on your letter on page 2.
This is a letter dated Septenber 6th. And if you
go down to the very end of the fourth paragraph,
there's two sentences -- or two concepts that |
want to discuss with you. One of themis the
aest hetic degradation that you nenti oned.
Coul d you define that a little bit for ne?
THE W TNESS (Bowsza): You're tal king about the fourth
paragraph of the letter, or the fourth paragraph
of the page?
MR. SILVESTRI: Fourth paragraph of page 2. |t begins
wth, the Town has been working coll aboratively.
THE W TNESS (Bowsza): Yeah. GOkay. So when these
projects go in, they -- they nmaterially change the
way that a comunity | ooks, or that a
nei ghbor hood, where they're sited | ooks. And what
we're working with, there is a group of concerned
citizens with whom we are working closely to nake
sure that we're considering all of the concerns of
the people that | represent.
And one of the concerns is that many of us,

nmyself included, live in East Wndsor because of

127




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

its rural charm because of the small-town feel,
the open agricultural fields. And what we're
seeing is, particularly in the case of East
W ndsor, is for whatever reason we have becone a
magnet for these solar devel opnents, and it's --
It's against our wll, and it's changing the way
that we all view our own community.
It's changing the reason why nmany people |ive
here. And we're trying to -- to work
col | aboratively between the Town's resources and
the -- the interests of our citizens to express to
you fol ks as the decision nmakers that we -- we
don't like this. W have been asked to do nore
than is rightfully inposed on any one community.
So that's what I'mtrying to get to wth the

use of the phrase "aesthetic degradation.”

MR SILVESTRI: So in a sense, if | understand

correctly, if it's not rural, it would be in the

category of aesthetic degradati on?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): |In that section of town, yes.

But if it were along -- if there were sone sort of
a devel opnent al ong Route 5 or al ong Route 140,

whi ch are our two econom ¢ devel opnent desi gnated
areas, we'd be nore open to that because that fits

wth the concept of smart growh. That fits with
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where we all understand the type of commerci al
devel opnent need go.

In the Melrose section, really the Broad
Brook section and in the Wndsorville section, if
you're going to see devel opnent there, it's --
It's nost appropriately housing.

It's -- we prefer it to stay open and
farmand, but if there's going to be devel opnent
of sone sort, it's residential that's appropriate
with the -- the contours and the feelings of those
areas. Along 140 and along Route 5, those are
maj or commercial -- comercial quarters for us.
And so if there were a devel opnent al ong those,
there's a different response fromthe comunity
because it's expected there.

It's not expected in this area when you have
peopl e who five, siXx, seven years ago bought hones
and they expected they're going to have the views
that they are accustoned to. And naybe soneday
they're going to get sonme nei ghbors and there wll
be sonme kids throwi ng a baseball in the backyard.

They don't expect to live next door to a

power plant.

MR. SILVESTRI: Then going back to a response that you

gave to M. Perrone a few m nutes ago, you
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nmenti oned the thousand-foot wall of Arborvitae. |
woul d take it that, in your opinion, that would
fall into the aesthetic degradation category for

this area. Correct?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): Correct. And it just doesn't

fit there. It just doesn't ook like this is what
nature made for us and how we have been stewards
of that area. It |ooks nore |ike sonebody put
this here and they're hiding sonething.

And | can point to real world exanpl es where
you can see the sane thing. |If you're famliar
with Palisade -- Palisades Avenue -- Palisado
Avenue in the town of Wndsor, if you're driving
by it, there's a property that's about two acres
in width that is a wall of Arborvitae. And it
| ooks righteously out of place with the rest of
t hat historic nei ghborhood.

And the reason that that wall of Arborvitae
Is there is because sonebody actually is hiding
sonet hing behind it. There they're storing sone
sort of construction or |andscape equi pnment in an
ot herwi se residential area. W don't want that

her e.

MR. SILVESTRI: No. Thank you for that response as

wel | .
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One ot her question | have for you goes back
to that fourth paragraph again where you nenti oned
groundwat er contamnation. And I'd just |ike a
clarification on that as to what you m ght be
| ooki ng at or thinking about for groundwater

cont am nati on.

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): Well, | -- 1 think this was

addressed in one of Attorney DeCrescenzo's
Cross-exam nati on questions. Mst of that --
wel |, actually all of that portion of

W ndsorville, to ny know edge, is on private
wel | 's.

And so if groundwater -- if there's
groundwat er contam nants that gets into wells that
are the result of 1500 puncture wounds into the
soil, that creates a very righteous public health
concern anongst people who again had an
opportunity not to expect that to be a problemfor
t hem

And you know, so we're -- we are concerned
about vulnerability of drinking water. And it's
very expensive, nigh prohibitive, to run city
water to all aspects of East Wndsor.

We're doing a project now where we're going

to extend city water by a little less than -- a
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little less than probably 1200 feet. That's going
to cost us about $5 mllion to get it all the way
out to where this project nmay inpact people. And
there's -- there are many hones in the area. It
would be -- it would be just an unattai nabl e task.

MR, SILVESTRI: Very good. Thank you for your
responses.

M. Morissette, that's all the questions |
have. And | thank you.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER.  Thank you, M. Silvestri.

We' Il now continue with cross-exam nati on by

M. ol enbi ewski. M. Col enbi ewski ?
MR, GOLEMBI EWBKI: Thank you. M. Mbrissette.

| have no questi ons.

THE HEARI NG OFFI CER  Thank you, M. ol enbi ewski .

First Sel ectman Bowsza, | do not have any
questions either. Thank you for your tine and the
responses to the questions that we have had here
this afternoon.

W will now continue with cross-exam nation
of the Town of East W ndsor by the petitioner,
Att or ney Bal dw n.

MR. BALDWN:. | have a couple of questions. M.
Bowsza, | think | heard sone conflicting testinony

as it relates to the scenic road i ssue that was
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asked earlier. There was di scussi on about

M. Perrone's question that the conceptual scenic

road plan and the plan of devel opnent, and you

said -- | thought you said that there was -- no

such regul ati ons have been devel oped since 2016.
You said it was in the purview of the

Pl anni ng and Zoni ng Conmm ssi on?

THE WTNESS (Bowsza): | didn't say whether -- | didn't
say whether or not they had been adopted. |
sinply said they were in the purview of the
Pl anni ng and Zoni ng Conm ssi on, not the Board of
Sel ect nen.

MR. BALDWN. Then you said that the zoning regul ati ons
to protect scenic roads was in place. Can you
Identify which section of the regulations that is?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): |If | said that, | m sstated
t hat, because that is not what | had intended to
say -- nor is it what | believe | did say.

MR. BALDWN. Ckay. So there, there are no scenic road
ordi nances or regulations in place currently in
the Town of East W ndsor?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): There are no scenic road
ordi nances, which | can speak to, because that
Isn't the purview of ny board. | cannot speak to

what is -- what in the purview of the Pl anni ng and
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Zoni ng Comm ssion. That was the distinction | was

maki ng, sSir.

MR. BALDWN. As of your know edge, Thrall Road today
I's not a designated scenic road in the Town of
East Wndsor. Correct?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): What do you nean by desi gnat ed?

MR. BALDWN. Has the Town of East W ndsor designhated
Thrall Road as a scenic road, formally?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): |If you mean, have we put a sign
up saying that this is like a village district?

The answer to that is no.

MR. BALDWN:. And again, there's no ordi nance in place
that identifies Thrall Road as a scenic road in
the town of East W ndsor?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): That is correct.

MR. BALDWN: Thank you.

Just a quick question about your concern for,
| think the termyou used was "this area of town."

Not far fromthis area of town are two ot her

projects that the Siting Council approved. One of

themin Docket 492 is the G avel Pit Solar

Facility. That's a facility that is enconpassing

and devel opi ng 485 acres of East Wndsor property.
D d you express any concerns about wells,

I npacts of devel opnment of groundwater in that
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docket? And if so, | see a letter in the docket

that refers -- fromyou, that states that the Town

of East Wndsor strongly supported that project.
Were you concerned about the wells and

groundwat er for the 485-acre gravel pit solar

proj ect ?

THE WTNESS (Bowsza): So it's inportant to recognize
the distinction between where this property is in
relation to residences and where the gravel pit
solar project is in relation to residences.

Particularly, there is -- the gravel pit
project is located in its closest proximty to a
maj or area of residential units on -- on a very
old, either a brownfield landfill or a gravel pit,
which is where it gets its nane from

That the northern half of that project is all

brownfield contam nated area, that that is away

fromnost residences. |It's not changi ng any
esthetics. [It's not changi ng any nei ghborhood
feel. It's -- it's nostly obstructed from public
Vi ew.

This is sonething that is going to have a
mat eri al i npact on the way people view their hones
and -- and are having their hones viewed.

MR. BALDWN. In the gravel pit solar record is a
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letter fromthe Departnment of Agriculture that
says that the project wll convert approxinately
230 acres of prine farm and, existing agricultural
uses for growing crops and feed corn, shade
t obacco and vegetables as a part of that
devel opnent .

230 of the 485 acres is prine farnl and, and
yet you strongly supported that project?

THE W TNESS (Bowsza): For -- for the reasons that |

stated about the gravel pit itself, but also
because of the attractive nui sance that that
parcel had provided to illegal ATV use and ot her
iIllicit activities, to including |ocations where
peopl e woul d be trespassing and in one instance
soneone was, a young 15-year-old girl was killed
there riding -- riding an ATV.

The parcel itself was too expansive for any
one police departnment or any -- several police
departnments to be able to cordon off. And so one
of the requirenents that's put -- put in place by
Federal Electric Regulatory Comm ssion is that the
proj ect be screened, be fenced.

And so that will curtail what has been a
public safety and a public health nuisance to the

Town for -- I'mgoing to say 30 years, probably
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longer. It -- it is a problem
MR. BALDWN:. Proposed as a part of its approval of
this project, a requirenent through the D and M
t he devel opnment and managenent plan, a requirenent
that East Wndsor Solar Il investigate area wells,
proximty to area wells, and establish a plan for
eval uation of those wells to avoid inpacts.
Wul d you be supportive of that condition?
THE WTNESS (Bowsza): | think that absolutely should
be a condition.
MR. BALDW N. Thank you.
| have no further questions, M. Morissette.
THE HEARI NG OFFI CER°  Thank you, Attorney Bal dw n and
t hank you First Sel ect nan Bowsza.
That concl udes our hearing for this
afternoon. The Council wll recess until 6:30
p.m At which tinme we will comence with the
public comment session of this public hearing.
Thank you everyone, and enjoy your dinner.

And we will see you at 6: 30.

(End: 4:46 p.m)
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STATE OF CONNECTI CUT
CONNECTI CUT SI TI NG COUNCI L

Petition No. 1572

| hereby certify that the foregoing 138 pages
are a conplete and accurate conputer-aided
transcription of my original verbatimnotes taken
of the renote tel econference neeting in Re:
PETI TION NO. : 1572, EAST WNDSOR SOLAR 11, LLC,
PETI TI ON FOR A DECLARATORY RULI NG PURSUANT TO
CONNECTI CUT GENERAL STATUTES 84-176 AND 8§16- 50K,
FOR THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTI ON, MAI NTENANCE AND
OPERATI ON OF A 4. 0- MEGAWATT AC SOLAR PHOTOVOLTAI C
ELECTRI C GENERATI NG FACI LI TY LOCATED AT 31 THRALL
ROAD, EAST W NDSOR, CONNECTI CUT, AND ASSOCI ATED
ELECTRI CAL | NTERCONNECTI ON, whi ch was hel d before
JOHN MORI SSETTE, Menber and Presiding O ficer, on
Septenber 7, 2023.

Vadt ™
Robert G ‘D xon; CVR-M 857
Notary Public
My Comm ssion Expires: 6/30/2025
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 20  
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 01                        (Begin:  2 p.m.)

 02  

 03  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Good afternoon, ladies and

 04       gentlemen.  Can everyone hear me okay?

 05            Very good.  Thank you so much.

 06            This public hearing is called to order this

 07       Thursday, September 7, 2023, at 2 p.m.  My name is

 08       John Morissette, Member and Presiding Officer of

 09       the Connecticut Siting Council.

 10            Other members of the Council are Brian

 11       Golembiewski, designee for Commissioner Katie

 12       Dykes of the Department of Energy and

 13       Environmental Protection; Quat Nguyen, designee

 14       for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gillett of the Public

 15       Utilities Regulatory Authority; Robert Hannon; and

 16       Robert Silvestri.

 17            Members of the staff are Melanie Bachman,

 18       Executive Director and Staff Attorney; Michael

 19       Perrone, Siting Analyst; and Lisa Fontaine, Fiscal

 20       Administrative Officer.

 21            If you haven't done so already, I ask that

 22       everyone please mute their computer audio and/or

 23       telephones now.  Thank you.

 24            This hearing is held pursuant to the

 25       provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General
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 01       Statutes and of the Uniform Administrative

 02       Procedure Act upon a petition from East Windsor

 03       Solar II, LLC, for a declaratory ruling pursuant

 04       to the Connecticut General Statutes Section 4-176

 05       and Section 16-50k for the proposed construction,

 06       maintenance, and operation of a 4 megawatt AC

 07       solar voltaic electric generating facility located

 08       at 31 Thrall Road in East Windsor, Connecticut,

 09       and the associated electrical interconnection.

 10            This petition was received by the Council on

 11       May 5, 2023.  The Council's legal notice of the

 12       date and time of this public hearing was published

 13       in the Journal Inquirer on June 26, 2023.

 14            Upon this Council's request, the Petitioner

 15       erected a sign in the vicinity of the proposed

 16       site so as to inform the public of the name of the

 17       petitioner, the type of the facility, the public

 18       hearing date, and contact information for the

 19       Council, including the website and phone number.

 20            As a reminder to all, all off-the-record

 21       communications with a member of the Council or a

 22       member of the council staff on the merits of this

 23       petition is prohibited by law.

 24            The parties and interveners in the

 25       proceedings are as follows.  East Windsor Solar
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 01       II, LLC, represented by Kenneth C. Baldwin, Esq.,

 02       of Robinson and Cole, LLP; the party, the Town of

 03       East Windsor, represented by Robert M.

 04       DeCrescenzo, Esq., of Updike, Kelly and Spellacy,

 05       PC.

 06            We will proceed in accordance with the

 07       prepared agenda, a copy which is available on the

 08       Council's Petition Number 1572 webpage, along with

 09       the record of this matter, the public hearing

 10       notice, instructions for public access to this

 11       remote public hearing, and the Council's citizens

 12       guide to Siting Council procedures.

 13            Interested persons may join in any session of

 14       this public hearing to listen, but no public

 15       comments will be received during the 2 p.m.

 16       evidentiary session.

 17            At the end of the evidentiary session, we

 18       will recess until 6:30 p.m. for a public comment

 19       session.  Please be advised that any person may be

 20       removed from the evidentiary session or the public

 21       comment session at the discretion of the Council.

 22            At 6:30 p.m., the public comment session will

 23       be reserved for members of the public who have

 24       signed up in advance to make brief statements into

 25       the record.  I wish to note that the petitioner,
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 01       parties and intervenors, including their

 02       representatives and witnesses are not allowed to

 03       participate in the public comment session.

 04            I also wish to note for those who are

 05       listening and for the benefits of your friends and

 06       neighbors who are unable to join us for the public

 07       comment session that you or they may send written

 08       statements to the Council within 30 days of the

 09       date hereof either by mail or by e-mail, and such

 10       written statements will be given the same weight

 11       as if spoken during the public comment session.

 12            The verbatim transcript of this public

 13       hearing will be posted on the Council's Petition

 14       Number 1572 webpage and deposited with the East

 15       Windsor Town Clerk's Office for the convenience of

 16       the public.

 17            Please be advised that the Council does not

 18       issue permits for stormwater.  If the proposed

 19       project is approved by the Council, a Department

 20       of Energy and Environmental Protection, DEEP

 21       stormwater permit is independently required.  DEEP

 22       could hold a public hearing on any stormwater

 23       permit application.

 24            Please also be advised that the Council's

 25       project evaluation criteria under the statute does
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 01       not include the consideration of property value.

 02            The Council will take a 10 to 15-minute break

 03       at a convenient juncture at around 3:30 p.m.

 04            We'll now move to administrative notices

 05       taken by the Council.  I wish to call your

 06       attention to those items in the hearing program

 07       marked Roman numeral 1B, items 1 through 101.

 08            Does the petitioner or any party or

 09       intervener have an objection to the items that the

 10       Council has administratively noticed?

 11            Attorney Baldwin, good afternoon.

 12  MR. BALDWIN:  We have no objection.

 13  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.

 14            Attorney DeCrescenzo, any objections?

 15  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  No objection.

 16  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.

 17            Accordingly, I hereby administratively notice

 18       these existing documents.

 19            We'll now move onto the appearance by the

 20       petitioner.  Will the petitioner present its

 21       witness panel over the purposes of taking the

 22       oath?  Attorney Bachman will administer the oath.

 23            Attorney Baldwin, please begin by verifying

 24       all exhibits by the appropriate sworn witnesses --

 25       after the oath.
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 01  MR. BALDWIN:  Good afternoon, everyone.

 02            Kenneth Baldwin with Robinson & Cole on

 03       behalf of the applicant, East Windsor Solar II,

 04       LLC.

 05            Our witness panel today consists of five

 06       members.  To my far left, I'll start -- my far

 07       right, I'll start there -- is Robert Burns,

 08       professional engineer with All Points Technology

 09       and the project engineer.

 10            Next to me on my right, your left is Dean

 11       Gustafson, a senior wetland scientist and

 12       professional soil scientist with All-Points

 13       Technology.

 14            To my left is Bryan Fitzgerald, the Director

 15       of Development with East Windsor Solar II, LLC.

 16            Next is Brad Parsons, a professional engineer

 17       and the Director of Design and Permitting with

 18       East Windsor Solar II, LLC.

 19            And then to the far left, your right, is Andy

 20       Roland, a senior project manager and environmental

 21       engineer with WSP.

 22            And I offer them to be sworn at this time.

 23  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.

 24            Attorney Bachman?

 25  MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.

�0010

 01  B R A D L E Y    J.   P A R S O N S,

 02  B R Y A N    F I T Z G E R A L D,

 03  A N D Y    R O L A N D,

 04  R O B E R T    B U R N S,

 05  D E A N    G U S T A F S O N,

 06            called as witnesses, being sworn by

 07            THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, were examined and

 08            testified under oath as follows:

 09  

 10  MR. BALDWIN:  I have six exhibits listed in the hearing

 11       program under Roman two, subsection B.  They

 12       include the petition with all of its associated

 13       exhibits and figures, dated May 5, 2023; the

 14       petitioner's responses to the Council

 15       Interrogatory Set 1, dated July 18, 2023; the

 16       petitioner's sign posting affidavit, dated August

 17       24, 2023; the petitioner's responses to the Town

 18       of East Windsor Interrogatories, dated August

 19       31st, 2023; the petitioner's environmental and

 20       community noise assessment, dated August 31st,

 21       2023, concluded by WSP.

 22            And I should explain just ahead of time when

 23       we were preparing for the hearing we ran into a

 24       problem with the expert we were planning to bring

 25       from Brooks Acoustics who provided the initial
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 01       noise report that was included in the petition.

 02       We got WSP involved.

 03            Mr. Roland completed a supplemental report

 04       which we submitted into the record, and Mr. Roland

 05       is here today to answer any questions regarding

 06       noise from the proposed facility.

 07            And our last Exhibit Number 6 is the

 08       petitioner's witness resumes, which we submitted

 09       to the Council on August 31st.

 10            And I offer them, subject to verification by

 11       the witness panel.

 12            If I could ask our witness panel then, did

 13       you -- we'll do this as a panel, as we typically

 14       do, Mr. Morissette.

 15            Did you prepare or assist in the preparation

 16       of the exhibits listed in the hearing program

 17       under Roman two, subsection B, items one through

 18       six?  Mr. Burns?

 19  THE WITNESS (Burns):  I did.

 20  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson?

 21  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yes.

 22  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Fitzgerald?

 23  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  I did.

 24  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons?

 25  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I did.
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 01  MR. BALDWIN:  And Mr. Roland?

 02  THE WITNESS (Roland):  I did.

 03  MR. BALDWIN:  Do you have any corrections,

 04       modifications or amendments to offer to any of

 05       those exhibits?

 06            Mr. Burns?

 07  THE WITNESS (Burns):  No.

 08  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson?

 09  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  One small correction in

 10       Applicant Exhibit 1, the petition narrative on

 11       page 27.  It's the tenth line from the top that

 12       starts with development criteria.

 13            And the missing word in the following

 14       sentence that reads, additionally the proposed

 15       facility does result in removal of intact forest,

 16       the word "not" should be inserted between "does"

 17       and "result."

 18            So it should read, additionally the proposed

 19       facility does not result in removal of any intact

 20       forest.

 21  MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.

 22  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yeah, you're welcome.

 23  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Fitzgerald, any amendments or

 24       modifications to offer?

 25  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  No.
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 01  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons?

 02  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  No.

 03  MR. BALDWIN:  And Mr. Roland?

 04  THE WITNESS (Roland):  No.

 05  MR. BALDWIN:  And with those modifications, is the

 06       information contained in those exhibits true and

 07       accurate to the best of your knowledge?

 08            Mr. Burns?

 09  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yes.

 10  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson?

 11  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yes.

 12  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Fitzgerald?

 13  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Yes.

 14  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons?

 15  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes.

 16  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Roland?

 17  THE WITNESS (Roland):  Yes.

 18  MR. BALDWIN:  And do you adopt the information

 19       contained in those exhibits as your testimony in

 20       this proceeding?

 21            Mr. Burns?

 22  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yes.

 23  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson?

 24  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yes.

 25  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Fitzgerald?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Yes.

 02  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons?

 03  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes.

 04  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Roland?

 05  THE WITNESS (Roland):  Yes.

 06  MR. BALDWIN:  I offer them as full exhibits,

 07       Mr. Morissette.

 08  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.

 09            Does the Town object to the admission of the

 10       petitioner's exhibits?  Attorney DeCrescenzo?

 11  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  No objection.

 12  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.

 13            The exhibits are hereby admitted.

 14            We will now begin with the cross-examination

 15       of the petitioner by the Council, starting with

 16       Mr. Perrone, followed by Mr. Silvestri.

 17            Mr. Perrone?

 18  MR. PERRONE:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.

 19            Referencing the response to Council

 20       Interrogatory 35, do the tracker motors operate

 21       and produce noise continuously?  Or do they

 22       operate intermittently to adjust the panels

 23       periodically during the day?

 24  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons.  The tracker motors

 25       operate intermittently during the day very, very
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 01       slowly when they're moving, unless they need to go

 02       to stow mode, but that takes a matter of seconds.

 03       So that's still technically kind of an

 04       intermittent operation there.

 05  MR. PERRONE:  So they make periodic adjustments rather

 06       than a slow continuous.

 07            Regarding the electrical interconnection,

 08       does the existing electrical distribution on

 09       Thrall Road, do you have three phase?

 10  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, we do.

 11  MR. PERRONE:  What is the line voltage of the proposed

 12       electrical interconnection?

 13  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  23 kV.

 14  MR. PERRONE:  Regarding the interconnection, could the

 15       number of poles be reduced by utilizing

 16       pad-mounted equipment rather than pole-mounted

 17       equipment?

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The pad-mounted equipment could

 19       not be used, mainly because most of the equipment

 20       that's being required is -- is required by

 21       Eversource, and there, they're their poles.

 22  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Just as a reminder, could you

 23       please state your name before responding for the

 24       record?  Thank you.

 25  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Sorry.  Brad Parsons.
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 01  MR. PERRONE:  Regarding the proposed access drive, do

 02       you have an approximate linear length for total

 03       access length?

 04  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yeah, this is Robert Burns from

 05       APT.  The -- the length of the access drive is 920

 06       feet from the street to the end.

 07  MR. PERRONE:  And turning to response to Council

 08       Interrogatory 48, the racking posts would be

 09       installed to an approximate depth of about ten

 10       feet.

 11            How would the racking posts be driven into

 12       the ground?

 13  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons.  The racking posts

 14       would be driven into the ground with your -- your

 15       standard pile drive equipment.

 16  MR. PERRONE:  And what if you hit subsurface

 17       resistance, such as ledge?

 18            Would you drill through it?

 19  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Where we -- again, Brad

 20       Parsons.  This could -- there could be a

 21       possibility where we would drill through it.

 22       However, there are other, other measures that

 23       could be taken into account to deal with the

 24       refusal method as well.  That could be a concrete

 25       pad at the surface to deal with any lateral
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 01       movement as a result of the lack of depth.

 02  MR. PERRONE:  With regard to the proposed fence, as

 03       mentioned in response to Council Interrogatory 44,

 04       could you describe the features of the farm-style

 05       livestock fence versus the proposed chain-link

 06       fence?

 07  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  This

 08       chain length fence is -- is a standard chain-link

 09       fence, and it would be at a height of -- we had it

 10       at a height of seven feet.  I believe we had a

 11       privacy mesh along the front side.

 12            An ag -- ag-style fence usually consists of

 13       wood posts and a lighter gauge fencing material

 14       than your standard chain-link fence.

 15  MR. PERRONE:  Do you know the approximate cost

 16       difference between the farm-style livestock fence

 17       versus the chain link?

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The agricultural fence is

 19       probably actually 25 to 30 percent less.  Again,

 20       Brad Parsons -- 25 to 30 percent less than the

 21       chain-link fence.

 22            But with the agricultural fence, I'd just

 23       like to add that we would not be able to provide

 24       any screening, mesh screening on that.

 25  MR. PERRONE:  With regard to construction, what types
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 01       of vehicles would be arriving at the site, and

 02       approximately how many per day during

 03       construction?

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  You'd have

 05       various different types of equipment arriving at

 06       site, mainly pickup trucks.  You'd have equipment

 07       such as the pile drive equipment, a smaller

 08       excavator for any of the trenching and access road

 09       construction.

 10            You would also have delivery trucks, whether

 11       they're semis or box trucks, dropping off and

 12       unloading equipment.  As far as the number of

 13       trips per day, it's probably something I need to

 14       just investigate and get back to you on that.

 15  MR. PERRONE:  And for construction crews and staff,

 16       where would they park?

 17  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  They would park along, on the

 18       site, along the -- the access road.

 19  MR. PERRONE:  How frequently would the site be visited

 20       for maintenance purposes?

 21  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The site would be visited for

 22       maintenance purposes probably anywhere for a

 23       couple times a year, depending on the need and at

 24       site, and if there are any -- any issues.  But

 25       mainly the most visits would likely be by the
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 01       sheep grazer during the time of year when the

 02       sheep are on site, as they would be checking on

 03       the flock frequently.

 04  MR. PERRONE:  Approximately how frequently would the

 05       sheep be visited?

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It could be daily.  It could

 07       be -- again, Brad Parsons.  It could be daily.  It

 08       could be two to three times a week, probably May

 09       through October.

 10  MR. PERRONE:  With the project participating in the

 11       SCEF program, would the electrical energy and RECs

 12       be sold to Eversource per the tariff terms

 13       agreement?

 14  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  Yes,

 15       that's correct.  Electricity and RECs would be

 16       delivered to Eversource per the terms and

 17       conditions of the tariff agreement.

 18  MR. PERRONE:  Referencing page 8 of the petition, what

 19       was the output capacity of the project on the same

 20       distribution circuit that was dropped from the

 21       interconnection queue?

 22  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  This is Bryan Fitzgerald.

 23       Brad, I believe it was about two megawatts AC of

 24       nameplate capacity that was ahead of us in the

 25       queue that was dropped.
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 01  MR. PERRONE:  And how is the project consistent with

 02       the state plan of conservation and development?

 03  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  I would say

 04       that the -- the project is consistent with the

 05       State's plan as it relates to the energy goals,

 06       the -- the comprehensive energy strategy of the

 07       State of Connecticut, as it is a new electric

 08       generating resource that is zero emission or class

 09       one.

 10            Meaning that it's not going to produce any --

 11       any air emissions while in operation, while

 12       producing clean renewable energy.

 13  MR. PERRONE:  Referencing the response to Council

 14       Interrogatory Number 4, which is the cost of the

 15       project, is that cost number inclusive of the

 16       electrical interconnection?

 17  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  That cost

 18       number is inclusive of the electrical

 19       interconnection.

 20  MR. PERRONE:  Referencing the response to Council

 21       Interrogatory 33, EWST notes that it's not aware

 22       of any specific media required to suppress a fire

 23       at a solar facility.  Would water be used for fire

 24       suppression in such a situation?

 25  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons.  Yes, it's our
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 01       understanding that water would be used,

 02       potentially be used in a fire suppression

 03       situation, but usually it's mainly containing any

 04       fires around the site.

 05  MR. PERRONE:  My next questions are related to

 06       visibility.  Referencing the response to Council

 07       Interrogatory 44, privacy mesh is proposed along

 08       Thrall Road.

 09            If we look at sheet OP-2, could you indicate

 10       where the privacy mesh begins and ends?

 11  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Perrone, brad Parsons

 12       again.  So the intention would be for the privacy

 13       mesh to begin at the -- if we're looking at sheet

 14       OP-2, the privacy mesh would begin at the -- the

 15       gates of the facility where the access road is,

 16       and would extend to the east along the fence,

 17       along the frontage of Thrall Road, along the

 18       backside of the landscaping, all the way to the --

 19       to the north corner of the -- of the facility near

 20       where the callout says, existing tree line,

 21       typical.

 22  MR. PERRONE:  And why were those sections selected for

 23       the privacy mesh?

 24  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Those sections were selected

 25       for the privacy mesh to provide additional
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 01       screening for the site, where natural vegetation

 02       is -- is not being maintained or does not,

 03       actually does not exist.  Again, Brad Parsons.

 04  MR. PERRONE:  With respect to the proposed landscape

 05       plantings, would they be replaced if they were to

 06       die off?

 07  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons, yes, those -- those

 08       plantings would be replaced if they were to die

 09       off.

 10  MR. PERRONE:  How frequently would there be inspections

 11       of the condition of the plantings?

 12  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Perrone, this is Brad

 13       Parsons.  I think the condition of the plantings

 14       would be inspected on a more frequent basis,

 15       probably monthly on their initial, once they were

 16       initially planted to ensure that the existing

 17       health is maintained and that they're receiving

 18       the appropriate water.

 19            Once they've gone through and established

 20       after that, they would be inspected on a periodic

 21       basis when we do our -- our inspections of the

 22       entire site as part of our -- our regular O and M

 23       maintenance.

 24  MR. PERRONE:  Turning to the viewshed map, Pierce

 25       Memorial Park is located to the west, and it's
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 01       shaded in orange for the seasonal visibility area.

 02            Could you describe the views of the facility

 03       from Pierce Memorial Park?

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  I think, you

 05       know, the idea of the -- the viewshed map and the

 06       seasonal visibility is understanding that there

 07       are -- there are significant tree lines in between

 08       the facility and Pierce Memorial Park, both on our

 09       subject property as well as to the west.

 10            So with full leaf off, could somebody stand

 11       in one spot and -- and stare and potentially catch

 12       a glimpse of the facility?  Yes, but it's not, you

 13       know, in full view of the facility.  So that's why

 14       we -- we've kind of said seasonal visibility is

 15       possible.

 16  MR. PERRONE:  Would those leaf-off views between the

 17       trees, hypothetically, would they be the upper

 18       sections of the panels and the poles, or a direct

 19       view?

 20  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It's really a direct -- I think

 21       that the way that this viewshed map is intended to

 22       be is that the viewshed is taken from the -- from

 23       the top of the panels themselves and projected

 24       out.

 25            So anything basically from the top of the
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 01       panels down has the potential of -- of being

 02       visible as part of this viewshed map.

 03  MR. PERRONE:  Could you describe the visibility of the

 04       facility from the Village of Windsorville?

 05  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Perrone, this is Brad

 06       Parsons.  We don't believe that there's really

 07       going to be any real visibility from the -- the

 08       Village of Windsorville.

 09            Again, the -- the seasonal visibility

 10       through -- through existing vegetation, both on

 11       and off site is fairly significant once you get

 12       further away from -- form the project, as well as

 13       just what you physically see with -- with the

 14       naked eye at a specific -- specific distance.

 15            So I think this viewshed map, one thing it

 16       doesn't take into account is -- is what that is.

 17       So could somebody stand there and see it?

 18       Potentially, but it would take some hard stairs to

 19       really understand that once you get past a certain

 20       distance.

 21  MR. PERRONE:  And my last question, referencing the

 22       letter from the Department of Agriculture dated

 23       March 23rd, would EWS2 keep agricultural co-use

 24       operating for the life of the project?

 25  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  Yes, East
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 01       Windsor Solare II would keep agricultural co-use

 02       operating for the life of the project.

 03  MR. PERRONE:  Thank you.  That's all I have.

 04  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Thank you.

 05  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Perrone.

 06            We'll now continue with cross-examination by

 07       Mr. Silvestri, followed by Mr. Golembiewski.

 08            Mr. Silvestri, good afternoon.

 09  MR. SILVESTRI:  Good afternoon, Mr. Morissette, and

 10       good afternoon, everyone.

 11            I'd like to start with a continuation on what

 12       Mr. Perrone was asking about the landscape

 13       plantings.  And I'm looking at figure three,

 14       proposed conditions that actually has the

 15       landscape plantings in green.

 16            A question I have for you, on the eastern

 17       side why doesn't the landscape planting continue

 18       further north along the fence?

 19  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad

 20       Parsons.  The -- the thought process there was

 21       that once you get up to basically the middle half

 22       of that fence, was that the -- the existing trees

 23       along the eastern side will help protect that, the

 24       visibility in that corner from -- from the

 25       majority of what you could see from Thrall Road,
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 01       especially as you're driving by.

 02  MR. SILVESTRI:  Now, would that also be the case on the

 03       very top corner, if you will, of where the fence

 04       is heading in a westerly direction for the house

 05       that's in the far northeast corner?

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, I think our

 07       intention here was that all of the existing

 08       vegetation on site around the facility, with the

 09       exception of some -- some minor clear, clearing or

 10       tree trimming to get the utility poles in, would

 11       remain on this site.

 12  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Two related questions.  The

 13       house directly near the access road on Thrall

 14       Road, there's no landscape plantings behind it.

 15            Any reason behind that?

 16  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That existing house behind

 17       Thrall Road is -- there's actually a barn right

 18       behind it.  And so where -- where we kind of stop

 19       the plantings is right in line with that barn.

 20       And so we don't believe that there, there's really

 21       much visibility beyond the barn from the house as

 22       well.

 23  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  The one final question on this

 24       figure.  Moving further west, there there's

 25       nothing for landscape plantings at all along that
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 01       western border.  Any reason behind that?

 02  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, Mr. Silvestri, Brad

 03       Parsons.  We're maintaining the existing

 04       vegetation along all of the other sides of the

 05       facility, and that was the rationale of -- of not

 06       having any additional plantings.

 07  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Now, thank you for your

 08       responses on that.

 09            What I'd like to do now is turn to the

 10       interrogatory responses that are dated July 18,

 11       2023.  And I'd like to start with number 15 and

 12       number 16, if you could have both of those in

 13       front of you?  And let me know when you're ready.

 14  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Ready,

 15       sir.

 16  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  On number 15 it has the nearest

 17       property line is approximately 42 feet to the

 18       west, and then it has the nearest off-site

 19       residence is approximately 150 feet to the

 20       southeast.  And if we shift to number 36, it has

 21       the nearest property line is 300 feet to the

 22       north.

 23            So I'm confused between three numbers that

 24       are there, and could you explain the differences

 25       regarding the nearest property line?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, Mr. Silvestri.  Brad

 02       Parsons again.  So the -- the answer to number 15

 03       was specific to the facility itself and the fence

 04       line of that facility.

 05            But the response to the interrogatory, the

 06       other interrogatory was specific to the equipment

 07       on site.  So the noise generating equipment on

 08       site, sir.

 09  MR. SILVESTRI:  Equipment, being what?

 10  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, Brad Parsons.

 11            Inverters, transformers, the equipment area.

 12  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So 300 feet from the inverters

 13       and transformers, et cetera.  Then going back, you

 14       have 42 feet to the west is from the fence line,

 15       and 150 feet to the southeast is another fence

 16       line.  Is that correct?

 17  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri -- Mr. Silvestri,

 18       yes, that is correct.

 19  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  And I'm not sure if I've seen

 20       it.  So if it's there, I apologize for repeating

 21       it, but with that nearest offsite residence at 150

 22       feet to the southeast, what's the worst case noise

 23       propagation calculation in dBA?

 24  THE WITNESS (Roland):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Andy

 25       Roland here.  Are you referring to the property
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 01       across Thrall Road?

 02            Or the property adjacent to the southeast?

 03  MR. SILVESTRI:  Well, I'd have to say whatever you

 04       identified as the nearest offsite residence at 150

 05       feet to the southeast.

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Across the street.

 07  THE WITNESS (Roland):  That would be that one across

 08       the street.  We -- we did not model noise at that

 09       receptor.  The noise model was conducted on the

 10       four closest residential receptors from --

 11       measured from the distance of the inverters, which

 12       are located near the center of the site at the end

 13       of the access road.

 14            And those four residential receptors'

 15       locations in order of them --

 16  MR. SILVESTRI:  And the -- go ahead.

 17  THE WITNESS (Roland):  The order of them are 55 Thrall

 18       Road, which is what our noise report refers to as

 19       the southeast, their most residential receptor; 57

 20       Thrall Road, which is to the northeast; 17 Thrall

 21       Road, which is to the southwest at the cut in on

 22       the property line; and 19 Thrall Road, which is

 23       out to the northwest.

 24  MR. SILVESTRI:  And for those four residences, the

 25       noise propagation calculations were based on where
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 01       the inverters and transformers are located and the

 02       distance from them.

 03  THE WITNESS (Roland):  Yes, that was the rationale.

 04       This is Andy Roland with WSP.  That was the

 05       rationale for selecting those four locations to

 06       model the north street.

 07  MR. SILVESTRI:  Offhand, do you have the distances for

 08       the four that you just mentioned, the 55, 57, 17,

 09       and 19?

 10  THE WITNESS (Roland):  We do.  This is Andy Roland with

 11       WSP.

 12            And again, I'm referencing exhibit --

 13       Petitioner's Exhibit Environmental and Community

 14       Noise Assessment dated August 31st, 2023.  And I'm

 15       referencing the distances listed on page 3 of that

 16       report, which lists four monitoring locations

 17       indicated as PL-1, PL-2, PL-3, PL-4.

 18            And you can also look at a figure, figure two

 19       of that exhibit, which is PDF page 18.  And the

 20       distances are as follows; 1,070 feet to PL-1, 820

 21       feet to PL-2, 430 feet to PL-3, and 720 feet to

 22       PL-4.

 23  MR. SILVESTRI:  I copy that.  Thank you.

 24            Okay.  Let me move to Interrogatory Number 40

 25       and its response.  This interrogatory dealt with

�0031

 01       the 12 volt battery attached to the solar charger

 02       to power the electric fence.

 03            The question I have for you is under what,

 04       say, meteorological conditions would the battery

 05       not be able to produce power?  For example, if you

 06       had three consecutive cloudy days, or four, do you

 07       have any idea what the cutoff might be that this

 08       battery would not have power enough to supply the

 09       electric fence?

 10  THE WITNESS (Roland):  Mr. Silvestri, I think we'd have

 11       to look at potentially -- I think it should

 12       provide enough battery or timeline, but I would

 13       say the other thing is that it's pretty -- mainly

 14       for the sheep and keeping them corralled.

 15            And as far as -- as part of the daily

 16       observations or -- or bi-daily observations of the

 17       sheep by the shepherd, they would be able to know

 18       if that was powered or not, and if that battery

 19       needed to be replaced or -- or recharged based off

 20       of the, you know, their visits and maintenance of

 21       the site.

 22  MR. SILVESTRI:  Is this a lead acid, kind of like a car

 23       battery?

 24  THE WITNESS (Roland):  I would say it's probably, could

 25       be something similar to that, but it also could be
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 01       a lithium ion battery as well, you know, whatever

 02       the sheep grazer has available to them from --

 03       from that fence manufacturer as well.

 04  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay, thank you.

 05            And if we go back to the application under

 06       attachment one, I have a question on the trackers.

 07            Are they self-powered or grid-powered?

 08  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Trackers

 09       are grid-powered.

 10  MR. SILVESTRI:  So there would be some type of tie-in,

 11       if you will, to the distribution system that will

 12       power up the trackers and not have it come from

 13       the solar production itself?

 14            Would that be correct?

 15  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad

 16       Parsons.  That, I guess, is somewhat correct.  If

 17       the power -- if the trackers are generating at

 18       that point in time and the -- the system is

 19       pushing power onto the grid, the tracker motors

 20       could be taking power from the solar panels

 21       themselves.

 22            However, if they need to be powered, they

 23       would get that, ultimately get that power from the

 24       grid, too, if necessary from that panel as well.

 25  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Kind of a related question then.
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 01       You had an estimate that the project is expected

 02       to produce more than 7.57 megawatt hours of energy

 03       in its first year of operation.  Would you include

 04       the electrical losses that the trackers might pull

 05       from the solar panel in your estimate?

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.

 07            So yes, that -- that estimate, not only does

 08       that include electrical losses that the tracker

 09       motors might pull, but it also includes electrical

 10       losses from the transformers as well as any of the

 11       medium voltage cable, shading from any of the

 12       trees that are remaining in place around the site

 13       as well.

 14            So all the losses associated with the system

 15       are -- are included in that estimate.

 16  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you for your response.

 17            I want to turn right now to the stormwater

 18       basin for a question or two.  And when I look at

 19       the existing stormwater basin, there's apparently

 20       an outlet control structure that's noted in

 21       Appendix B.  This is the drawing plan of land

 22       sheet one of one.

 23            Am I correct in that, first of all, that it's

 24       an outlet control structure?  And if I'm correct,

 25       what's the nature of that control structure?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Robert Burns from APT.

 02            That structure is, by all accounts, a

 03       drywell.  It was full of debris.  So we have not

 04       assumed that it's an outlet structure, and we've

 05       modeled the pond without its use.

 06  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So any, any water that would

 07       flow out would just flow by this, this drywell,

 08       supposedly?

 09  THE WITNESS (Burns):  It's fine to have the stormwater

 10       infiltrate.

 11  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Then if you could turn to both

 12       drawing OP-1, which is the overall locus plan, and

 13       drawing O-P2, the partial site plan?  It seems

 14       that both equipment pads will be installed within

 15       a portion of the existing stormwater basin.

 16            Is that correct?

 17  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad

 18       Parsons.  I can take that.  So it -- it will be

 19       the areas where the -- the inverters are.  So

 20       there, they're actually mounted on racks

 21       equipment.

 22            So while it is an equipment pad, per se,

 23       there they're rack mounted equipment.  So they

 24       will be sitting up off -- off of the ground.

 25  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Then when it has -- I've got to
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 01       blow up my drawing here.  Where it has gravel

 02       equipment pad, how does that differ from what you

 03       just mentioned about racks?

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, Brad Parsons.  So the

 05       gravel equipment pad goes around where -- where

 06       the inverters are going.  So that longer, smaller

 07       rectangle inside of that area is -- is where the

 08       inverter racks would go.

 09            And we tend to just install a gravel pad

 10       around those mainly just because we've got, you

 11       know, a decent amount of foot traffic right there

 12       as those are getting installed and maintained.

 13            And then additionally, you'll see that the --

 14       the concrete equipment pads are further to the

 15       south on -- on that same drawing, south of those

 16       two longer rectangular pads.  And that's where

 17       the -- the transformer and any other AC electrical

 18       equipment would be -- would be located.

 19  MR. SILVESTRI:  So the transformers are on concrete.

 20       The inverters are on racks.  Correct?

 21            I didn't hear the response.

 22  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Sorry, Mr. Silvestri.  Again,

 23       Brad Parsons.  That that is correct.  The

 24       transformers are on concrete and the inverters on

 25       racks with -- with gravel at their base.
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 01  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  And one transformer each per

 02       pad.  So two transformers all together?

 03  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  Yes, sir.

 04  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  In the event of a transformer

 05       oil leak, what measures would you have in place to

 06       prevent the oil from reaching the stormwater basin

 07       and potentially going somewhere that we don't want

 08       it to go?

 09  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Mr.

 10       Silvestri.  So these, these transformers will be

 11       using Fr3 oil.  It's a biodegradable oil actually

 12       derived from -- from vegetable oil.  So it's not

 13       your standard mineral oil that's been used in

 14       transformers previously.

 15            So -- but if this were to -- if those

 16       transformers were to leak for any -- any reason,

 17       likely based on the grades there, the transformers

 18       would actually flow, that leakage would likely

 19       flow into those gravel pads around the inverters

 20       themselves and likely be contained in -- in that

 21       area before reaching the -- the actual stormwater

 22       basin.

 23  MR. SILVESTRI:  Do you know how much oil the

 24       transformers would contain at this point?

 25  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, this is Brad Parsons.  I
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 01       do not know that exact number at this point.

 02  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Just a comment from me.

 03       Basically, everything could be biodegradable.

 04       It's just a question of time.  To me, oil is oil,

 05       but I hear what you're saying about the certain

 06       type of oil that would be used there.

 07            But moving on, will the transformers be

 08       equipped with low level alarms?

 09  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad

 10       Parsons.  I don't believe we will have low level

 11       alarms on -- on the transformers.

 12  MR. SILVESTRI:  All right.  So if you have a leak, how

 13       are you going to know that it's leaking if you

 14       don't have any alarms?

 15  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  You get an idea because the

 16       system itself will start operating in -- in a

 17       manner that it doesn't typically operate in.  And

 18       our systems are monitored 24/7 by -- by a DAS

 19       system, which is our -- our system that we have in

 20       internally.

 21            And so we would get alarms that the system

 22       is -- is not operating correctly.  Obviously, the

 23       voltage would change or -- or we'd just get a

 24       reduction in power based on the transformers not

 25       operating at their -- their capacity that they
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 01       should be.

 02            And that would alert our -- our maintenance

 03       techs to go out and likely investigate the site if

 04       they can't see any other issues on -- on that DAS

 05       system, like an inverter being down.

 06  MR. SILVESTRI:  But up to a certain point, you'd have

 07       no idea that the transformer or transformers would

 08       be leaking until something shows you that there's

 09       not a good operation with the solar panels.

 10  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Correct at this time.

 11  MR. SILVESTRI:  Is it your intention to store any fuels

 12       on site, either during construction or during

 13       operation?

 14  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It is not -- not our intention

 15       to store any fuels on site.

 16            I do maybe want to add to one thing we could

 17       look at, is just putting kind of a concrete curve

 18       lip around that said concrete pad.  That's enough

 19       to contain the -- any potential oil spill from --

 20       from the transformer as well.

 21  MR. SILVESTRI:  If this project happens to be approved,

 22       you might want to look at low level alarms.  So

 23       I'm going to leave that part of it at that.

 24            But I'm going to go back to drawing GN-2,

 25       which is your environmental notes.  And would it
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 01       be your intention to modify the spill prevention

 02       portion of that to include contact information for

 03       regulatory agencies, spill cleanup contractors,

 04       local responders and the like?

 05  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad

 06       Parsons.  Yes, we would -- could definitely be

 07       able to modify that plan to include those items.

 08  MR. SILVESTRI:  And you'd have worker training as well

 09       to go along with that, correct?

 10  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, sir.

 11  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Going back to one of the

 12       questions that Mr. Perrone had asked you about

 13       Eversource and pad-mounted equipment, did you

 14       actually work with Eversource to look at

 15       pad-mounted equipment along the interconnection to

 16       reduce the number of poles?

 17  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Yeah.  Mr. Silvestri, this

 18       is Bryan Fitzgerald.  We did work with Eversource

 19       during our interconnection approval stage on the

 20       pad-mounted equipment, the -- the pole-mounted

 21       equipment.

 22            And what Brad Parsons mentioned in response

 23       to Mr. Perrone's question I think, kind of,

 24       summarized it, because the crux was the required

 25       Eversource equipment is producing more poles
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 01       than -- than we are with our required equipment.

 02       And their equipment needs to be pole-mounted.

 03  MR. SILVESTRI:  I heard your reply.  I've seen

 04       Eversource come up with pad-mounted equipment in

 05       the past, and there just seems to be a back and

 06       forth on that.  But right now, I'll just thank you

 07       for your reply.

 08            I'd like to go back to tracker operations for

 09       a couple of moments.  Is the rotary mechanism for

 10       the trackers, is it internal to the trackers or

 11       external?

 12  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  It is -- it's

 13       located in the middle of each tracker itself, and

 14       it is -- it's basically a Sleuth drive motor.

 15            So it's -- it sits in the center, and then

 16       you have two torque tubes coming out of either

 17       end, and that motor drives both of those torque

 18       tubes that drives each of a half of the tracker.

 19  MR. SILVESTRI:  So it's more gear driven as opposed to

 20       chain drive?

 21  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, sir, Mr. Silvestri.  It

 22       is.  It is gear-driven.  It's -- it is a Sleuth

 23       motor.

 24  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  And do they, the trackers

 25       require any maintenance or greasing, or anything
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 01       else while they're in operation, or over a period

 02       of time?

 03  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It's my understanding that --

 04       that those motors are -- are completely contained.

 05       It does not require any, any greasing or

 06       maintenance with regards to that over time.

 07  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you.

 08            In the event of a forecasted snow event,

 09       would you be able to tilt the panels to be

 10       perpendicular to the ground so you wouldn't have

 11       any snow accumulation on top of the panels?

 12  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  There's actually the tracker --

 13       again, Brad Parsons.  The tracker is -- is only

 14       designed to go up to 55 degrees.  Right?  But we

 15       have what we call the -- the algorithm inside the

 16       tracking mechanism there would basically dump snow

 17       at a certain point.

 18            So if it -- if we do get any snow buildup, it

 19       will -- it will go all the way to that 55 degree

 20       tilt.  If it still feels anything on that tracker

 21       itself, it's my understanding that it will go

 22       fully back to the other side as well to -- to try

 23       and do it, a dump it that way.

 24            And again, being that the panels are -- are

 25       glass there, you're likely going to get most of
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 01       that snow sliding, sliding off of it as well.

 02  MR. SILVESTRI:  So if I understand correctly, you kind

 03       of have an automatic weather tracking system, if

 04       you will, for snow that will respond accordingly.

 05  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes.

 06  MR. SILVESTRI:  All right.  I believe my last question

 07       at this point; have you had any panels, say, from

 08       previous installations that experienced breakage

 09       either during construction or in operational use?

 10            And if so, what did you do with those panels?

 11  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is -- this is Brad

 12       Parsons.  Again, yes, we've -- we've definitely

 13       experienced breakage of panels as a result of, you

 14       know, construction and/or delivery.

 15            A lot of times you may find a panel broken in

 16       one of the crates after delivery.  And those are

 17       disposed of in accordance with -- with any federal

 18       or state regulations.

 19  MR. SILVESTRI:  When you mentioned disposed of, would

 20       they have been recycled?  Or would they have gone

 21       to landfill?

 22  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I don't have an answer to that.

 23       They may have been recycled, but they could also

 24       have gone to a landfill, I know.

 25  MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you.
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 01            Mr. Morissette, I believe that's all I have

 02       at this time.  Thank you and thank the panel for

 03       your responses.

 04  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Silvestri.

 05            We'll now continue with cross-examination by

 06       Mr. Golembiewski followed by Mr. Hannon.  Good

 07       afternoon, Mr. Golembiewski.

 08  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Good afternoon, Mr. Morissette.  I'm

 09       going to, I guess, start my questioning primarily

 10       about the storm basin, stormwater management

 11       basin.

 12            I guess I'm not sure who to direct this

 13       question to -- probably to the stormwater

 14       engineer.  But based on what I can tell from the

 15       plans, there is no design for it.  Am I missing a

 16       set of plans?  Because I don't really see any

 17       there, and I don't really know what the top

 18       elevation of the -- so, all right.  Here's my

 19       question.  How does the storm basin work?

 20  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Robert Burns with APT.  The storm

 21       basin works exactly the way it works today.

 22       That's an existing basin that the stormwater will

 23       flow overland to, and the water will infiltrate

 24       into the ground.

 25            And the stormwater report is included in the
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 01       packet.  And all the comps are there, as well as

 02       the elevations for the different year storms,

 03       existing and proposed.

 04  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  So I'm on the plan sheet and I see a

 05       line, I believe, that is supposed to represent the

 06       limits of the stormwater basin.  It's like a two

 07       dots dash.

 08  THE WITNESS (Burns):  So Robert Burns, again.  That's

 09       really just for graphical purposes.  The top of

 10       that basin is dependent on what storm you're

 11       analyzing it for.

 12  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.

 13  THE WITNESS (Burns):  But it is approximately there.

 14       It sort of falls in the 213 contour on our side,

 15       but really the top of the -- the basin itself for

 16       proposed conditions, even in the a hundred-year

 17       storm is down around to 12.7, so.

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Golembiewski, this is Brad

 19       Parsons.  If I could add to that as well?  If you

 20       could take these, direct attention to EC-5 of the

 21       plan sheets, this might help understand what's

 22       going on out there a little bit more?

 23            In essence, what we have is there's already a

 24       stormwater basin on -- on site.  Right?  And we've

 25       modeled, modeled the set basin.  So if you said --
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 01       that said stormwater basin.

 02            So, if you look at -- at that EC -- EC-5, if

 03       you have it in front of you, you'll see where the

 04       existing stormwater line is.  And you'll see on

 05       the far western side of that, that page where the

 06       stormwater line is, you can kind of see that it

 07       really is almost right at that 213 contour that --

 08       that Mr. Burns was representing.

 09            So, if you kind of go north of that, that 213

 10       contour, just to the north of where -- where the

 11       LOD is, you'll see those contours actually start

 12       to go up right there.

 13            So there's actually a natural berm on this

 14       site to the north between the -- the limits of

 15       disturbance in the facility and -- and that

 16       wetlands to -- to the north.  So that berm, you

 17       know, tends to vary in elevation depending on --

 18       on where you are on site.

 19            So as you kind of work your way towards the

 20       eastern side, you can kind of see that berm --

 21       berm drops down a bit, and you'll see right where

 22       that 211 contour is at the -- the smallest, the

 23       lowest part of the basin and the drywell structure

 24       that's called out there?  You'll see just to the

 25       north of that, north of the LOD, you'll see that
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 01       215 contour there as well.

 02            So, again, it's just an existing berm along

 03       that northern backside of the parcel.  So really

 04       there, there's no stormwater basin to grade in

 05       because, in essence there there's already one

 06       there.  And we're further mitigating the -- the

 07       stormwater controls by changing from a row crop

 08       cover type of tobacco or other row crops to just a

 09       standard meadow.

 10  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  You know, so how the basin

 11       functions, say, during a hundred-year storm event,

 12       what elevation would that represent in the basin?

 13  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  So, today, the hundred-year

 14       storm when we model it is at about 213.3.

 15  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.

 16  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Once we have redone the --

 17       redid the surface with meadow type grasses, we ran

 18       it and the proposed hundred-year elevation is

 19       212.69.

 20  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.

 21  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  So we're actually reducing the

 22       runoff to that basin.

 23  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  And then the panels and the other

 24       equipment then would likely not be flooded during

 25       a hundred-year storm event.

�0047

 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  No, there they're right on the

 02       edge, I would say.

 03  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  So the fence would be?

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think that's fair.  Yeah, I

 05       think that's fair.

 06  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  So the fence goes across?  Okay.

 07            So there is no plan -- so there's no plan to

 08       have any type of overflow from the basin, a

 09       formalized overflow?

 10  THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Robert Burns.  No, sir,

 11       there's not.

 12  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  Okay.  Staying with sort of

 13       the runoff, I guess, subject, I noticed in one of

 14       the interrogatories or in the report you said that

 15       there would not be, I believe, any drip panel,

 16       drip -- soil, additional protection from erosion

 17       from panel drip.  And I was just wondering if you

 18       could explain why?

 19  THE WITNESS (Burns):  The grades out there and the seed

 20       mix we're going to plant, the vegetated cover that

 21       they will not be needed.  And that they're tracker

 22       type panels, maybe Brad, you can add on that a

 23       little bit.

 24  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah.  Mr. Golembiewski, this

 25       is Brad Parsons again.  So again, on top of what
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 01       Mr. Burns stated there, as well as these being

 02       tracker panels, that the drip edge is -- is

 03       constantly moving over -- over the course of the

 04       day.  So that, that's another reason as well.

 05  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  So they're not permanently in one

 06       location, so not one line will form.  So there

 07       they're moving.

 08            So sort of dependent on where they are and

 09       when it rains, you would not get the drip in the

 10       same exact location.

 11  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That's correct, Mr.

 12       Golembiewski.  Brad Parsons.

 13  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  I guess one more question regarding

 14       stormwater.  The basin itself will not hold water

 15       for more than, say, just after a storm event.

 16            Or for how long?

 17            I guess the question may be, how long after,

 18       say, a hundred-year storm event would water sit in

 19       the basin?

 20  THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Robert Burns again.  I

 21       don't have an answer for that.  It's something I

 22       would have to get back to you.

 23  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  But you are characterizing it as an

 24       infiltration basin that will not have permanent

 25       water in it?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yes, sir.

 02  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  So, currently, water there -- it's

 03       generally dry, currently.

 04  THE WITNESS (Burns):  I think that's fair.  Robert --

 05       this is Robert Burns, yes.

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  And again, Mr. Golembiewski,

 07       this is Brad Parsons, yes.  And I think the intent

 08       here is that that site is going to function as it

 09       does today, as we kind of discussed about the --

 10       the basin and the existing contours that are

 11       there.

 12            You know, really it's -- it's a dry site as

 13       it is today, and our calculations are basically

 14       showing -- showing the same in that regards.

 15  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  And the outlet is not a functioning

 16       outlet, the feature that says catch basin top?

 17  THE WITNESS (Burns):  That's correct.  This is Robert

 18       Burns.  Yes, that's correct.

 19  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.

 20  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean Gustafson.  I can add a

 21       little bit to this discussion.  During our wetland

 22       investigation, we took a close look at the

 23       existing stormwater basin, and by all field

 24       indications and surface evidence that basin does

 25       not appear to hold water for any significant
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 01       period of time, and -- and it's pretty free

 02       draining soils underneath it.

 03            It's -- there's a lot of glacial

 04       lacustrine -- I mean, glacial fluvial material,

 05       some coarse sand and gravel underneath that.  So

 06       it appears to drain pretty -- infiltrate pretty

 07       quickly.

 08  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  And there's no chance that

 09       any type of water would overflow and flow towards

 10       the vernal pools that were identified to the

 11       northwest?

 12  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  As we looked at kind of the

 13       north end of that basin, that natural berm, and

 14       there's no evidence of any surface flows coming

 15       from that basin towards the north, towards the

 16       potential vernal pools in the wetland system.

 17  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  Is there -- sticking with, I

 18       guess, that line of questioning, the area for the

 19       development, the habitat there would not -- is it

 20       your opinion that any type of amphibian migration

 21       to the vernal pools would be going through?  Is

 22       that a likely area for migration?

 23  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean Gustafson.  We did take

 24       a close look at what the anticipated primary

 25       vectors of migration from the two potential vernal
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 01       pools.  You know, that's a good distance north of

 02       the closest facility.

 03            And the areas to the south including the

 04       project area are all maintained, cultivated

 05       agricultural field habitat, which is really not

 06       supportive of any of the obligate vernal pool

 07       species such as spotted salamander and wood frog.

 08       It would be considered either suboptimal or

 09       non-habitat.

 10            There is no mature forest cover in those

 11       areas.  So the vectors of migration are

 12       anticipated to be kind of east and west from those

 13       potential vernal pools, and also to the north.

 14       And those are all forested terrestrial habitats,

 15       and also forested wetland habitats.

 16            And I'll just direct you to our response to

 17       in Applicant Exhibit 4, our response to the Town

 18       of Windsor interrogatories.  We included an

 19       attachment noted as figure six, and that provides

 20       the vectors of migration on that figure.

 21  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  Great.  That's all I have,

 22       Mr. Morissette.  Thank you.

 23  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Golembiewski.

 24            We'll now continue with cross-examination by

 25       Mr. Hannon, followed by myself.  Mr. Hannon, good
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 01       afternoon.

 02  MR. HANNON:  Good afternoon, Mr. Morissette.  Thank

 03       you.

 04            I want to sort of stay on the same path that

 05       Mr. Golembiewski and Mr. Silvestri were following.

 06       So I guess as it relates to the equipment pads

 07       that you're talking about, do you have sort of a

 08       spot elevation as to what those gravel pads will

 09       be at?  I mean, it will be above the 213

 10       elevation, or you may have a different opinion as

 11       to what constitutes a gravel pad?

 12            So I'm just curious if you have a sort of a

 13       spot elevation you anticipate there?

 14  THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Robert Burns.  The

 15       elevations will be matching what the existing

 16       elevations are out there right now.

 17  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  So it will be at ground level,

 18       which means that under certain circumstances a

 19       portion of the mount could be underwater.

 20            Correct?

 21  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  And yeah, this is Brad Parsons.

 22       Yeah, I think, you know, a portion of the

 23       structure, the mounting structure racking that

 24       holds up the inverters, the bottom part of that

 25       could -- could be underwater, but those inverters
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 01       are sitting, you know, three to four feet above --

 02       above existing grade.  And that's why there wasn't

 03       really much, much concern with that.

 04            I think we potentially also have some

 05       availability onsite to -- to shift that, those

 06       areas to the south slightly as well.

 07  MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  That helped clarify.

 08            Also sticking with what was discussed as far

 09       as the elevations go, because I'm looking at EC-5

 10       and EC-6.  It looks as though the 215 elevation is

 11       north of the bulk of the detention basin, but it

 12       also curves around so that it covers the eastern

 13       portion.

 14            So you do have a 215-foot elevation where the

 15       lower portion of the basement is probably a little

 16       under 211-foot elevation.  But just out of

 17       curiosity, it sounds like what I'm hearing is that

 18       you have no intention of doing anything with the

 19       drywell to make it work, but yet on page EC-5 it

 20       talks about the existing drywell, the contractors

 21       to clean it out, clean out the structure and add

 22       proposed silt back and hay bale.

 23            So it sounds like that may still be

 24       functioning, or it will be functioning during this

 25       whole process?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  -- with all points.  Yes,

 02       that's the idea.  Once we clean it out and

 03       determine what it is, it will function the way it

 04       functions today, or the way it should be

 05       functioning.

 06  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  And one of the things I did not

 07       see, do you happen to have a spot elevation for a

 08       top of frame for the drywell?

 09  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  No, sir.  The surveyors didn't

 10       pick up a spot elevation.  It looks like it's -- I

 11       don't see it.  I don't know.

 12  MR. HANNON:  Yeah, I didn't see anything marked

 13       anywhere.  So I was just curious about that.

 14            I want to go to page 27 in the petition.  And

 15       I think this goes to a comment that Mr. Gustafson

 16       made saying that the facility would be located

 17       entirely within the cultivated agricultural field

 18       that represents suboptimal terrestrial habitat for

 19       obligate vernal pool species, and that the

 20       agricultural field is considered suboptimal due to

 21       the lack of forest cover.

 22            So I think that what Mr. Gustafson was saying

 23       is that because of that, it's unlikely that you

 24       would have any of the potential amphibians

 25       crossing, I'm assuming, through the pond or
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 01       through the basin and into what is currently the

 02       agricultural field.  Is that correct?

 03  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yes, that's -- that's

 04       correct.  We don't anticipate any significant

 05       migration out of those vernal pools or the nearby

 06       terrestrial habitat to the north into that field,

 07       because it is essentially non habitat for those

 08       species.

 09            And further to the south of this property is

 10       existing residential and agricultural properties.

 11       So there's -- there's really no incentive for

 12       migration across that field.

 13  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  But then in the same paragraph, you

 14       go to say, in fact, the conversion of the

 15       cultivated field to permanent meadow habitat under

 16       the surrounding solar facility represents an

 17       improvement to the CTH.

 18            The addition of the meadows habitats

 19       vegetation would provide an improved level of

 20       cover for any dispersing herpetofauna that may

 21       wander into the solar facility.  This habitat

 22       conversion also eliminates potential mortality of

 23       those species due to current conflicts with

 24       farming implements.

 25            So to me, the way I'm reading that is it
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 01       looks as though by going in and doing some of the

 02       seeding, that that may actually open up some of

 03       the area to some of the critters that could be at

 04       the vernal pool.  And it could actually have them

 05       moving more towards the field because it may no

 06       longer be suboptimal.

 07  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  That's -- that's correct.

 08       It's -- it's less specific for the obligate vernal

 09       pool species such as wood frog and salamander who

 10       are going to rely heavily on the terrestrial

 11       habitat, but other associated herpetofauna such

 12       as, you know, turtles and snakes and -- and

 13       whatnot that are inhabiting and utilizing some of

 14       that terrestrial and wetland habitat further to

 15       the north, you could certainly have those species

 16       encroach into the edge of the field.

 17            And under current conditions there, you know,

 18       they're subject to injury or mortality from

 19       agricultural -- agricultural use of the property,

 20       and also to heavier levels of predation because of

 21       the open nature of the cultivated field.

 22            Those factors would -- would certainly be

 23       improved with the development of this solar

 24       facility and the installation of a native

 25       pollinator friendly seed mix to permanently
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 01       stabilize the areas in and around the solar

 02       facility.

 03  MR. HANNON:  Well, thank you.

 04  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  You're welcome.

 05  MR. HANNON:  Then on page 28, under hydraulic

 06       alterations, second paragraph, the existing

 07       stormwater management area would not be considered

 08       a decoy pool or sink feature that potentially

 09       could affect breeding amphibians intercepted on

 10       their way to the nearby vernal pool.  Why not?

 11  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean Gustafson.  As I had

 12       indicated earlier to Mr. Golembiewski's question

 13       regarding the basin, our field indications are

 14       that that basin drains and infiltrates any

 15       stormwater runoff fairly quickly.

 16            We didn't see any field evidence of, you know

 17       surface standing or vegetation standing, any drift

 18       lines to that nature.  So this is what we would

 19       characterize as a dry basin.  And if, you know,

 20       during heavy storm events, you know, there, any

 21       water that would collect in that area would drain

 22       the soils fairly rapidly.

 23            And therefore, we wouldn't consider the

 24       existing basin -- even the existing basin a decoy

 25       pool.  And as noted earlier in testimony from
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 01       Mr. Burns, that you know, with the change of cover

 02       type we're improving the conditions, the runoff

 03       conditions from existing conditions.

 04            So there would be less of a chance of it

 05       operating as a possible decoy pool.

 06  MR. HANNON:  Thank you.

 07  THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  You're welcome.

 08  MR. HANNON:  The next question really isn't directly

 09       related to page 30, but seeing as how it talks

 10       about soils and geology I thought I'd raise it

 11       here.

 12            My understanding is the property is currently

 13       being used for growing tobacco.  Is that correct?

 14  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  I believe

 15       they grew rye hay out there this year.

 16  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  And the reason I'm asking, because

 17       I'm wondering if any soil analysis has been done

 18       for potential hazardous materials.  I mean, having

 19       worked with projects up in that part of the state,

 20       some of the pesticide results and chemicals that

 21       are used for tobacco fields can tend to be rather

 22       intense.

 23            So I'm just wondering if any analysis has

 24       been done there to determine the soil

 25       characteristics and whether or not they may be
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 01       potentially hazardous?

 02  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is brad Parsons.  I can

 03       speak to that.

 04            So while we haven't had a phase one ESA

 05       completed for this site, we have had phase one

 06       ESAs completed for sites of similar nature in the

 07       area.  And those phase-ones have identified the

 08       same concerns that you just raised.

 09            However, it is our intent here -- it will

 10       always be our intent not to remove any soil from

 11       the property.  And if we were to have to, part of

 12       that phase one would be having to have some type

 13       of soil management plan to do that.

 14            But in this case, we're -- we're not grading,

 15       performing any grading on the site.  Any

 16       excavation would really be limited to the

 17       installation of the access road.  Any of the

 18       trenches would be filled back in.  So -- so any

 19       limited excavation would be spread on site and

 20       further stabilized to avoid any removal of soil.

 21  MR. HANNON:  Yeah, I just know it's been a concern for

 22       a number of people.  And sometimes what ends up

 23       happening is even dust blowing off of the site can

 24       adversely impact surrounding properties.  So just

 25       needing to be sure that that's something that's
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 01       taken care of.  Thank you.

 02            On page GN-2, the environmental notes,

 03       resource protection measures, I have a question

 04       on -- I think it's number five.  So it talks about

 05       the use of herbicides and pesticides at the

 06       facilities shall be minimized.

 07            Can you give me an idea as to why pesticides

 08       and herbicides might be used on site, and how that

 09       can possibly linger on the site?  And what impact

 10       that might have on the sheep being brought in?

 11  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  Once -- if the

 12       project were to move forward and once East Windsor

 13       Solar II were to take possession of the property

 14       through the commencement of the lease and proceed

 15       with construction, East Windsor Solar II would not

 16       use herbicides or pesticides under any

 17       circumstance for any vegetative management.

 18            All vegetative management would be completed

 19       through sheep grazing throughout the life of the

 20       project.  So again, the project would not use any

 21       herbicides or pesticides while in operation.

 22  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Also in the

 23       application, there's the letter from the

 24       Commissioner over at Department of Agriculture.

 25       And it talks about -- it concludes that this
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 01       project will not materially effect the status of

 02       project -- or project land as prime farmland with

 03       the use of the sheep on the property.

 04            So I guess the question I have related to

 05       that is, given the response, or the question and

 06       response in the Siting Council Interrogatories

 07       Number 13.  And it states that -- it states the

 08       property owner will retain land development rights

 09       to develop a cemetery in the future, and the

 10       conditions that the property would need to be

 11       returned to.  It was basically what that owner

 12       currently wants.

 13            But if they're using it as, or proposing to

 14       use it as a cemetery, why does it matter if there

 15       are sheep on this site or not?  Because it doesn't

 16       sound like the property is going to revert back to

 17       farmland.

 18  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  And I think I

 19       could clarify maybe a couple of points here

 20       written in this response.  The landowner for the

 21       property is the Catholic Cemetery Association of

 22       Arch Diocese of Hartford.

 23            While the property has been in agricultural

 24       production in the past and they're pursuing a

 25       potential solar project here that continues
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 01       agricultural production through the life of that

 02       project, some of the underlying themes in working

 03       with the landowner -- and knowing that I can't

 04       speak directly for them because I'm not them -- is

 05       that they -- they tend to try and preserve the

 06       ability to put a cemetery at the properties that

 07       they own if the event arises in the future where

 08       they would look to do so.

 09            They're an organization that thinks for the

 10       extreme long-term, for eternity, for example.

 11       They like to try and retain development rights of

 12       their properties in order to have the ability to

 13       install a cemetery at some point in the future if

 14       the need arises for it.

 15  MR. HANNON:  So then the use of the sheep at this site

 16       would be that at the end of whether it's the 20,

 17       30, 40-year window, that the property would be

 18       reverting back to a potential agricultural use.

 19            Is that the intent?  And then what the

 20       diocese might do that may be something beyond that

 21       scope?

 22  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  I think that's

 23       precisely correct.  Our goal throughout the useful

 24       life of the solar project would be to try and

 25       retain and even potentially improve the soil
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 01       characteristics there through the -- through the

 02       use of the sheep grazing plant.

 03            So when decommissioning comes at some point

 04       in the future post-useful life, the ability for

 05       the project to return to another type of

 06       agricultural use is there and available.

 07  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.  The last question I

 08       have, I believe -- if I can find it -- has to do

 09       with the plan for the sheep.  And if I'm reading

 10       this correctly, this is on page 6 of 8, in tab J.

 11            So it talks about -- it looks as though maybe

 12       roughly 43 sheep grazing in the 4 paddocks.  So

 13       I'm assuming that it's roughly 2.4 sheep per acre.

 14       Each of the four sections is about 4.9 acres, give

 15       or take a little bit for the paddock, and they

 16       would be grazing 15 days in each paddock.  So the

 17       45-day rest period.

 18            So for example, you start in paddock one.  15

 19       days are up, they move to paddock two.  That gives

 20       paddock 1 sort of the 45 days to refurbish itself.

 21       And I'm assuming there would be, like, what?  Two

 22       seasons at the site.  Does that sound correct?

 23  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  That does sound

 24       correct.  And again, I will add that the sheep

 25       grazing plan is developed in conjunction with our
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 01       sheep farming partners here in Connecticut.  And

 02       they reserve the ability to see how things are

 03       from a season-to-season basis.

 04            I would assume this year, for example,

 05       compared to last year, maybe the continued growth

 06       due to the rain that we've had would -- would keep

 07       them out there throughout the growth season.  I

 08       could be mistaken there, but as compared to a

 09       season like last year where we had a bit of a

 10       drought mid season.

 11            But yes, I believe here the point you're

 12       making is correct.

 13  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.

 14            I think Mr. Morissette, that does it for me

 15       on the questions today.

 16  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you,

 17       Mr. Hannon.

 18            I'll start with my questions.  I'd like to go

 19       back to the discussion about noise quickly, just

 20       for some clarification here.  In the response to

 21       question number 36 we talked about the 300 feet to

 22       the north.  And I'm trying to reconcile it with

 23       the table in the report on page 3.  And I believe

 24       that the 300 feet would be associated with PL-2,

 25       which indicates it's 820 feet.
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 01            And Mr. Roland, I think it is?  Could you try

 02       to clarify what I'm missing here?

 03  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  If I could just step in and

 04       Andy can further clarify that.  I think that 300

 05       feet was done to the closest property line to the

 06       north.  And then Andy, I think you can talk about

 07       the receptors and those distances that you used

 08       there.

 09  THE WITNESS (Roland):  Yeah, this is Andy Roland with

 10       WSP.

 11  THE HEARING OFFICER:  The -- the distance, that first

 12       distance, Mr. Morissette, that you're referring

 13       to, can you direct me to the interrogatory

 14       question response?

 15  MR. HANNON:  Number 36.  I think what I'm hearing is

 16       that the 300 feet is not part of your report.

 17            It's something different.

 18  THE WITNESS (Roland):  This is Andy Roland with WSP.  I

 19       just want to confirm, so we're talking about

 20       those, the right locations to use.

 21            Okay.  So I think where we're -- this is Andy

 22       Roland with WSP again.  The -- the property line,

 23       I believe that is referred to as the 300-foot or

 24       perhaps the nearest property line is the property

 25       line directly to the north of the equipment pads,
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 01       the inverter equipment.  And there is no residence

 02       there.

 03            And where I refer to the WSP noise report,

 04       the distances are to the nearest property lines on

 05       a straight line path between the inverter pad

 06       locations and those residential property lines

 07       with residents.

 08  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Great.  All right, I

 09       understand it now.  Thank you.

 10            Okay.  Mr. Roland, while I have you -- so BAC

 11       did the first analysis.  And I want to make sure I

 12       understood what was said at the beginning of the

 13       hearing, that the noise analysis was redone

 14       primarily -- that's my understanding.  Correct me

 15       if I'm wrong -- was redone primarily because

 16       someone from BAC was not available to testify.

 17            Did I understand that correctly?

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Yes,

 19       that that is -- that is correct.  And I can let

 20       Mr. Roland speak to the rationale behind -- behind

 21       him running that report and analysis as well.

 22  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Before he does that, so

 23       the BAC analysis had determined that the noise

 24       levels at property lines were very low.

 25            And Mr. Rowland's analysis, in his study he
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 01       says he was very conservative in his analysis, and

 02       the noise levels are higher than BAC's.

 03            So in your discussion, Mr. Roland, can you

 04       just explain in your conservative analysis what

 05       shifted from BAC to your analysis to conclude

 06       that, yes, it is a little bit higher, and I'll

 07       leave it at that?  If you could please?

 08  THE WITNESS (Roland):  Mr. Morissette, this is Andy

 09       Roland, WSP.  So we were contacted and contracted

 10       by Verigy on this project, as Brad mentioned, due

 11       to some scheduling conflicts or some inability to

 12       testify here.

 13            We were provided with the BAC acoustical

 14       report from April of 2023, and our first task was

 15       to -- we were asked -- was review that and

 16       provide -- provide our opinions.

 17            And this varies from acoustical consultant to

 18       acoustical consultant.  I believe the BAC report

 19       to be a bit too -- to give credit to a bit too

 20       many, too many factors that I do not normally do

 21       in terms of attenuations over distances.

 22            And you, you are correct in that the BAC

 23       report reported a very low nine decibel impact

 24       from the site at the -- what it deemed to be the

 25       nearest residential property line, which is I
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 01       referred to -- we referred to at WSP as PL-4 in

 02       our report, which is the residential property to

 03       the -- the west of the -- the inverter panels.

 04            In looking at that number, there are some --

 05       there are some factors used in the BAC report,

 06       namely an attenuation accounted for, for

 07       vegetation, which I tend in the Northeast not to

 08       assume in any sort of modeling analysis due to the

 09       fact that vegetation varies from season to season.

 10       That was -- that was one particular factor that

 11       BAC took credit for, whereas our report didn't.

 12            It was also some discrepancies as to how --

 13       how models are run, sound pressure versus sound

 14       power.  I don't think we need to get into the

 15       technicalities of that.  That's -- that's

 16       explained in the report, but otherwise we -- we

 17       uncovered a couple of attenuation metrics that we

 18       chose not to use to predict the maximum

 19       conceivable sound level from the site, and

 20       determined it to remain in compliance with the CT

 21       DEEP noise regulation, despite the fact that we

 22       are quite conservative.

 23  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you for that

 24       explanation.

 25            Okay.  What I'd like to do is I'd like to
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 01       turn to partial site plan OP-2.  I have a couple

 02       of questions associated with that.  My first

 03       question is -- let's see.  To the west, the limit

 04       of disturbance from the fence line is -- it

 05       appears to be quite extensive.  Is there a reason

 06       for that?

 07            Also, on the east side, it's the same thing.

 08  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Burns with APT.  The limited

 09       disturbance on those two sides were mainly because

 10       they will be seeded.  There's no actual work being

 11       taken place there, but that area will be seeded,

 12       so we included it as a limited disturbance.

 13  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Thank you.

 14  THE WITNESS (Burns):  You're welcome.

 15  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Moving to the front of the

 16       facilities along Thrall Road, can you tell me what

 17       the distance is from the road to the fence line?

 18  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Robert Burns, again.

 19            It's 50 feet.

 20  THE HEARING OFFICER:  50 feet?

 21  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yes, sir.

 22  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  And then to the --

 23  THE WITNESS (Burns):  I'm sorry.  That's to the

 24       property line.

 25  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Along Thrall Road, where
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 01       the landscaping is, from the road to the fence

 02       line.

 03  THE WITNESS (Burns):  I don't remember offhand.

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, Mr. Morissette, just one

 05       moment.  I'll have that.

 06  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Great, thank you.

 07            I'm also looking for the distance between

 08       that and the actual solar panels.

 09  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah.  So Mr. Morissette, this

 10       is Brad Parsons.  So the distance to the -- to the

 11       edge of road -- from the edge of road to -- to the

 12       fence line is approximately 75 feet, and then the

 13       distance from the edge of the road to the solar

 14       panels is approximately 95 feet.

 15  THE HEARING OFFICER:  95 feet?  Okay.  Well, I was

 16       curious as to whether pushing it back is something

 17       that could be accomplished, and the pros and cons

 18       of doing that or not doing that.

 19            So for example, maybe going to a hundred

 20       feet; go to the fence line, move the fence line

 21       another 25 feet.  Any reaction?

 22  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think, you know, there is --

 23       Brad Parsons, again.  I think there is, you know,

 24       where the issues come into play is how, how the

 25       layout of these -- these trackers can tend to
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 01       work.

 02            And so by doing that, while it could happen

 03       in -- in some cases, in some, some instances, as

 04       we kind of move more towards the eastern half of

 05       that, that array, as you were to shift that to --

 06       to the north, we would start to impact the

 07       existing vegetation on the north side potentially

 08       with some -- with some of those trackers there.

 09            So while it could happen potentially in

 10       certain cases there, there were spots where it

 11       was -- was a little difficult there.  So we -- we

 12       did try to maintain a consistent consistency as

 13       well along that, that frontage.

 14  THE HEARING OFFICER:  All right.  Well, considering you

 15       have additional space to the west and the east,

 16       you could conceivably go wider and push it back an

 17       additional 20 feet, 25 feet, to provide a little

 18       bit more buffer to Thralls Road.

 19  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  With

 20       regards to that, again, with -- with keeping the

 21       existing vegetation both on -- on the -- on the

 22       eastern and southwestern and some western sides of

 23       the site, basically that the shading profile comes

 24       into play here.

 25            And so -- so by shifting and -- and moving
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 01       those, those panels over actually provides some

 02       additional impacts with regards to -- to

 03       production.  And even though those are already

 04       taken into account, we're already taking into

 05       account some production losses with -- with

 06       regards to shading.

 07            So any further -- further pushes in either

 08       direction further makes those panels not -- not

 09       produce the energy they -- they should be

 10       producing.

 11  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Fair enough.  Yeah, in a

 12       drawing it looks -- it doesn't look like it's 75

 13       feet.  It looks something much less.

 14            Okay.  All right.  Concerning the

 15       interconnection, we have eight 40-foot

 16       distribution poles along the driveway, somewhat

 17       concealed by the -- I think it's a shed and a

 18       barn, if I am reading that correctly.

 19            I disagree with the statement that was

 20       provided earlier that Eversource can't or

 21       prefers -- they probably prefer overhead pole

 22       interconnects, but they certainly have the ability

 23       to do pad mounts.

 24            What I would like to do is to go to the

 25       aerial photograph number 18, please?  That's
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 01       associated with the field review.

 02  MR. BALDWIN:  These are in the interrogatory response

 03       that you're referring to?

 04  MR. HANNON:  Yes.  Yes, thank you.

 05  MR. BALDWIN:  This is photo 18?

 06  MR. HANNON:  Aerial photo 18.

 07  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, Mr. Morissette.  I think

 08       we have that.

 09  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.  So the way I'm

 10       reading this is you've got the shed right on the

 11       right-hand side of the photograph, and the

 12       interconnect is going to go to the left of that

 13       shed.  And it's going to come down and

 14       interconnect with this pole on Thrall Road.  So

 15       there's a line of trees there.

 16            So my first question is, to what extent are

 17       those trees going to be trimmed back and removed

 18       to accomplish the eight poles?

 19  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The trees would be minimally

 20       trimmed back and/or removed I believe in a

 21       response to one of the interrogatories.  And I

 22       find that we had an acreage associated with that,

 23       the amount of tree removal.

 24  MR. HANNON:  Associated with the interconnect?

 25  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  With the interconnect, yes,
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 01       sir.

 02  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  So -- go ahead.

 03  THE WITNESS (Burns):  I was going to say -- it's Robert

 04       Burns.  And we -- in the interrogatories, we said

 05       it was a tenth of an acreage.

 06  MR. HANNON:  Okay.

 07  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Approximately.

 08  MR. HANNON:  All right.  So where there's -- there's an

 09       area that there's no trees on the side of the

 10       barn.  So that's primarily where the six poles

 11       will go.  Is that correct?  Or is it further?

 12  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons, yes.  Yes, correct.

 13  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  So that last pole will we

 14       have to angle to the structure that is on Thrall

 15       Road?

 16  MR. BALDWIN:  Clarification, Mr. Morissette?  You said

 17       a structure that is not on Thrall road?

 18  THE HEARING OFFICER:  No, that is.  It's a distribution

 19       pole to the left.

 20  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah.  So -- so Mr. Morissette,

 21       this is Brad Parsons.  So yeah, I think the intent

 22       right now is to actually come off of that existing

 23       pole.

 24  MR. HANNON:  Yeah?

 25  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That is right there over
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 01       twenty-eighty -- at number 2087 and tie, and tie

 02       into -- into that.

 03  MR. HANNON:  Right.  Okay.  So that will be an angle

 04       from the last pole, and it won't be a straight

 05       line.  It will be an angle, the last structure.

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  A slight angle to that, to that

 07       last structure.  Correct.

 08  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Yes.  Okay.  All right.  So I

 09       think I understand.

 10            That distribution line, is there any upgrades

 11       that's necessary on the 23 kV?

 12  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  The upgrades

 13       that happen to the distribution circuit are a

 14       re-conductor-ing of an aerial cable that is

 15       further downstream, or further south towards

 16       Barber Hill Road -- I'm sorry.  Excuse me, towards

 17       the Barber Hill Substation.

 18            There is not any upgrading to the existing

 19       three-phase circuit directly on Thrall Road.

 20  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  So the upgrades have

 21       already taken place?

 22  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  The thrall road has -- has

 23       already taken place, and there's just a small bit

 24       of aerial cable that needs to get re-conductor-ed

 25       south, close to the Barber Hill Substation.
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 01  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  So that circuit goes back

 02       to Barber Hill?

 03  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Yes, sir.

 04  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Were there any operational

 05       contingencies, constraints that were put on the

 06       project?

 07  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  Not to my

 08       knowledge.  There were not any operational

 09       constraints.

 10  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Thank you.  All right.

 11       That concludes my questioning for this afternoon.

 12       Thank you, everybody, for your responses.

 13            What we will do now is we're going to take a

 14       12-minute break.  We'll be back at 3:50, and then

 15       we'll continue with cross-examination by Attorney

 16       DeCrescenzo.

 17            Okay.  Thank you, everyone.

 18  

 19                 (Pause: 3:38 p.m. to 3:50 p.m.)

 20  

 21  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Is the Court Reporter back with

 22       us?

 23  THE REPORTER:  Yes, I am here, and we are on the

 24       record.

 25  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you.
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 01  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette?  Excuse interruption,

 02       please?

 03  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Yes, Attorney Baldwin?

 04  MR. BALDWIN:  We had some informal homework assignments

 05       that at least we thought might be appropriate to

 06       address.  If we could do that before the Town

 07       begins their cross, that might be appropriate?

 08  MR. HANNON:  Okay.  I have one open item.  Did you have

 09       others?  I have the trucks per day.

 10  MR. BALDWIN:  We had a couple others.  We had a total

 11       of four that we'd like to address, if we could?

 12  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Please continue?

 13  MR. BALDWIN:  Or maybe it's three.  One of them is the

 14       number of trucks per day.

 15            Mr. Parsons has a response to that -- or

 16       Mr. Fitzgerald.

 17  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Mr. Morissette, this is

 18       Bryan Fitzgerald.  In regard to Mr. Perrone's

 19       question on trucks per day, we are looking at

 20       approximately 16 trucks over about a two to

 21       three-week period in total that would encompass

 22       the site mobilization and during the construction

 23       period.

 24            We're anticipating about five trucks for

 25       racking equipment.  These are deliveries received
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 01       at the site and this would be a flatbed semi, for

 02       example.  That's five trucks over that two to

 03       three-week period.

 04            We have about seven trucks for the solar

 05       modules themselves, and that's in 40-foot shipping

 06       containers unloaded onsite, and then shipping

 07       containers taken back offsite.  And then two other

 08       trucks again, flatbed semi style for transformers,

 09       inverters, fencing materials, wire rolls, pretty

 10       much your balance of system equipment there.  So

 11       16 total.

 12  MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.

 13  MR. HANNON:  Very good.  Thank you.

 14  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons, Mr. Silvestri asked about

 15       the capacity of the transformer oil containment

 16       period.  And also touched on potentially

 17       protection alarm systems.  Could you respond a

 18       little bit further to that question?

 19  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes.  Again, this is Brad

 20       Parsons.  So -- so we had -- we have two

 21       transformers on site.  One is a 1000 kVA

 22       transformer.  That has approximately 354 gallons

 23       of -- the Fr3 oil.  And then we have one 3000 kVA

 24       transformer that has approximately 550 gallons of

 25       Fr3 oil.
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 01            Additionally, you know, we -- we intend to

 02       investigate the ability to add a leak detection to

 03       our monitoring system, as well as potentially

 04       looking at backup, a concrete curtain containment

 05       along around our equipment pad as well.

 06  MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.  Going back quickly to

 07       Mr. Hannon's question regarding the location of

 08       the transformer and inverter pads and their

 09       location within the limits of the defined

 10       location, is there something you can do from a

 11       project design perspective to change that?

 12  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Attorney Baldwin, we're hearing a

 13       lot of background noise.

 14  THE REPORTER:  This is the reporter.  Agreed.

 15  MR. BALDWIN:  Sorry about that, Mr. Morissette.  Let me

 16       repeat that question if I could.

 17            This relates to Mr. Hannon's question

 18       regarding the transformer pads and the inverter

 19       pads being within the limits, at least in parts

 20       within the limits of the stormwater basin shown on

 21       that plan.

 22            Mr. Parsons, do you have any additional

 23       information to add on that point?

 24  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, this is Mr. Parsons.  We

 25       can shift that, those transformer and equipment
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 01       pads directly due south approximately 25 to 50

 02       feet with no wind, and therefore being completely

 03       outside that stormwater basin.

 04  MR. BALDWIN:  And then lastly, Mr. Morissette, also

 05       with respect to a question or line of questions

 06       that Mr. Hannon asked regarding soil conditions on

 07       the property and dust during construction.

 08            For anyone on the witness panel could you

 09       talk a little bit about dust control measures

 10       during construction and other features that would

 11       help control any dust from the property?

 12  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, this is Mr. Parsons.

 13       So -- so in addition to dust control during

 14       construction, as required by -- by the general

 15       permit, I think Mr. Hannon was -- was referring

 16       to, you know, concerns with -- with pesticide, you

 17       know, the herbicides and contamination in that, in

 18       that dust.

 19            One thing that -- that would be different on

 20       this site is obviously we would not be turning

 21       over the soil on -- on a yearly basis for any type

 22       of crop planting, and would have stabilization

 23       over the entire site as required for the general

 24       permit.

 25            So as far as from the life of the system,

�0081

 01       too, we would ultimately reduce the amount of dust

 02       that -- that may happen on site currently as a

 03       result of, you know, bare soils due to, you know,

 04       fallow crop fields.

 05  MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.

 06            Those were the questions we'd like to ask.

 07  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you, Attorney

 08       Baldwin.

 09            Okay.  With that, we'll continue with

 10       cross-examination of the petitioner by the Town of

 11       East Windsor.  Attorney DeCrescenzo, if you would

 12       please?

 13  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Good afternoon, members of the panel

 14       and members of the Council.  I'm attorney Robert

 15       DeCrescenzo from the firm of Updike, Kelly and

 16       Spellacy, representing the Town of East Windsor.

 17       We have a few questions that we would like you to

 18       respond to.

 19            The first is, I want to focus on the

 20       screening along Thrall Road, the proposed

 21       screening along Thrall Road.  What is the distance

 22       of the frontage of the project along Thrall Road?

 23  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  You

 24       know, measuring it on -- on OP-2, the distance

 25       from along Thrall Road from the corner of the --

�0082

 01       the start of the LOD to the other corner of -- of

 02       the LOD is approximately 915 feet.

 03  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And could you describe the

 04       current condition along that stretch of road right

 05       now in terms of the view into the site?

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  The current

 07       condition along Thrall -- Thrall Road right now

 08       is -- is an existing farm field with trees on the

 09       northern side of that, that field.

 10  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And could you describe for me the

 11       proposed screening of the area along Thrall Road?

 12  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah.  So -- so the proposed

 13       screening -- again, Brad Parsons -- includes the

 14       addition of an 8-foot chain-link fence as part of

 15       the petition plans originally with a privacy mesh

 16       along the -- the face of that on Thrall Road,

 17       as -- as discussed previously with response to

 18       Mr. Perrone's question.

 19            And then additionally, we are proposing two

 20       rows of evergreen plantings staggered on a 10-foot

 21       on center planting along the frontage there

 22       allowing for, you know, visibility and reduced

 23       visibility to the -- to the site.

 24  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And how tall would these evergreens

 25       be when they're first planted?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  They

 02       will probably be approximately 6 to 8 feet in

 03       height.

 04  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And you're proposing to plant them 10

 05       feet apart?  Was that a yes?

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Yes,

 07       sir, they would -- they would be planted

 08       approximately 10 feet apart on -- on center.

 09  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Will they be planted on grade?

 10  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Yes,

 11       they are intended to be planted on grade.

 12  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  So for a good long time you'll

 13       be able to see right through them to the fence.

 14            Is that correct?

 15  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, this is Brad Parsons.

 16       For -- for a period of time until they reach a

 17       larger maturity you will be able to -- to see to

 18       the fence, and that was the intention of the

 19       existing, of adding the privacy mesh on the rear

 20       side of the fence.

 21  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And what is the height at maturity of

 22       these, the height and width of these plantings at

 23       maturity?

 24  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The height and width of the --

 25       the plantings at -- at maturity, the width of the
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 01       plantings get to be approximately 10 feet,

 02       filling -- filling those gaps, and ideally get to

 03       a mature height of 15 to 20 feet.

 04  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And can you describe -- you say

 05       evergreen.  What species of evergreen are they?

 06  THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Bob Burns from APT.  On

 07       DN-1, on the typical planting detail there is a

 08       list of tree species that can be chosen from.

 09  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Will they be one uniform type of tree

 10       along all 900 feet?

 11  THE WITNESS (Burns):  I think that's yet to be

 12       determined.

 13  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I thought I heard that there

 14       won't be any kind of berm.  It's just planting on

 15       grade.  Is that it?

 16  THE WITNESS (Burns):  That's correct.

 17  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And could you describe for me what

 18       the fence is?  What material is it made out of?

 19       What color is it, and how -- it's eight feet high,

 20       I think I heard you say?

 21  THE WITNESS (Burns):  Again, Robert Burns from APT.

 22            It is a seven foot high chain-link fence,

 23       which will have a mesh on the -- along Thrall

 24       Road.

 25  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  What color will it be?  Will it be
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 01       the typical galvanized fence that you see

 02       everywhere?

 03  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This -- this is Brad Parsons.

 04       On DN-1, the fence is called out as -- as black

 05       vinyl chain-link fence.  So it will be a black

 06       vinyl fence, not -- not a galvanized.  And while

 07       the majority of the site will be seven feet, the

 08       area in -- along the frontage of Thrall Road will

 09       be -- will be eight feet high.

 10  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And these panels you're talking

 11       about, are these the slats that go between the

 12       links in the chain-link fence?

 13  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, the intent is not to

 14       actually install the slats, but actually to

 15       install a privacy mesh on the backside, yeah.

 16  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So what you're proposing, today you

 17       see a farm field, and when you're done with this

 18       screening you're going to see approximately 900

 19       feet of a chain-link fence with some form of

 20       uniform planting in front of it.

 21            Is that what you're proposing?

 22  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  When we're -- when we're done,

 23       we're going to have a hundred -- over 170

 24       plantings along the frontage of this site, as well

 25       as the chain-link, black vinyl chain-link fence
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 01       with the privacy mesh on the inside of that.

 02  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And how far from the road will the

 03       plantings be?

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The plantings will be -- again

 05       Brad Parsons will be approximately -- from the

 06       edge?  From the edge Of road, sir.

 07  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  The edge of road, yes.

 08  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  From the edge of road, that the

 09       plantings will be approximately about 50 feet

 10       from -- from the edge of road.

 11  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And how does the elevation change

 12       from Thrall Road down into the site?  Is Thrall

 13       Road higher or lower than the site?

 14  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons, again.  The

 15       elevation of -- of the site varies within -- from

 16       Thrall Road.  It actually heads slightly up as you

 17       head into the site.  It peaks around the middle

 18       slightly at a very light grade, and then heads

 19       back down to the -- to the rear where the

 20       stormwater basin is.

 21  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And along the edge of the site that's

 22       perpendicular to Thrall Road, you're not proposing

 23       any form of screening?

 24  MR. BALDWIN:  Could we get some clarification?  Do you

 25       mean, right along the property line?
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 01  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Well, that's another question.  I'm

 02       looking at figure three, proposed conditions, page

 03       10 of the application.

 04            And I see a black -- a thick black line.

 05            And my reading of that, is that the

 06       delineated wetland boundary?  Or is that the

 07       property line?

 08  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That's the property line, sir.

 09       Brad Parsons.  That's the property line.

 10  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  Is there a line that

 11       distinguishes the property line from the lease

 12       line?

 13  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  There's not -- there's not a

 14       distinguishing of the property line versus the

 15       lease line on this plan.

 16  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So that black thick line is

 17       essentially the lease line?

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  No.

 19  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Where is the lease line?

 20  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The lease line will ultimately

 21       be approximately the -- the limits of the -- the

 22       facility and/or fence line, or on the items that

 23       we need to maintain inside that, that area.

 24  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Will the screening be within the

 25       lease area, or within the property area?

�0088

 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  The

 02       screening will be within the -- the lease area and

 03       on -- and on site.

 04  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And that house along Thrall

 05       Road, is that the unoccupied house owned by the

 06       property owner?

 07  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Yes.

 08  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I think you testified earlier and

 09       in your application materials, you're disclaiming

 10       any responsibility for the maintenance of that

 11       house?

 12  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That falls out, outside of our

 13       lease and outside of our permit.

 14  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Was there any thought given to

 15       including that within the lease line and taking

 16       responsibility for the exterior maintenance of the

 17       house?

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons.  No.

 19  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So getting back to the question of

 20       screening, on the right side of the site, as

 21       depicted in figure three, I don't see any

 22       indication of any screening whatsoever, other than

 23       what's the existing condition of the existing

 24       foliage.

 25            Is that correct?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  I guess I would

 02       say, that's depending on how you're looking at

 03       that, that's slightly incorrect.

 04            Looking at proposed conditions on -- on

 05       figure three, if we look at where approximately

 06       that, the house and barn are on the -- the lower

 07       half of the site where the -- the green circles

 08       start, that green represents the landscaping.

 09            That landscaping continues to the east and

 10       northeast along the -- the proposed fence line.

 11       And once it gets to the -- the eastern,

 12       southeastern corner of the -- the facility on the

 13       far eastern side, that screening turns directly

 14       north and heads north approximately half, half of

 15       the fence line in -- in that location, and is, you

 16       know, done so to additionally screen that facility

 17       from Thrall Road as you're heading south on

 18       Thrall -- Thrall Road from that property corner

 19       looking -- looking into the site.

 20            And the existing vegetation along that

 21       easterly -- easterly property line would be

 22       maintained.

 23  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Have you submitted a typical section

 24       of the proposed screening along Thrall Road in

 25       greater detail than just the elevation, proposed
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 01       elevations that I've seen in the materials?

 02  THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Bob Burns from APT.  No.

 03  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Actually, if I could interject

 04       one minute please, sir?

 05  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Sure.

 06  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Actually, if you look at

 07       Exhibit N -- or attachment N of the petition

 08       itself, there are photo sims that -- that were

 09       provided for the -- for the facility.  And so if

 10       you look at the first photo on page 4 of 9 of that

 11       petition, that is actually looking east towards

 12       the site from -- from middle north.

 13            It's more north on the site from Middle Road

 14       itself and shows that, that screening of the

 15       facility on -- on sheet five of nine, of appendix

 16       N.

 17  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But you haven't prepared scaled

 18       drawings like you'd see with a site plan submittal

 19       where you show a section of the landscaping with

 20       detailed callout for type of species of plantings

 21       and locations of those species.

 22            You haven't done that?

 23  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  You know, we have.  We have,

 24       sir.  I think DN -- DN-2 shows the actual detail,

 25       typical detail in the plan set.
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 01  MR. BALDWIN:  (Unintelligible) -- on that?

 02  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah, so that is attachment --

 03  MR. BALDWIN:  This is Petitioner's Exhibit 1,

 04       attachment, or appendix B.

 05  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  And sheet DN-2.

 06  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  When you said earlier that the exact

 07       details of the plantings haven't been determined.

 08  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The species of the plants are

 09       listed in that, in that detail on DN -- DN-2.

 10  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And what are they?

 11  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  They are listed as Spartan

 12       Juniper, Brandon's Arborvitae, Emerald Green

 13       Arborvitae, Star Powered Juniper, Gillette, Swiss

 14       Stone Pine, Iowa Juniper, Sunkist Arborvitae, and

 15       Dragon Lady Holly.

 16  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So a lot of arborvitae, right?

 17            How many arborvitae, versus other plantings?

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Those are -- this is Brad

 19       Parsons, again.  Those, those were the list of

 20       plantings that we had -- that we have chosen.  The

 21       intention was to be able to provide, you know, try

 22       and provide year-round screening with arborvitae

 23       type plantings.

 24            And per the site plans, as mentioned earlier,

 25       we have over 170 plantings along the frontage.
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 01  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But are 150 of those arborvitae?  Or

 02       I'm trying to get an idea of how much arborvitae

 03       you're going to be planting along Thrall Road.

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think it -- it's really kind

 05       of depends on, we've got the list of species

 06       there.  And sometimes it's a matter of what can

 07       be -- being fully stocked from -- from a nursery,

 08       so.

 09            But the intention is to have leaf on, you

 10       know, non-deciduous plantings to provide

 11       year-round screening.

 12  MR. BALDWIN:  I think that the testimony that you

 13       heard, Mr. DeCrescenzo, is that the exact species

 14       that would be planted would be selected from that

 15       list provided on the plan sheet reference.

 16  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes, and my concern is, who will

 17       select it?  And when will it be selected, and what

 18       kind of input will there be in the diversity of

 19       plantings along that very long stretch of Thrall

 20       Road?

 21  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think that, that will be

 22       partially selected at the time of construction

 23       based on -- on availability as well of plantings

 24       that can be sourced for the site.

 25  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So right now, the residents of East
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 01       Windsor drive along Thrall Road and they see a

 02       meadow or a field.  And someday if this is

 03       approved, they'll see some long stretch of

 04       plantings that they'll have no idea, or no input

 05       into how that's designed.

 06            Is that what you're telling us?

 07  THE HEARING OFFICER:  If I may interrupt?  The project

 08       will be filing a D and M plan as part of their

 09       detailed plans for construction.

 10            And part of that D and M plan will most

 11       likely require them to file a landscape plan in

 12       which the Council will deliberate and rule on

 13       whether it's appropriate or not.

 14  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Right.

 15  THE HEARING OFFICER:  And at that point in time, if the

 16       Town so chooses to provide input, it would be

 17       appropriate.

 18  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  Thank you.  That's very

 19       helpful.

 20            But right now, there is no plan for a berm to

 21       further enhance the screening along Thrall Road.

 22       Is that true?  Is that correct?

 23  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That that is correct.

 24  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And why?

 25            Why not put a planted berm there.
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  It

 02       required us to bring soil to the site.  I think we

 03       had to actually excavate a significant amount of

 04       soil for the construction of some type of

 05       stormwater basin.  That would have been a good,

 06       good place to be able to use -- use that said

 07       soil.

 08            But right now that that would actually

 09       increase the amount of actual potential

 10       disturbance and the amount of trucks that we would

 11       need to bring to the site to install said berm.

 12  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So discussing that right now, you

 13       testified there's essentially no excavation to be

 14       undertaken on the site.  Is that correct?

 15  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  There is no significant

 16       excavation for the construction of -- again, Brad

 17       Parsons -- for the construction of any type of

 18       stormwater basin.  The only excavation on site is

 19       limited to trenching and the construction and

 20       installation of the access road.

 21  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I think I heard you testify and

 22       the materials show that you haven't done any

 23       environmental testing on the site.

 24            Is that correct?

 25  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  At this point in time, we have
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 01       not done a phase one ESA.

 02  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But in your application, you recite

 03       the fact that at some point in its history, the

 04       site was a tobacco farm, right?

 05  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, sir.  Again, Brad Parsons.

 06            I think in response to Mr. Hannon's questions

 07       earlier, you know, phase one ESAs have been done.

 08       We have done phase one ESAs on similar, similar

 09       sites, which had former tobacco fields, which

 10       obviously show a high, high concentration of

 11       herbicides and pesticides --

 12  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Excuse me for one moment.

 13            Attorney Baldwin, we're hearing some

 14       background noise again.  Whoever is shuffling

 15       papers or whatever, could they please halt until

 16       the hearing is over?

 17            Thank you.

 18  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So you haven't done any testing on

 19       this site, but you're familiar with testing on

 20       similar sites.  And on similar sites, the testing

 21       shows that there are high levels of pesticides and

 22       herbicides that are potentially hazardous

 23       materials.  Is that correct?  Did you respond?

 24       Because if you did, I didn't hear you.

 25            I think the witness panel is muted.
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 01  THE REPORTER:  This is the Reporter.  I don't -- oh.

 02  MR. BALDWIN:  Can you hear us now?

 03  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Yes, we can hear you.

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Okay.  Sorry about that.

 05            Again, this is Brad Parsons.  We have not

 06       done any physical testing of the soil on site

 07       or -- or previous sites.  We've done phase one

 08       ESAs to identify the potential for contaminants.

 09            Those phase one ESAs identify the potential

 10       for contaminants, one of those being the fact in

 11       the use of herbicides and pesticides that is

 12       prevalent in -- in the farm fields in -- in the

 13       area.

 14            And so as a result those, those come up and

 15       basically it states that if any soil is to be

 16       removed from site, that we would need to deal with

 17       a soil management plan at -- at that point in time

 18       to deal with any potential contaminants.

 19            But our -- our intent is not to remove any

 20       soil from this site, as such not requiring the

 21       need for soil testing.

 22  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  How many posts will you be installing

 23       as a part of the project?

 24  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  I don't

 25       have the exact number right this second, but
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 01       approximately 1500.

 02  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  1500 posts to support the solar

 03       array?

 04  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That is correct, sir.

 05  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I think I heard you testify

 06       earlier those posts will be driven into the ground

 07       for ten feet.

 08  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.

 09            That's correct, sir.

 10  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And I think I read that the

 11       water supply in this area consists solely of

 12       private wells.  Correct?

 13  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.

 14            That's our understanding.

 15  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I don't see any evidence that

 16       you've done any pre-construction well testing?

 17  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  That is

 18       correct.  We haven't done any, any

 19       pre-construction well testing because we're not

 20       going to -- as discussed in response to one of the

 21       interrogatories, we don't view any of the items

 22       that we are going to bring onto site to -- to

 23       cause any contamination as a result of our

 24       construction.

 25  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But if there is contamination in the
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 01       ground, which you don't know whether there is or

 02       not in the soil, and you drive fifteen hundred

 03       posts into the ground to a depth of ten feet,

 04       isn't it logical to understand the water table or

 05       the nature of the soils, or any of that

 06       information given that you're surrounded by

 07       private wells?

 08  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, I'm going to object to

 09       the question.  It calls for speculation.

 10            I think our Witnesses have responded to the

 11       best of their ability as it relates to these

 12       questions.

 13  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Counsel, I agree it calls for

 14       speculation, but only because you haven't done any

 15       testing.  And I think the Council should

 16       absolutely require that the normal soil testing be

 17       done here.

 18            I mean, you simply have no idea where the

 19       water table is.  You don't know the nature of the

 20       soils.  You don't know where the wells are.  You

 21       don't know if they're upgrading or downgrading.

 22            You have no idea what impact this project may

 23       have on those private wells.

 24            And it doesn't seem logical to me that there

 25       will be no infiltration from your project
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 01       construction period, and even the operational

 02       period when you're driving fifteen hundred posts

 03       into the ground at a depth of ten feet.  Yeah,

 04       it's speculation.  That's my point.

 05  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Well, it's been determined that

 06       the extent that they've done or haven't done

 07       testing, and they have testified to that.

 08  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes.

 09  THE HEARING OFFICER:  And that's on the record.

 10            So please continue.

 11  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Thank you.  I will move on.

 12            You also have in your materials that you are

 13       not proposing to post a decommissioning bond.

 14            Is that correct?

 15  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Correct.

 16  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And explain why you've chosen not to

 17       propose a decommissioning bond?

 18  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, this is

 19       Bryan Fitzgerald.  We are bound through our lease

 20       agreements with the landowner to fully

 21       decommission and remove the array come the end of

 22       term or face legal action.

 23            It effectively acts as a decommissioning

 24       assurance, and the point that us as the owner of

 25       the project are legally bound to complete that
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 01       decommissioning.

 02  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Understood.  Were those leases

 03       submitted as part of the application?

 04  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  I do not believe so.

 05            This is Bryan Fitzgerald.

 06  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And those leases are contracts

 07       between private parties.  Is that correct?

 08            So if your application is approved as

 09       submitted on the area of decommissioning, there

 10       is -- you're proposing no surety that can be

 11       enforced by any public agency to make sure 25 or

 12       35 years from now you decommission the project as

 13       you're proposing.  Is that correct?

 14  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  That is correct, as we are

 15       again legally bound by the obligations in our

 16       contracts to do so.

 17  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So long as those contracts aren't

 18       amended or changed or revised.  Correct?

 19  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  That's correct.  And I

 20       wouldn't assume a landowner would amend a contract

 21       to give the tenant the latitude to do something of

 22       that nature.

 23  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And we haven't seen the leases, so we

 24       don't know.  But there's no -- I assume there's no

 25       prohibition in these private leases prohibiting
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 01       this landowner from selling its fee interest to

 02       some other landowner that may not be as interested

 03       in decommissioning.  Is that correct?

 04  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  And we're

 05       happy to share these sections of the lease

 06       agreement.  We've shared them on numerous

 07       occasions with the Siting Council in other dockets

 08       at issue.

 09  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, I would also point out

 10       that the petition itself in appendix D includes a

 11       full decommissioning and restoration plan.  And

 12       we've also responded to the decommissioning bond

 13       question in response to Council Interrogatory

 14       Number 14.

 15  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Yes, thank you.  Attorney

 16       Baldwin, that is on the record.

 17            Please continue.

 18  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  In your application, you state that

 19       you believe your project is inconsistent with East

 20       Windsor's plan of conservation and development.

 21            Is that correct?

 22  MR. BALDWIN:  Inconsistent or consistent?

 23            Mr. DeCrescenzo, I'm sorry.

 24  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Consistent with the plan of

 25       conservation and development.
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That that's correct,

 02       Mr. DeCrescenzo.  This is Brad Parsons.

 03            On page 16 of the petition, the petition

 04       states, the project conforms to the Town of East

 05       Windsor's 2016 Plan of Conservation and

 06       Development, which includes among its primary

 07       goals to promote additional local sustainability

 08       initiatives, including solar power, renewable

 09       energy, and reduction in greenhouse gas emissions

 10       in the town.

 11            Among these specific areas identified in

 12       the -- in this plan of conservation and

 13       development, considering allowing solar farms as

 14       primary use throughout East Windsor; that's on

 15       pages 93 and 94 of the Town's plan of conservation

 16       and development, is consistent with that as

 17       Section 101 of East Windsor's Solar Zoning

 18       Regulations also encourages energy conservation

 19       and the use of solar, and other renewable forms of

 20       energy.

 21  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Can you tell me whether that

 22       encouragement of solar is for industrial-sized

 23       solar facilities such as being proposed?  Or is it

 24       limited to solar facilities within the zone that

 25       are more consistent with the zone?
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 01  MR. BALDWIN:  As to the question, I don't know that my

 02       witnesses can speak to that level of detail in the

 03       plan.

 04            The section of the application that

 05       Mr. Parsons just referred to is taken right from

 06       the Plan of Development.  It speaks for itself.

 07  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  In what zone is this site in, do you

 08       know that?

 09  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, this, this

 10       site is in zone R3.

 11  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So it's a residential three zone.

 12            Correct?

 13  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That is correct.

 14  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Is it your position that a

 15       utility-sized solar facility like the one being

 16       proposed is consistent with the residential nature

 17       of everything else in the zone?

 18  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  This is Bryan Fitzgerald.

 19       And when you phrase it like that, maybe not, but

 20       what we're doing here is more than just installing

 21       a utility-scale solar farm.

 22            We're also continuing agricultural use across

 23       the property where we're stopping the use of

 24       herbicides and pesticides across that land for the

 25       next 20 years at least.
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 01            So when -- when you think of the other

 02       factors that include a continued agricultural use

 03       with no herbicide or pesticide use, I would tend

 04       to think that maybe we are consistent with some of

 05       that land use type.

 06  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But you would agree with me that this

 07       is basically an industrial use.  Correct?

 08  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  It's an industrial use --

 09       and again, this is Bryan Fitzgerald -- simply

 10       because we're not just putting panels here and

 11       walking away and putting crushed stone underneath

 12       the array, or just running mowers through there.

 13            We are continuing the agricultural use on

 14       that land.  And if you -- if you consider, you

 15       know, sheep farming, industrial use across a

 16       parcel across the street with no solar on it, then

 17       maybe.

 18  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Could you describe to me the sheep

 19       farming aspect of this plan?

 20  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  A typical solar project,

 21       think of the parcel as it sits today.  If you put

 22       solar -- if you put solar out there with no sheep,

 23       you have to control the vegetation.  You have to

 24       control the growth.

 25            In a traditional means and methods, you would
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 01       run in there with mowers or other mowing equipment

 02       and simply trim and cut the grass like individuals

 03       do with their lawns on -- on a weekly basis.  The

 04       sheep farm -- the sheep are there to alleviate the

 05       need for that.

 06            So the host farm brings in their sheep.  The

 07       project is providing feed for those sheep in the

 08       form of its meadow that's grown within the array,

 09       and the sheep are transferred from paddock to

 10       paddock within the project area to control the

 11       vegetation in a more sustainable means and methods

 12       than using traditional mowers.

 13            So there the sheep farmers are doing the same

 14       thing they would do at their home farms, but

 15       they're doing it across a broader, broader

 16       portfolio of real estate.  You could argue land

 17       that they wouldn't otherwise have access to

 18       because maybe they can't compete with lease rates

 19       that rye hay and tobacco are paid.

 20  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  How long do the sheep stay on the

 21       property?

 22  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  The sheep are typically on

 23       property from end of April, early May through

 24       October.  And they could be rotated on and off

 25       during the year for different reasons.
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 01  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So it's your testimony that the use

 02       of sheep to graze as part of the landscaping plan

 03       mitigates the industrial nature of the proposed

 04       development.

 05  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  That's effectively what I'm

 06       getting at, because there's more than just the

 07       component of putting solar out there and running

 08       away from it, and then using, you know, typical

 09       tractors and mowers to handle the vegetation.

 10            And again, that's -- that's my opinion.

 11  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I would also state that -- this

 12       is Brad Parsons.  That you know, when you think of

 13       typical industrial nature, if you're thinking of

 14       an Amazon distribution warehouse, you know, or

 15       some type of factory -- right?  Where you're

 16       paving for parking, you're installing a building.

 17            You are taking land that is, you know, a farm

 18       field and turning it in to impervious area.  You

 19       know, that, to us, would be more of an industrial

 20       use than what is being proposed as part of this

 21       project.

 22  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Would you agree with me that the

 23       proposed screening along Thrall Road is more

 24       consistent with an industrial development than a

 25       residential development?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think that maybe is the

 02       subject -- subject to somebody's opinion.

 03  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Tell me about the interconnection

 04       system.  Does it require the installation of

 05       utility poles?

 06  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  Yes.

 07  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Or are you proposing the installation

 08       of utility poles?

 09  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Correct.  Per the

 10       interconnection guidelines with Eversource Energy,

 11       we would have to install utility poles for our

 12       equipment and Eversource's equipment to support

 13       the operations of the project.

 14  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And what do those poles look like and

 15       how tall are they?

 16  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  They would be your standard

 17       40 to 45-foot utility poles with -- with

 18       three-phase infrastructure at the top of them that

 19       maybe you saw today driving north.

 20  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  I think one of the members of the

 21       Council asked if there was a way to avoid the

 22       installation of those poles and make the

 23       interconnection at ground level.  Did I hear that

 24       right?

 25  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  You may
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 01       have heard it partially right.  In our experience

 02       working with Eversource across almost 50 to 60

 03       megawatts of approved interconnections over the

 04       last few years, we haven't been presented with an

 05       option by Eversource where we haven't uncovered an

 06       option from Eversource that completely alleviates

 07       the use of poles.

 08  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So how many poles will need to be

 09       installed to make the interconnection?

 10  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  This is Bryan Fitzgerald.

 11            Eight utility poles would have to be

 12       installed to complete the interconnection.

 13  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Eight 40-foot poles that aren't there

 14       today.  Is that correct?

 15            And where would they be located?

 16  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, if you're

 17       referencing post figure -- proposed figure three,

 18       which is the proposed conditions figure, they

 19       are shown.  They are shown on that figure there --

 20  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yeah, I don't see them.  I guess I

 21       don't see them very well because I only have an

 22       eight and a half by eleven view of it.

 23  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  So you could also view them

 24       on the drawings, if you have those drawings as

 25       well.  I can direct you to the location on there,
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 01       but if I were to look at figure three in the

 02       bottom, kind of, southwest corner of -- of the

 03       site, that the larger black line around the site,

 04       you'll see the yellow in that area, the yellow

 05       lines and dots with the -- and those are the

 06       locations of the -- the proposed utility poles.

 07  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So they're right along Thrall Road.

 08       Is that correct.  Or adjacent to Thrall Road?

 09  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That is correct.  They're

 10       adjacent to Thrall Road, where the existing

 11       electrical infrastructure is located.

 12  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Now, have you done a glare study for

 13       the panels?  First of all, how many panels are you

 14       installing again?

 15  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  We're installing approximately

 16       9,932 panels.

 17  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And these panels will move on the

 18       framework.  Is that correct?

 19  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.

 20            That is correct.

 21  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And have you done any glare study to

 22       determine whether or not the panels in the fixed

 23       position, or any of the movable positions will

 24       create a glare condition for the surrounding

 25       residential areas?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  We have

 02       not conducted a full glare study on this project,

 03       but it is our understanding that with the existing

 04       vegetation and the angles of the sun, that we

 05       don't expect there to be any, any glare issue on

 06       site.

 07  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And how can the people of East

 08       Windsor be assured of that if there's no glare

 09       study?

 10  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The panels themselves, that

 11       they are -- they -- they actually have, like, a

 12       tempered glass to them.  So that they're not --

 13       they're almost like an anti-glare film on the

 14       panels themselves as well.

 15  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So that, that's all you can offer in

 16       terms of your submission for issues of glare

 17       pollution, that you don't think there will be any?

 18            Is that what you're saying?

 19  MR. BALDWIN:  I believe that's the testimony, yes.

 20  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  Now, what about a training

 21       plan for local emergency management people in East

 22       Windsor?  I know it's referenced in the

 23       application.  Do you have a specific plan on how

 24       to train East Windsor first responders in case

 25       there's some sort of accident, or other sort of
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 01       calamity on site?

 02  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  We don't have a specific plan

 03       in place.  We wait until the -- the project is

 04       fully -- fully constructed.  We make sure we have

 05       all of our -- our types of equipment and such that

 06       we're using on their locations and how to

 07       disconnect those in place.

 08            And once that's done, we will provide the --

 09       the first responders with any opportunity for

 10       training that they -- that they would like.

 11  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Would you be willing to purchase for

 12       the Town of East Windsor specific equipment that

 13       may be needed for this type of development?

 14  MR. BALDWIN:  I'm going to object to the question.

 15       It's outside the scope of this proceeding, talking

 16       about emergency service equipment.

 17  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  That's fair enough.

 18            Will that be included in the D and M plan?

 19  MR. BALDWIN:  The type of emergency service equipment

 20       that the Town might need?

 21  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  No, no, no.  The training plan for

 22       local first responders.

 23  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  If we

 24       need to -- if that wants to be provided prior to

 25       the start of construction, we can.  We can
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 01       Obviously provide that and make sure that it's

 02       updated upon completion of construction as well.

 03  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Now on the issue of noise, there's

 04       been a lot of questioning from the Council about

 05       this.  And I'm unclear of this.

 06            Was there a study done specific to this site?

 07  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  I will

 08       let Andy speak to specifics that were -- were done

 09       for the site.

 10            But as noted, we -- in addition to the noise

 11       study that was included in the filing of the

 12       petition, you know, a subsequential noise study

 13       done by WSP, which is exhibits for identification

 14       Number 5 Petition's Environmental Community Noise

 15       Assessment, dated August 31, 2023, was also

 16       provided that was completed by WSP.  So, yes.

 17  THE WITNESS (Roland):  This is Andy Roland with WSP.

 18       And to answer your question, Mr. DeCrescenzo, both

 19       studies were, in fact, conducted for this site

 20       specifically.

 21  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Thank you.  Have you had any

 22       discussions with the property owner about any

 23       willingness to enter into any agricultural

 24       easements on other properties in East Windsor to

 25       offset the use of this site for the next 35 years?
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 01  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, this question was asked

 02       and answered in the interrogatory responses

 03       provided to the Town specifically.  I would refer

 04       Mr. DeCrescenzo to that response.

 05  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Which response was it, Attorney

 06       Baldwin?

 07  MR. BALDWIN:  It's question 21.

 08  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.

 09            Mr. DeCrescenzo, please refer to the response

 10       to 21.

 11  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yeah, in that response you state that

 12       you're unaware of any plans by the site owner to

 13       offer agricultural easements across other lands

 14       that it owns in East Windsor.  I guess my

 15       question, and following up on our interrogatory

 16       question is whether you would be willing to

 17       undertake that initiative?

 18            I mean, we're losing a lot of farmland here

 19       for a very long time.  I direct your attention to

 20       Figure 2, existing conditions.  And on that you

 21       depict two types of farmland, prime farmland

 22       soils, and then statewide important farmland

 23       soils.  Can you tell me how large the prime

 24       farmland soil area is on the site?

 25  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, again I would refer
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 01       Mr. DeCrescenzo to the Department of Agriculture

 02       letter dated March 23, 2023, in which they

 03       identify the amount of prime farmland soil as 18.1

 04       acres.

 05  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  How much is it?

 06  MR. BALDWIN:  18.1 acres.

 07  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.

 08  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  In looking at your application and

 09       other submissions, there will be direct visibility

 10       from some of the homes surrounding the site after

 11       the project is built.  Did I read that correctly?

 12  THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, this is

 13       Bryan Fitzgerald.

 14            Yes, I believe you read that correctly.

 15  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And could you tell us on referring to

 16       figure two -- excuse me, figure three, which homes

 17       will have direct visibility into the site?

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, this is --

 19       this is Brad Parsons.  I'd actually like to refer

 20       you to exhibit -- or attachment N -- N10 of the

 21       petition, which shows in the photo viewshed which

 22       areas will have visibility, potential seasonal

 23       visibility through the site.

 24            And mainly, the -- the major visibility is

 25       the properties located to the southeast along
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 01       Thrall Road.

 02  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yeah, and the way I'm looking at

 03       figure three, you're not proposing any screening

 04       there.  Is that correct?

 05  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I would say that's incorrect,

 06       Mr. DeCrescenzo.  This is Brad Parsons.  That's

 07       exactly where we're proposing the screening.  All

 08       along that area in yellow to mitigate the

 09       visibility, and then again going back to -- to

 10       that same appendix N, existing photo 1 and

 11       proposed photo 1, pages 4 and 5 of that PDF

 12       showing -- showing that existing and then proposed

 13       photo simulation.

 14  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  I guess I'm not seeing it on figure

 15       three.  I'm looking at the house in the left-hand

 16       corner, two or three houses in the left-hand

 17       corner of the picture, or the figure that are

 18       along Thrall Road; that there's existing

 19       vegetation there, but it doesn't appear that

 20       you're adding anything to that along the fence

 21       line.  Am I reading that incorrectly?

 22  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  No, no.  That that would be

 23       correct, Mr. DeCrescenzo.  We're -- we're showing

 24       that existing vegetation that exists along that

 25       southern property line will -- will be maintained
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 01       in that section.

 02            I would also like to point out that the

 03       contours themselves actually go -- go up along

 04       that section as well as you get to the southern

 05       property line there.  So here our -- actually, on

 06       top of the vegetation, there is almost an existing

 07       berm along that southern property line that here

 08       you're specifically referring to.

 09  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And is that a deciduous vegetation,

 10       or evergreen, or a mixture?  Or what is it?

 11  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It's my understanding, it's a

 12       mixture.  Brad Parsons.

 13  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  Certainly, during some months

 14       of the year, it will not be as effective in

 15       visually screening the site as it may be in the

 16       middle of the summer.

 17            Am I depicting that correctly?

 18  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  If that is correct, it may

 19       have -- it may have some limited seasonal,

 20       seasonal views there.

 21  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Well, you would agree with me that

 22       you do have the room, it looks like, to put a

 23       visual barrier along your fence line in that area

 24       to help screen off your solar array from those

 25       homes during periods of the year when the
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 01       deciduous existing screen doesn't do the job.

 02  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That there may be some, some

 03       ability for that, however, you know, the contours

 04       on that, that southern side there when -- when I

 05       look at -- at the survey that was done for the

 06       property, the elevations on that, on that southern

 07       side significantly increase as you're -- you're

 08       moving to -- to the south there, so -- and then

 09       ultimately come back down towards, towards Thrall

 10       road.

 11            And so you almost have an existing natural --

 12       natural berm in that location.  And in my --

 13  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But the project site is higher than

 14       the elevation of the homes.  Correct?

 15  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It could be slightly -- but it

 16       could be slightly, and that maybe -- again, there

 17       may be some seasonal views at the end of the day,

 18       correct.

 19  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And getting back to the

 20       concept of protecting an offsetting amount of

 21       farmland somewhere else in East Windsor, have you

 22       considered entering into any agreements with other

 23       land owners to provide the Town of East Windsor

 24       with an agricultural open space easement of a like

 25       amount to offset for this, this proposed project?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I would say -- this is Brad

 02       Parsons -- the letter from the Department of

 03       Agriculture that Mr. Baldwin referred to earlier

 04       dated March 23, 2023, you know, specifically says

 05       that such project will not necessarily affect the

 06       status of such land as prime farmland.

 07            Additionally, we are proposing -- Bryan can

 08       talk about it in more detail.  We are proposing

 09       the use to continue farming the site as a

 10       livestock grazing, and that is farming.

 11  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes, but it's going to have 9,000

 12       solar panels on it for 35 years.  And what we're

 13       asking, the Town is asking is have you considered

 14       mitigating the effect of the industrial type

 15       development you're proposing in the R3 zone by

 16       protecting land elsewhere from a similar type

 17       development?

 18  MR. BALDWIN:  To the question, first of all, we've

 19       responded to the question in the interrogatory

 20       responses.  And again, based on the testimony

 21       provided, the Department of Agriculture has

 22       determined that this will not adversely impact

 23       farmland, prime farmland, and statewide important

 24       farmland at the property.

 25            So mitigation is not necessary.
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 01  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So the answer is no?  Okay.

 02  MR. BALDWIN:  I just refer you to the record,

 03       Mr. DeCrescenzo, that information is -- we

 04       responded to the question in the interrogatories

 05       and we rely on the letter from the Department of

 06       Agriculture.

 07  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Understood.

 08  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.

 09       They've answered the question, so let's move on.

 10  MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.

 11  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.

 12  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  I have no further questions at this

 13       time.

 14  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you, Attorney

 15       DeCrescenzo.

 16            We will now continue with the appearance of

 17       the Town of East Windsor.  Will the Town present

 18       its witness panel for the purpose of taking the

 19       oath?

 20            And we will have Attorney Bachman taking the

 21       administrative oath.

 22  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes, we have one witness, Jason

 23       Bowsza, who is the First Selectman of the Town of

 24       East Windsor.

 25  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.
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 01            Attorney Bachman, would you swear in the

 02       witness, please?

 03  MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.

 04  (FIRST SELECTMAN)  J A S O N    B O W S Z A,

 05            called as a witness, being sworn by

 06            THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, was examined and

 07            testified under oath as follows:

 08  

 09  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Bachman.

 10            Please begin by verifying all the exhibits by

 11       the appropriate sworn witness.

 12  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Mr. Bowsza, you submitted a letter to

 13       the Siting Council.  I'd ask you to review that

 14       letter and indicate whether or not that is in your

 15       writing?

 16  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yes, sir, it is.

 17  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  I offer it as a full exhibit.

 18  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Anything else?  You have four

 19       exhibits listed in the hearing program.

 20  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes, I'm sorry, I apologize.  We also

 21       have the interrogatory responses, the Planning and

 22       Zoning Commission comments dated May 4th, the

 23       request for party status, and Town's request for

 24       public hearing.

 25            We'd offer those as full exhibits.
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 01  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.

 02  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Thank you.  Is First Selectman Bowsza

 03       accepting those as his testimony?

 04  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  I do.

 05  MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Very good.  Does the petitioner

 06       object to the admission of the Town of East

 07       Windsor's exhibits?

 08            Attorney Baldwin?

 09  MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, did you hear me?

 10            I'm sorry, I said no objection.

 11  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good, thank you.  The

 12       exhibits are hereby admitted.

 13            We'll now begin with cross-examination of the

 14       Town of East Windsor by the Council, starting with

 15       Mr. Perrone, followed by Mr. Silvestri.

 16            Mr. Perrone?

 17  MR. PERRONE:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.  First

 18       Selectman Bowsza, my questions will be centered on

 19       your letter and also the 2016 Town Plan of

 20       Conservation and Development.

 21  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Okay.

 22  MR. PERRONE:  Referring to the Town's letter, on page

 23       2, second paragraph, it states the project would

 24       disrupt the Town's scenic road loop, and it

 25       references the Town Plan of Conservation and

�0122

 01       Development.  On page 20 of the POCD, at the

 02       bottom of the page, it states the beginnings of a

 03       scenic loop road have also been envisioned.

 04            My question is, what further action has the

 05       Town taken since 2016 to establish the scenic

 06       loop?

 07  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  That would be the purview of the

 08       Planning and Zoning Commission.

 09  MR. PERRONE:  Looking at the conceptual scenic road

 10       loop in the POCD on page 22, is it the intent to

 11       have an additional layer of scenic road regulation

 12       along this entire conceptual route?

 13  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  The regulations, again, are

 14       subject to the Planning and Zoning Commission.

 15       We'll say that two years ago, as part of the

 16       Town's strategy to allocate our American Rescue

 17       Plan Act funds, we sent out a community-wide

 18       survey to about 9,000 residences and got about 700

 19       responses back.

 20            Included in those responses were a high

 21       priority on passive recreation, esthetics,

 22       beautification within the town, walkways, biking

 23       trails, hiking trails.

 24            So it does -- the plan of conservation and

 25       development continues to be representative of
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 01       where the interests of the community are as

 02       recently as that survey.

 03  MR. PERRONE:  The project site is zoned residential.

 04       How would the residential zoning of that site

 05       affect the conceptual scenic road loop?

 06  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  It would fit in within it.

 07  MR. PERRONE:  Are there zoning regulations in place

 08       that offer protections to the conceptual scenic

 09       road loop?

 10  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yes.

 11  MR. PERRONE:  How would the project affect the

 12       conceptual scenic road loop, given that

 13       landscaping is proposed to mitigate views of the

 14       facility?

 15  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  I think as came up during

 16       Attorney DeCrescenzo's cross-examination, the type

 17       of landscaping that is proposed would be

 18       disruptive to what we're trying to work towards.

 19            You know, a thousand-foot wall of arborvitae

 20       along an area that's traditionally farming and

 21       agriculture doesn't run in concert with what the

 22       natural landscape is, and what the heritage is and

 23       what the -- the culture of that area is.

 24            It becomes a wall by another name.

 25  MR. PERRONE:  On page 25 of the POCD, it states that
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 01       the Town should consider a scenic road ordinance.

 02       Has the town developed and implemented such an

 03       ordinance?

 04  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  No.

 05  MR. PERRONE:  Are there any scenic roads adjacent to

 06       the site?

 07  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yes.

 08  MR. PERRONE:  Could you identify those?

 09  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Well, let me -- let me ask, can

 10       you -- can you define scenic?  Is there a specific

 11       definition?  Or is it based on the typical

 12       topography and landscaping in the area?

 13  MR. PERRONE:  A locally designated scenic road.

 14  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  So I would consider Clark Road,

 15       Frog Hollow Road, Miller Road, Rockville Road, all

 16       to be scenic and they're all adjacent to the --

 17       the subject site.

 18  MR. PERRONE:  Has the Town developed village plans as

 19       recommended by the POCD on page 40?

 20  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yes.

 21  MR. PERRONE:  According to the POCD, the conceptual

 22       Windsorville Village District Plan does not

 23       contain the site parcel on page 43.  Was the

 24       village plan boundary modified to include the site

 25       parcel after the POCD was issued?
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 01  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  No, but let me clarify what

 02       those maps are -- are talking about.  So East

 03       Windsor is made up of five villages.  There's

 04       Melrose, Broad Brook, Windsorville, Scantic, and

 05       Warehouse Point.  Those five comprise East

 06       Windsor.

 07            What -- what these maps indicate is if you

 08       were to basically Google Windsorville Center, that

 09       is what would pop up is that intersection there.

 10       But in terms of family heritage, it's more

 11       expansive than that.

 12            The same thing holds true with Broad Brook.

 13       The same thing holds true with the other three

 14       villages as well.  There is -- there are very

 15       unique characteristics about each of the five

 16       villages.

 17            And while -- and I'll also tell you quite

 18       honestly, the subject parcel that you're talking

 19       about with Petition 1572 barely is not in what is

 20       referenced in -- in page 43.  It's actually -- I

 21       believe it's the adjacent parcel to it.

 22            So I mean, you're really talking about a

 23       distinction of Google Maps.

 24  MR. PERRONE:  There was discussion earlier about

 25       landscape plantings and fence design.  With
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 01       respect to the project, does the Town have any

 02       preferences on fence design?

 03  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Well, so your question is

 04       predicated on the notion we're supportive of the

 05       project, which we are not.  So our preference

 06       would be that there be no screening at all,

 07       because there is -- there is no fence design at

 08       all, because there is actually no project there.

 09            That said, I'll answer the question I think

 10       you asked, which is if there were to be something

 11       there, we want something that would be

 12       aesthetically compatible with the existing area as

 13       can be, something that's unobtrusive, something

 14       that's natural, something that looks like it

 15       belongs there, not something that looks like it

 16       was placed there.

 17            But that said, I'm still not saying that

 18       we're in any way interested in seeing it there at

 19       all.  We like the -- the esthetics as they are.

 20  MR. PERRONE:  Thank you.  That's all I have.

 21  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Perrone.

 22            We'll now continue with cross-examination by

 23       Mr. Silvestri, followed by Mr. Golembiewski.

 24            Mr. Silvestri?

 25  MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.
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 01            Good afternoon, First Selectman Bowsza.

 02  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Hello.  How are you, sir?

 03  MR. SILVESTRI:  We're doing okay, thank you.  I just

 04       wanted to follow up on your letter on page 2.

 05       This is a letter dated September 6th.  And if you

 06       go down to the very end of the fourth paragraph,

 07       there's two sentences -- or two concepts that I

 08       want to discuss with you.  One of them is the

 09       aesthetic degradation that you mentioned.

 10            Could you define that a little bit for me?

 11  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  You're talking about the fourth

 12       paragraph of the letter, or the fourth paragraph

 13       of the page?

 14  MR. SILVESTRI:  Fourth paragraph of page 2.  It begins

 15       with, the Town has been working collaboratively.

 16  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yeah.  Okay.  So when these

 17       projects go in, they -- they materially change the

 18       way that a community looks, or that a

 19       neighborhood, where they're sited looks.  And what

 20       we're working with, there is a group of concerned

 21       citizens with whom we are working closely to make

 22       sure that we're considering all of the concerns of

 23       the people that I represent.

 24            And one of the concerns is that many of us,

 25       myself included, live in East Windsor because of
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 01       its rural charm, because of the small-town feel,

 02       the open agricultural fields.  And what we're

 03       seeing is, particularly in the case of East

 04       Windsor, is for whatever reason we have become a

 05       magnet for these solar developments, and it's --

 06       it's against our will, and it's changing the way

 07       that we all view our own community.

 08            It's changing the reason why many people live

 09       here.  And we're trying to -- to work

 10       collaboratively between the Town's resources and

 11       the -- the interests of our citizens to express to

 12       you folks as the decision makers that we -- we

 13       don't like this.  We have been asked to do more

 14       than is rightfully imposed on any one community.

 15            So that's what I'm trying to get to with the

 16       use of the phrase "aesthetic degradation."

 17  MR. SILVESTRI:  So in a sense, if I understand

 18       correctly, if it's not rural, it would be in the

 19       category of aesthetic degradation?

 20  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  In that section of town, yes.

 21       But if it were along -- if there were some sort of

 22       a development along Route 5 or along Route 140,

 23       which are our two economic development designated

 24       areas, we'd be more open to that because that fits

 25       with the concept of smart growth.  That fits with
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 01       where we all understand the type of commercial

 02       development need go.

 03            In the Melrose section, really the Broad

 04       Brook section and in the Windsorville section, if

 05       you're going to see development there, it's --

 06       it's most appropriately housing.

 07            It's -- we prefer it to stay open and

 08       farmland, but if there's going to be development

 09       of some sort, it's residential that's appropriate

 10       with the -- the contours and the feelings of those

 11       areas.  Along 140 and along Route 5, those are

 12       major commercial -- commercial quarters for us.

 13       And so if there were a development along those,

 14       there's a different response from the community

 15       because it's expected there.

 16            It's not expected in this area when you have

 17       people who five, six, seven years ago bought homes

 18       and they expected they're going to have the views

 19       that they are accustomed to.  And maybe someday

 20       they're going to get some neighbors and there will

 21       be some kids throwing a baseball in the backyard.

 22            They don't expect to live next door to a

 23       power plant.

 24  MR. SILVESTRI:  Then going back to a response that you

 25       gave to Mr. Perrone a few minutes ago, you
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 01       mentioned the thousand-foot wall of Arborvitae.  I

 02       would take it that, in your opinion, that would

 03       fall into the aesthetic degradation category for

 04       this area.  Correct?

 05  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Correct.  And it just doesn't

 06       fit there.  It just doesn't look like this is what

 07       nature made for us and how we have been stewards

 08       of that area.  It looks more like somebody put

 09       this here and they're hiding something.

 10            And I can point to real world examples where

 11       you can see the same thing.  If you're familiar

 12       with Palisade -- Palisades Avenue -- Palisado

 13       Avenue in the town of Windsor, if you're driving

 14       by it, there's a property that's about two acres

 15       in width that is a wall of Arborvitae.  And it

 16       looks righteously out of place with the rest of

 17       that historic neighborhood.

 18            And the reason that that wall of Arborvitae

 19       is there is because somebody actually is hiding

 20       something behind it.  There they're storing some

 21       sort of construction or landscape equipment in an

 22       otherwise residential area.  We don't want that

 23       here.

 24  MR. SILVESTRI:  No.  Thank you for that response as

 25       well.
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 01            One other question I have for you goes back

 02       to that fourth paragraph again where you mentioned

 03       groundwater contamination.  And I'd just like a

 04       clarification on that as to what you might be

 05       looking at or thinking about for groundwater

 06       contamination.

 07  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Well, I -- I think this was

 08       addressed in one of Attorney DeCrescenzo's

 09       cross-examination questions.  Most of that --

 10       well, actually all of that portion of

 11       Windsorville, to my knowledge, is on private

 12       wells.

 13            And so if groundwater -- if there's

 14       groundwater contaminants that gets into wells that

 15       are the result of 1500 puncture wounds into the

 16       soil, that creates a very righteous public health

 17       concern amongst people who again had an

 18       opportunity not to expect that to be a problem for

 19       them.

 20            And you know, so we're -- we are concerned

 21       about vulnerability of drinking water.  And it's

 22       very expensive, nigh prohibitive, to run city

 23       water to all aspects of East Windsor.

 24            We're doing a project now where we're going

 25       to extend city water by a little less than -- a
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 01       little less than probably 1200 feet.  That's going

 02       to cost us about $5 million to get it all the way

 03       out to where this project may impact people.  And

 04       there's -- there are many homes in the area.  It

 05       would be -- it would be just an unattainable task.

 06  MR. SILVESTRI:  Very good.  Thank you for your

 07       responses.

 08            Mr. Morissette, that's all the questions I

 09       have.  And I thank you.

 10  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Silvestri.

 11            We'll now continue with cross-examination by

 12       Mr. Golembiewski.  Mr. Golembiewski?

 13  MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Thank you.  Mr. Morissette.

 14            I have no questions.

 15  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Golembiewski.

 16            First Selectman Bowsza, I do not have any

 17       questions either.  Thank you for your time and the

 18       responses to the questions that we have had here

 19       this afternoon.

 20            We will now continue with cross-examination

 21       of the Town of East Windsor by the petitioner,

 22       Attorney Baldwin.

 23  MR. BALDWIN:  I have a couple of questions.  Mr.

 24       Bowsza, I think I heard some conflicting testimony

 25       as it relates to the scenic road issue that was
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 01       asked earlier.  There was discussion about

 02       Mr. Perrone's question that the conceptual scenic

 03       road plan and the plan of development, and you

 04       said -- I thought you said that there was -- no

 05       such regulations have been developed since 2016.

 06            You said it was in the purview of the

 07       Planning and Zoning Commission?

 08  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  I didn't say whether -- I didn't

 09       say whether or not they had been adopted.  I

 10       simply said they were in the purview of the

 11       Planning and Zoning Commission, not the Board of

 12       Selectmen.

 13  MR. BALDWIN:  Then you said that the zoning regulations

 14       to protect scenic roads was in place.  Can you

 15       identify which section of the regulations that is?

 16  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  If I said that, I misstated

 17       that, because that is not what I had intended to

 18       say -- nor is it what I believe I did say.

 19  MR. BALDWIN:  Okay.  So there, there are no scenic road

 20       ordinances or regulations in place currently in

 21       the Town of East Windsor?

 22  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  There are no scenic road

 23       ordinances, which I can speak to, because that

 24       isn't the purview of my board.  I cannot speak to

 25       what is -- what in the purview of the Planning and
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 01       Zoning Commission.  That was the distinction I was

 02       making, sir.

 03  MR. BALDWIN:  As of your knowledge, Thrall Road today

 04       is not a designated scenic road in the Town of

 05       East Windsor.  Correct?

 06  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  What do you mean by designated?

 07  MR. BALDWIN:  Has the Town of East Windsor designated

 08       Thrall Road as a scenic road, formally?

 09  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  If you mean, have we put a sign

 10       up saying that this is like a village district?

 11            The answer to that is no.

 12  MR. BALDWIN:  And again, there's no ordinance in place

 13       that identifies Thrall Road as a scenic road in

 14       the town of East Windsor?

 15  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  That is correct.

 16  MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.

 17            Just a quick question about your concern for,

 18       I think the term you used was "this area of town."

 19       Not far from this area of town are two other

 20       projects that the Siting Council approved.  One of

 21       them in Docket 492 is the Gravel Pit Solar

 22       Facility.  That's a facility that is encompassing

 23       and developing 485 acres of East Windsor property.

 24            Did you express any concerns about wells,

 25       impacts of development of groundwater in that
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 01       docket?  And if so, I see a letter in the docket

 02       that refers -- from you, that states that the Town

 03       of East Windsor strongly supported that project.

 04            Were you concerned about the wells and

 05       groundwater for the 485-acre gravel pit solar

 06       project?

 07  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  So it's important to recognize

 08       the distinction between where this property is in

 09       relation to residences and where the gravel pit

 10       solar project is in relation to residences.

 11            Particularly, there is -- the gravel pit

 12       project is located in its closest proximity to a

 13       major area of residential units on -- on a very

 14       old, either a brownfield landfill or a gravel pit,

 15       which is where it gets its name from.

 16            That the northern half of that project is all

 17       brownfield contaminated area, that that is away

 18       from most residences.  It's not changing any

 19       esthetics.  It's not changing any neighborhood

 20       feel.  It's -- it's mostly obstructed from public

 21       view.

 22            This is something that is going to have a

 23       material impact on the way people view their homes

 24       and -- and are having their homes viewed.

 25  MR. BALDWIN:  In the gravel pit solar record is a
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 01       letter from the Department of Agriculture that

 02       says that the project will convert approximately

 03       230 acres of prime farmland, existing agricultural

 04       uses for growing crops and feed corn, shade

 05       tobacco and vegetables as a part of that

 06       development.

 07            230 of the 485 acres is prime farmland, and

 08       yet you strongly supported that project?

 09  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  For -- for the reasons that I

 10       stated about the gravel pit itself, but also

 11       because of the attractive nuisance that that

 12       parcel had provided to illegal ATV use and other

 13       illicit activities, to including locations where

 14       people would be trespassing and in one instance

 15       someone was, a young 15-year-old girl was killed

 16       there riding -- riding an ATV.

 17            The parcel itself was too expansive for any

 18       one police department or any -- several police

 19       departments to be able to cordon off.  And so one

 20       of the requirements that's put -- put in place by

 21       Federal Electric Regulatory Commission is that the

 22       project be screened, be fenced.

 23            And so that will curtail what has been a

 24       public safety and a public health nuisance to the

 25       Town for -- I'm going to say 30 years, probably
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 01       longer.  It -- it is a problem.

 02  MR. BALDWIN:  Proposed as a part of its approval of

 03       this project, a requirement through the D and M,

 04       the development and management plan, a requirement

 05       that East Windsor Solar II investigate area wells,

 06       proximity to area wells, and establish a plan for

 07       evaluation of those wells to avoid impacts.

 08            Would you be supportive of that condition?

 09  THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  I think that absolutely should

 10       be a condition.

 11  MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.

 12            I have no further questions, Mr. Morissette.

 13  THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin and

 14       thank you First Selectman Bowsza.

 15            That concludes our hearing for this

 16       afternoon.  The Council will recess until 6:30

 17       p.m.  At which time we will commence with the

 18       public comment session of this public hearing.

 19       Thank you everyone, and enjoy your dinner.

 20            And we will see you at 6:30.

 21  

 22                        (End:  4:46 p.m.)

 23  

 24  

 25  
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 1                         (Begin:  2 p.m.)



 2



 3   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Good afternoon, ladies and



 4        gentlemen.  Can everyone hear me okay?



 5             Very good.  Thank you so much.



 6             This public hearing is called to order this



 7        Thursday, September 7, 2023, at 2 p.m.  My name is



 8        John Morissette, Member and Presiding Officer of



 9        the Connecticut Siting Council.



10             Other members of the Council are Brian



11        Golembiewski, designee for Commissioner Katie



12        Dykes of the Department of Energy and



13        Environmental Protection; Quat Nguyen, designee



14        for Chairman Marissa Paslick Gillett of the Public



15        Utilities Regulatory Authority; Robert Hannon; and



16        Robert Silvestri.



17             Members of the staff are Melanie Bachman,



18        Executive Director and Staff Attorney; Michael



19        Perrone, Siting Analyst; and Lisa Fontaine, Fiscal



20        Administrative Officer.



21             If you haven't done so already, I ask that



22        everyone please mute their computer audio and/or



23        telephones now.  Thank you.



24             This hearing is held pursuant to the



25        provisions of Title 16 of the Connecticut General
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 1        Statutes and of the Uniform Administrative



 2        Procedure Act upon a petition from East Windsor



 3        Solar II, LLC, for a declaratory ruling pursuant



 4        to the Connecticut General Statutes Section 4-176



 5        and Section 16-50k for the proposed construction,



 6        maintenance, and operation of a 4 megawatt AC



 7        solar voltaic electric generating facility located



 8        at 31 Thrall Road in East Windsor, Connecticut,



 9        and the associated electrical interconnection.



10             This petition was received by the Council on



11        May 5, 2023.  The Council's legal notice of the



12        date and time of this public hearing was published



13        in the Journal Inquirer on June 26, 2023.



14             Upon this Council's request, the Petitioner



15        erected a sign in the vicinity of the proposed



16        site so as to inform the public of the name of the



17        petitioner, the type of the facility, the public



18        hearing date, and contact information for the



19        Council, including the website and phone number.



20             As a reminder to all, all off-the-record



21        communications with a member of the Council or a



22        member of the council staff on the merits of this



23        petition is prohibited by law.



24             The parties and interveners in the



25        proceedings are as follows.  East Windsor Solar
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 1        II, LLC, represented by Kenneth C. Baldwin, Esq.,



 2        of Robinson and Cole, LLP; the party, the Town of



 3        East Windsor, represented by Robert M.



 4        DeCrescenzo, Esq., of Updike, Kelly and Spellacy,



 5        PC.



 6             We will proceed in accordance with the



 7        prepared agenda, a copy which is available on the



 8        Council's Petition Number 1572 webpage, along with



 9        the record of this matter, the public hearing



10        notice, instructions for public access to this



11        remote public hearing, and the Council's citizens



12        guide to Siting Council procedures.



13             Interested persons may join in any session of



14        this public hearing to listen, but no public



15        comments will be received during the 2 p.m.



16        evidentiary session.



17             At the end of the evidentiary session, we



18        will recess until 6:30 p.m. for a public comment



19        session.  Please be advised that any person may be



20        removed from the evidentiary session or the public



21        comment session at the discretion of the Council.



22             At 6:30 p.m., the public comment session will



23        be reserved for members of the public who have



24        signed up in advance to make brief statements into



25        the record.  I wish to note that the petitioner,
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 1        parties and intervenors, including their



 2        representatives and witnesses are not allowed to



 3        participate in the public comment session.



 4             I also wish to note for those who are



 5        listening and for the benefits of your friends and



 6        neighbors who are unable to join us for the public



 7        comment session that you or they may send written



 8        statements to the Council within 30 days of the



 9        date hereof either by mail or by e-mail, and such



10        written statements will be given the same weight



11        as if spoken during the public comment session.



12             The verbatim transcript of this public



13        hearing will be posted on the Council's Petition



14        Number 1572 webpage and deposited with the East



15        Windsor Town Clerk's Office for the convenience of



16        the public.



17             Please be advised that the Council does not



18        issue permits for stormwater.  If the proposed



19        project is approved by the Council, a Department



20        of Energy and Environmental Protection, DEEP



21        stormwater permit is independently required.  DEEP



22        could hold a public hearing on any stormwater



23        permit application.



24             Please also be advised that the Council's



25        project evaluation criteria under the statute does
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 1        not include the consideration of property value.



 2             The Council will take a 10 to 15-minute break



 3        at a convenient juncture at around 3:30 p.m.



 4             We'll now move to administrative notices



 5        taken by the Council.  I wish to call your



 6        attention to those items in the hearing program



 7        marked Roman numeral 1B, items 1 through 101.



 8             Does the petitioner or any party or



 9        intervener have an objection to the items that the



10        Council has administratively noticed?



11             Attorney Baldwin, good afternoon.



12   MR. BALDWIN:  We have no objection.



13   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.



14             Attorney DeCrescenzo, any objections?



15   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  No objection.



16   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.



17             Accordingly, I hereby administratively notice



18        these existing documents.



19             We'll now move onto the appearance by the



20        petitioner.  Will the petitioner present its



21        witness panel over the purposes of taking the



22        oath?  Attorney Bachman will administer the oath.



23             Attorney Baldwin, please begin by verifying



24        all exhibits by the appropriate sworn witnesses --



25        after the oath.
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 1   MR. BALDWIN:  Good afternoon, everyone.



 2             Kenneth Baldwin with Robinson & Cole on



 3        behalf of the applicant, East Windsor Solar II,



 4        LLC.



 5             Our witness panel today consists of five



 6        members.  To my far left, I'll start -- my far



 7        right, I'll start there -- is Robert Burns,



 8        professional engineer with All Points Technology



 9        and the project engineer.



10             Next to me on my right, your left is Dean



11        Gustafson, a senior wetland scientist and



12        professional soil scientist with All-Points



13        Technology.



14             To my left is Bryan Fitzgerald, the Director



15        of Development with East Windsor Solar II, LLC.



16             Next is Brad Parsons, a professional engineer



17        and the Director of Design and Permitting with



18        East Windsor Solar II, LLC.



19             And then to the far left, your right, is Andy



20        Roland, a senior project manager and environmental



21        engineer with WSP.



22             And I offer them to be sworn at this time.



23   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.



24             Attorney Bachman?



25   MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.
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 1   B R A D L E Y    J.   P A R S O N S,



 2   B R Y A N    F I T Z G E R A L D,



 3   A N D Y    R O L A N D,



 4   R O B E R T    B U R N S,



 5   D E A N    G U S T A F S O N,



 6             called as witnesses, being sworn by



 7             THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, were examined and



 8             testified under oath as follows:



 9



10   MR. BALDWIN:  I have six exhibits listed in the hearing



11        program under Roman two, subsection B.  They



12        include the petition with all of its associated



13        exhibits and figures, dated May 5, 2023; the



14        petitioner's responses to the Council



15        Interrogatory Set 1, dated July 18, 2023; the



16        petitioner's sign posting affidavit, dated August



17        24, 2023; the petitioner's responses to the Town



18        of East Windsor Interrogatories, dated August



19        31st, 2023; the petitioner's environmental and



20        community noise assessment, dated August 31st,



21        2023, concluded by WSP.



22             And I should explain just ahead of time when



23        we were preparing for the hearing we ran into a



24        problem with the expert we were planning to bring



25        from Brooks Acoustics who provided the initial
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 1        noise report that was included in the petition.



 2        We got WSP involved.



 3             Mr. Roland completed a supplemental report



 4        which we submitted into the record, and Mr. Roland



 5        is here today to answer any questions regarding



 6        noise from the proposed facility.



 7             And our last Exhibit Number 6 is the



 8        petitioner's witness resumes, which we submitted



 9        to the Council on August 31st.



10             And I offer them, subject to verification by



11        the witness panel.



12             If I could ask our witness panel then, did



13        you -- we'll do this as a panel, as we typically



14        do, Mr. Morissette.



15             Did you prepare or assist in the preparation



16        of the exhibits listed in the hearing program



17        under Roman two, subsection B, items one through



18        six?  Mr. Burns?



19   THE WITNESS (Burns):  I did.



20   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson?



21   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yes.



22   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Fitzgerald?



23   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  I did.



24   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons?



25   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I did.
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 1   MR. BALDWIN:  And Mr. Roland?



 2   THE WITNESS (Roland):  I did.



 3   MR. BALDWIN:  Do you have any corrections,



 4        modifications or amendments to offer to any of



 5        those exhibits?



 6             Mr. Burns?



 7   THE WITNESS (Burns):  No.



 8   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson?



 9   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  One small correction in



10        Applicant Exhibit 1, the petition narrative on



11        page 27.  It's the tenth line from the top that



12        starts with development criteria.



13             And the missing word in the following



14        sentence that reads, additionally the proposed



15        facility does result in removal of intact forest,



16        the word "not" should be inserted between "does"



17        and "result."



18             So it should read, additionally the proposed



19        facility does not result in removal of any intact



20        forest.



21   MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.



22   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yeah, you're welcome.



23   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Fitzgerald, any amendments or



24        modifications to offer?



25   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  No.
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 1   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons?



 2   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  No.



 3   MR. BALDWIN:  And Mr. Roland?



 4   THE WITNESS (Roland):  No.



 5   MR. BALDWIN:  And with those modifications, is the



 6        information contained in those exhibits true and



 7        accurate to the best of your knowledge?



 8             Mr. Burns?



 9   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yes.



10   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson?



11   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yes.



12   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Fitzgerald?



13   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Yes.



14   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons?



15   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes.



16   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Roland?



17   THE WITNESS (Roland):  Yes.



18   MR. BALDWIN:  And do you adopt the information



19        contained in those exhibits as your testimony in



20        this proceeding?



21             Mr. Burns?



22   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yes.



23   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Gustafson?



24   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yes.



25   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Fitzgerald?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Yes.



 2   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons?



 3   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes.



 4   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Roland?



 5   THE WITNESS (Roland):  Yes.



 6   MR. BALDWIN:  I offer them as full exhibits,



 7        Mr. Morissette.



 8   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.



 9             Does the Town object to the admission of the



10        petitioner's exhibits?  Attorney DeCrescenzo?



11   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  No objection.



12   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.



13             The exhibits are hereby admitted.



14             We will now begin with the cross-examination



15        of the petitioner by the Council, starting with



16        Mr. Perrone, followed by Mr. Silvestri.



17             Mr. Perrone?



18   MR. PERRONE:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.



19             Referencing the response to Council



20        Interrogatory 35, do the tracker motors operate



21        and produce noise continuously?  Or do they



22        operate intermittently to adjust the panels



23        periodically during the day?



24   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons.  The tracker motors



25        operate intermittently during the day very, very





                                 14

�









 1        slowly when they're moving, unless they need to go



 2        to stow mode, but that takes a matter of seconds.



 3        So that's still technically kind of an



 4        intermittent operation there.



 5   MR. PERRONE:  So they make periodic adjustments rather



 6        than a slow continuous.



 7             Regarding the electrical interconnection,



 8        does the existing electrical distribution on



 9        Thrall Road, do you have three phase?



10   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, we do.



11   MR. PERRONE:  What is the line voltage of the proposed



12        electrical interconnection?



13   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  23 kV.



14   MR. PERRONE:  Regarding the interconnection, could the



15        number of poles be reduced by utilizing



16        pad-mounted equipment rather than pole-mounted



17        equipment?



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The pad-mounted equipment could



19        not be used, mainly because most of the equipment



20        that's being required is -- is required by



21        Eversource, and there, they're their poles.



22   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Just as a reminder, could you



23        please state your name before responding for the



24        record?  Thank you.



25   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Sorry.  Brad Parsons.
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 1   MR. PERRONE:  Regarding the proposed access drive, do



 2        you have an approximate linear length for total



 3        access length?



 4   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yeah, this is Robert Burns from



 5        APT.  The -- the length of the access drive is 920



 6        feet from the street to the end.



 7   MR. PERRONE:  And turning to response to Council



 8        Interrogatory 48, the racking posts would be



 9        installed to an approximate depth of about ten



10        feet.



11             How would the racking posts be driven into



12        the ground?



13   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons.  The racking posts



14        would be driven into the ground with your -- your



15        standard pile drive equipment.



16   MR. PERRONE:  And what if you hit subsurface



17        resistance, such as ledge?



18             Would you drill through it?



19   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Where we -- again, Brad



20        Parsons.  This could -- there could be a



21        possibility where we would drill through it.



22        However, there are other, other measures that



23        could be taken into account to deal with the



24        refusal method as well.  That could be a concrete



25        pad at the surface to deal with any lateral
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 1        movement as a result of the lack of depth.



 2   MR. PERRONE:  With regard to the proposed fence, as



 3        mentioned in response to Council Interrogatory 44,



 4        could you describe the features of the farm-style



 5        livestock fence versus the proposed chain-link



 6        fence?



 7   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  This



 8        chain length fence is -- is a standard chain-link



 9        fence, and it would be at a height of -- we had it



10        at a height of seven feet.  I believe we had a



11        privacy mesh along the front side.



12             An ag -- ag-style fence usually consists of



13        wood posts and a lighter gauge fencing material



14        than your standard chain-link fence.



15   MR. PERRONE:  Do you know the approximate cost



16        difference between the farm-style livestock fence



17        versus the chain link?



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The agricultural fence is



19        probably actually 25 to 30 percent less.  Again,



20        Brad Parsons -- 25 to 30 percent less than the



21        chain-link fence.



22             But with the agricultural fence, I'd just



23        like to add that we would not be able to provide



24        any screening, mesh screening on that.



25   MR. PERRONE:  With regard to construction, what types
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 1        of vehicles would be arriving at the site, and



 2        approximately how many per day during



 3        construction?



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  You'd have



 5        various different types of equipment arriving at



 6        site, mainly pickup trucks.  You'd have equipment



 7        such as the pile drive equipment, a smaller



 8        excavator for any of the trenching and access road



 9        construction.



10             You would also have delivery trucks, whether



11        they're semis or box trucks, dropping off and



12        unloading equipment.  As far as the number of



13        trips per day, it's probably something I need to



14        just investigate and get back to you on that.



15   MR. PERRONE:  And for construction crews and staff,



16        where would they park?



17   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  They would park along, on the



18        site, along the -- the access road.



19   MR. PERRONE:  How frequently would the site be visited



20        for maintenance purposes?



21   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The site would be visited for



22        maintenance purposes probably anywhere for a



23        couple times a year, depending on the need and at



24        site, and if there are any -- any issues.  But



25        mainly the most visits would likely be by the
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 1        sheep grazer during the time of year when the



 2        sheep are on site, as they would be checking on



 3        the flock frequently.



 4   MR. PERRONE:  Approximately how frequently would the



 5        sheep be visited?



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It could be daily.  It could



 7        be -- again, Brad Parsons.  It could be daily.  It



 8        could be two to three times a week, probably May



 9        through October.



10   MR. PERRONE:  With the project participating in the



11        SCEF program, would the electrical energy and RECs



12        be sold to Eversource per the tariff terms



13        agreement?



14   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  Yes,



15        that's correct.  Electricity and RECs would be



16        delivered to Eversource per the terms and



17        conditions of the tariff agreement.



18   MR. PERRONE:  Referencing page 8 of the petition, what



19        was the output capacity of the project on the same



20        distribution circuit that was dropped from the



21        interconnection queue?



22   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  This is Bryan Fitzgerald.



23        Brad, I believe it was about two megawatts AC of



24        nameplate capacity that was ahead of us in the



25        queue that was dropped.
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 1   MR. PERRONE:  And how is the project consistent with



 2        the state plan of conservation and development?



 3   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  I would say



 4        that the -- the project is consistent with the



 5        State's plan as it relates to the energy goals,



 6        the -- the comprehensive energy strategy of the



 7        State of Connecticut, as it is a new electric



 8        generating resource that is zero emission or class



 9        one.



10             Meaning that it's not going to produce any --



11        any air emissions while in operation, while



12        producing clean renewable energy.



13   MR. PERRONE:  Referencing the response to Council



14        Interrogatory Number 4, which is the cost of the



15        project, is that cost number inclusive of the



16        electrical interconnection?



17   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  That cost



18        number is inclusive of the electrical



19        interconnection.



20   MR. PERRONE:  Referencing the response to Council



21        Interrogatory 33, EWST notes that it's not aware



22        of any specific media required to suppress a fire



23        at a solar facility.  Would water be used for fire



24        suppression in such a situation?



25   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons.  Yes, it's our
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 1        understanding that water would be used,



 2        potentially be used in a fire suppression



 3        situation, but usually it's mainly containing any



 4        fires around the site.



 5   MR. PERRONE:  My next questions are related to



 6        visibility.  Referencing the response to Council



 7        Interrogatory 44, privacy mesh is proposed along



 8        Thrall Road.



 9             If we look at sheet OP-2, could you indicate



10        where the privacy mesh begins and ends?



11   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Perrone, brad Parsons



12        again.  So the intention would be for the privacy



13        mesh to begin at the -- if we're looking at sheet



14        OP-2, the privacy mesh would begin at the -- the



15        gates of the facility where the access road is,



16        and would extend to the east along the fence,



17        along the frontage of Thrall Road, along the



18        backside of the landscaping, all the way to the --



19        to the north corner of the -- of the facility near



20        where the callout says, existing tree line,



21        typical.



22   MR. PERRONE:  And why were those sections selected for



23        the privacy mesh?



24   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Those sections were selected



25        for the privacy mesh to provide additional
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 1        screening for the site, where natural vegetation



 2        is -- is not being maintained or does not,



 3        actually does not exist.  Again, Brad Parsons.



 4   MR. PERRONE:  With respect to the proposed landscape



 5        plantings, would they be replaced if they were to



 6        die off?



 7   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons, yes, those -- those



 8        plantings would be replaced if they were to die



 9        off.



10   MR. PERRONE:  How frequently would there be inspections



11        of the condition of the plantings?



12   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Perrone, this is Brad



13        Parsons.  I think the condition of the plantings



14        would be inspected on a more frequent basis,



15        probably monthly on their initial, once they were



16        initially planted to ensure that the existing



17        health is maintained and that they're receiving



18        the appropriate water.



19             Once they've gone through and established



20        after that, they would be inspected on a periodic



21        basis when we do our -- our inspections of the



22        entire site as part of our -- our regular O and M



23        maintenance.



24   MR. PERRONE:  Turning to the viewshed map, Pierce



25        Memorial Park is located to the west, and it's
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 1        shaded in orange for the seasonal visibility area.



 2             Could you describe the views of the facility



 3        from Pierce Memorial Park?



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  I think, you



 5        know, the idea of the -- the viewshed map and the



 6        seasonal visibility is understanding that there



 7        are -- there are significant tree lines in between



 8        the facility and Pierce Memorial Park, both on our



 9        subject property as well as to the west.



10             So with full leaf off, could somebody stand



11        in one spot and -- and stare and potentially catch



12        a glimpse of the facility?  Yes, but it's not, you



13        know, in full view of the facility.  So that's why



14        we -- we've kind of said seasonal visibility is



15        possible.



16   MR. PERRONE:  Would those leaf-off views between the



17        trees, hypothetically, would they be the upper



18        sections of the panels and the poles, or a direct



19        view?



20   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It's really a direct -- I think



21        that the way that this viewshed map is intended to



22        be is that the viewshed is taken from the -- from



23        the top of the panels themselves and projected



24        out.



25             So anything basically from the top of the
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 1        panels down has the potential of -- of being



 2        visible as part of this viewshed map.



 3   MR. PERRONE:  Could you describe the visibility of the



 4        facility from the Village of Windsorville?



 5   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Perrone, this is Brad



 6        Parsons.  We don't believe that there's really



 7        going to be any real visibility from the -- the



 8        Village of Windsorville.



 9             Again, the -- the seasonal visibility



10        through -- through existing vegetation, both on



11        and off site is fairly significant once you get



12        further away from -- form the project, as well as



13        just what you physically see with -- with the



14        naked eye at a specific -- specific distance.



15             So I think this viewshed map, one thing it



16        doesn't take into account is -- is what that is.



17        So could somebody stand there and see it?



18        Potentially, but it would take some hard stairs to



19        really understand that once you get past a certain



20        distance.



21   MR. PERRONE:  And my last question, referencing the



22        letter from the Department of Agriculture dated



23        March 23rd, would EWS2 keep agricultural co-use



24        operating for the life of the project?



25   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  Yes, East
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 1        Windsor Solare II would keep agricultural co-use



 2        operating for the life of the project.



 3   MR. PERRONE:  Thank you.  That's all I have.



 4   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Thank you.



 5   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Perrone.



 6             We'll now continue with cross-examination by



 7        Mr. Silvestri, followed by Mr. Golembiewski.



 8             Mr. Silvestri, good afternoon.



 9   MR. SILVESTRI:  Good afternoon, Mr. Morissette, and



10        good afternoon, everyone.



11             I'd like to start with a continuation on what



12        Mr. Perrone was asking about the landscape



13        plantings.  And I'm looking at figure three,



14        proposed conditions that actually has the



15        landscape plantings in green.



16             A question I have for you, on the eastern



17        side why doesn't the landscape planting continue



18        further north along the fence?



19   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad



20        Parsons.  The -- the thought process there was



21        that once you get up to basically the middle half



22        of that fence, was that the -- the existing trees



23        along the eastern side will help protect that, the



24        visibility in that corner from -- from the



25        majority of what you could see from Thrall Road,
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 1        especially as you're driving by.



 2   MR. SILVESTRI:  Now, would that also be the case on the



 3        very top corner, if you will, of where the fence



 4        is heading in a westerly direction for the house



 5        that's in the far northeast corner?



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, I think our



 7        intention here was that all of the existing



 8        vegetation on site around the facility, with the



 9        exception of some -- some minor clear, clearing or



10        tree trimming to get the utility poles in, would



11        remain on this site.



12   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Two related questions.  The



13        house directly near the access road on Thrall



14        Road, there's no landscape plantings behind it.



15             Any reason behind that?



16   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That existing house behind



17        Thrall Road is -- there's actually a barn right



18        behind it.  And so where -- where we kind of stop



19        the plantings is right in line with that barn.



20        And so we don't believe that there, there's really



21        much visibility beyond the barn from the house as



22        well.



23   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  The one final question on this



24        figure.  Moving further west, there there's



25        nothing for landscape plantings at all along that
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 1        western border.  Any reason behind that?



 2   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, Mr. Silvestri, Brad



 3        Parsons.  We're maintaining the existing



 4        vegetation along all of the other sides of the



 5        facility, and that was the rationale of -- of not



 6        having any additional plantings.



 7   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Now, thank you for your



 8        responses on that.



 9             What I'd like to do now is turn to the



10        interrogatory responses that are dated July 18,



11        2023.  And I'd like to start with number 15 and



12        number 16, if you could have both of those in



13        front of you?  And let me know when you're ready.



14   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Ready,



15        sir.



16   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  On number 15 it has the nearest



17        property line is approximately 42 feet to the



18        west, and then it has the nearest off-site



19        residence is approximately 150 feet to the



20        southeast.  And if we shift to number 36, it has



21        the nearest property line is 300 feet to the



22        north.



23             So I'm confused between three numbers that



24        are there, and could you explain the differences



25        regarding the nearest property line?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, Mr. Silvestri.  Brad



 2        Parsons again.  So the -- the answer to number 15



 3        was specific to the facility itself and the fence



 4        line of that facility.



 5             But the response to the interrogatory, the



 6        other interrogatory was specific to the equipment



 7        on site.  So the noise generating equipment on



 8        site, sir.



 9   MR. SILVESTRI:  Equipment, being what?



10   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, Brad Parsons.



11             Inverters, transformers, the equipment area.



12   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So 300 feet from the inverters



13        and transformers, et cetera.  Then going back, you



14        have 42 feet to the west is from the fence line,



15        and 150 feet to the southeast is another fence



16        line.  Is that correct?



17   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri -- Mr. Silvestri,



18        yes, that is correct.



19   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  And I'm not sure if I've seen



20        it.  So if it's there, I apologize for repeating



21        it, but with that nearest offsite residence at 150



22        feet to the southeast, what's the worst case noise



23        propagation calculation in dBA?



24   THE WITNESS (Roland):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Andy



25        Roland here.  Are you referring to the property
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 1        across Thrall Road?



 2             Or the property adjacent to the southeast?



 3   MR. SILVESTRI:  Well, I'd have to say whatever you



 4        identified as the nearest offsite residence at 150



 5        feet to the southeast.



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Across the street.



 7   THE WITNESS (Roland):  That would be that one across



 8        the street.  We -- we did not model noise at that



 9        receptor.  The noise model was conducted on the



10        four closest residential receptors from --



11        measured from the distance of the inverters, which



12        are located near the center of the site at the end



13        of the access road.



14             And those four residential receptors'



15        locations in order of them --



16   MR. SILVESTRI:  And the -- go ahead.



17   THE WITNESS (Roland):  The order of them are 55 Thrall



18        Road, which is what our noise report refers to as



19        the southeast, their most residential receptor; 57



20        Thrall Road, which is to the northeast; 17 Thrall



21        Road, which is to the southwest at the cut in on



22        the property line; and 19 Thrall Road, which is



23        out to the northwest.



24   MR. SILVESTRI:  And for those four residences, the



25        noise propagation calculations were based on where
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 1        the inverters and transformers are located and the



 2        distance from them.



 3   THE WITNESS (Roland):  Yes, that was the rationale.



 4        This is Andy Roland with WSP.  That was the



 5        rationale for selecting those four locations to



 6        model the north street.



 7   MR. SILVESTRI:  Offhand, do you have the distances for



 8        the four that you just mentioned, the 55, 57, 17,



 9        and 19?



10   THE WITNESS (Roland):  We do.  This is Andy Roland with



11        WSP.



12             And again, I'm referencing exhibit --



13        Petitioner's Exhibit Environmental and Community



14        Noise Assessment dated August 31st, 2023.  And I'm



15        referencing the distances listed on page 3 of that



16        report, which lists four monitoring locations



17        indicated as PL-1, PL-2, PL-3, PL-4.



18             And you can also look at a figure, figure two



19        of that exhibit, which is PDF page 18.  And the



20        distances are as follows; 1,070 feet to PL-1, 820



21        feet to PL-2, 430 feet to PL-3, and 720 feet to



22        PL-4.



23   MR. SILVESTRI:  I copy that.  Thank you.



24             Okay.  Let me move to Interrogatory Number 40



25        and its response.  This interrogatory dealt with
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 1        the 12 volt battery attached to the solar charger



 2        to power the electric fence.



 3             The question I have for you is under what,



 4        say, meteorological conditions would the battery



 5        not be able to produce power?  For example, if you



 6        had three consecutive cloudy days, or four, do you



 7        have any idea what the cutoff might be that this



 8        battery would not have power enough to supply the



 9        electric fence?



10   THE WITNESS (Roland):  Mr. Silvestri, I think we'd have



11        to look at potentially -- I think it should



12        provide enough battery or timeline, but I would



13        say the other thing is that it's pretty -- mainly



14        for the sheep and keeping them corralled.



15             And as far as -- as part of the daily



16        observations or -- or bi-daily observations of the



17        sheep by the shepherd, they would be able to know



18        if that was powered or not, and if that battery



19        needed to be replaced or -- or recharged based off



20        of the, you know, their visits and maintenance of



21        the site.



22   MR. SILVESTRI:  Is this a lead acid, kind of like a car



23        battery?



24   THE WITNESS (Roland):  I would say it's probably, could



25        be something similar to that, but it also could be
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 1        a lithium ion battery as well, you know, whatever



 2        the sheep grazer has available to them from --



 3        from that fence manufacturer as well.



 4   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay, thank you.



 5             And if we go back to the application under



 6        attachment one, I have a question on the trackers.



 7             Are they self-powered or grid-powered?



 8   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Trackers



 9        are grid-powered.



10   MR. SILVESTRI:  So there would be some type of tie-in,



11        if you will, to the distribution system that will



12        power up the trackers and not have it come from



13        the solar production itself?



14             Would that be correct?



15   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad



16        Parsons.  That, I guess, is somewhat correct.  If



17        the power -- if the trackers are generating at



18        that point in time and the -- the system is



19        pushing power onto the grid, the tracker motors



20        could be taking power from the solar panels



21        themselves.



22             However, if they need to be powered, they



23        would get that, ultimately get that power from the



24        grid, too, if necessary from that panel as well.



25   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Kind of a related question then.
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 1        You had an estimate that the project is expected



 2        to produce more than 7.57 megawatt hours of energy



 3        in its first year of operation.  Would you include



 4        the electrical losses that the trackers might pull



 5        from the solar panel in your estimate?



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.



 7             So yes, that -- that estimate, not only does



 8        that include electrical losses that the tracker



 9        motors might pull, but it also includes electrical



10        losses from the transformers as well as any of the



11        medium voltage cable, shading from any of the



12        trees that are remaining in place around the site



13        as well.



14             So all the losses associated with the system



15        are -- are included in that estimate.



16   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you for your response.



17             I want to turn right now to the stormwater



18        basin for a question or two.  And when I look at



19        the existing stormwater basin, there's apparently



20        an outlet control structure that's noted in



21        Appendix B.  This is the drawing plan of land



22        sheet one of one.



23             Am I correct in that, first of all, that it's



24        an outlet control structure?  And if I'm correct,



25        what's the nature of that control structure?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Robert Burns from APT.



 2             That structure is, by all accounts, a



 3        drywell.  It was full of debris.  So we have not



 4        assumed that it's an outlet structure, and we've



 5        modeled the pond without its use.



 6   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  So any, any water that would



 7        flow out would just flow by this, this drywell,



 8        supposedly?



 9   THE WITNESS (Burns):  It's fine to have the stormwater



10        infiltrate.



11   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Then if you could turn to both



12        drawing OP-1, which is the overall locus plan, and



13        drawing O-P2, the partial site plan?  It seems



14        that both equipment pads will be installed within



15        a portion of the existing stormwater basin.



16             Is that correct?



17   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad



18        Parsons.  I can take that.  So it -- it will be



19        the areas where the -- the inverters are.  So



20        there, they're actually mounted on racks



21        equipment.



22             So while it is an equipment pad, per se,



23        there they're rack mounted equipment.  So they



24        will be sitting up off -- off of the ground.



25   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Then when it has -- I've got to
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 1        blow up my drawing here.  Where it has gravel



 2        equipment pad, how does that differ from what you



 3        just mentioned about racks?



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, Brad Parsons.  So the



 5        gravel equipment pad goes around where -- where



 6        the inverters are going.  So that longer, smaller



 7        rectangle inside of that area is -- is where the



 8        inverter racks would go.



 9             And we tend to just install a gravel pad



10        around those mainly just because we've got, you



11        know, a decent amount of foot traffic right there



12        as those are getting installed and maintained.



13             And then additionally, you'll see that the --



14        the concrete equipment pads are further to the



15        south on -- on that same drawing, south of those



16        two longer rectangular pads.  And that's where



17        the -- the transformer and any other AC electrical



18        equipment would be -- would be located.



19   MR. SILVESTRI:  So the transformers are on concrete.



20        The inverters are on racks.  Correct?



21             I didn't hear the response.



22   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Sorry, Mr. Silvestri.  Again,



23        Brad Parsons.  That that is correct.  The



24        transformers are on concrete and the inverters on



25        racks with -- with gravel at their base.
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 1   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  And one transformer each per



 2        pad.  So two transformers all together?



 3   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  Yes, sir.



 4   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  In the event of a transformer



 5        oil leak, what measures would you have in place to



 6        prevent the oil from reaching the stormwater basin



 7        and potentially going somewhere that we don't want



 8        it to go?



 9   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Mr.



10        Silvestri.  So these, these transformers will be



11        using Fr3 oil.  It's a biodegradable oil actually



12        derived from -- from vegetable oil.  So it's not



13        your standard mineral oil that's been used in



14        transformers previously.



15             So -- but if this were to -- if those



16        transformers were to leak for any -- any reason,



17        likely based on the grades there, the transformers



18        would actually flow, that leakage would likely



19        flow into those gravel pads around the inverters



20        themselves and likely be contained in -- in that



21        area before reaching the -- the actual stormwater



22        basin.



23   MR. SILVESTRI:  Do you know how much oil the



24        transformers would contain at this point?



25   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, this is Brad Parsons.  I
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 1        do not know that exact number at this point.



 2   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Just a comment from me.



 3        Basically, everything could be biodegradable.



 4        It's just a question of time.  To me, oil is oil,



 5        but I hear what you're saying about the certain



 6        type of oil that would be used there.



 7             But moving on, will the transformers be



 8        equipped with low level alarms?



 9   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad



10        Parsons.  I don't believe we will have low level



11        alarms on -- on the transformers.



12   MR. SILVESTRI:  All right.  So if you have a leak, how



13        are you going to know that it's leaking if you



14        don't have any alarms?



15   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  You get an idea because the



16        system itself will start operating in -- in a



17        manner that it doesn't typically operate in.  And



18        our systems are monitored 24/7 by -- by a DAS



19        system, which is our -- our system that we have in



20        internally.



21             And so we would get alarms that the system



22        is -- is not operating correctly.  Obviously, the



23        voltage would change or -- or we'd just get a



24        reduction in power based on the transformers not



25        operating at their -- their capacity that they
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 1        should be.



 2             And that would alert our -- our maintenance



 3        techs to go out and likely investigate the site if



 4        they can't see any other issues on -- on that DAS



 5        system, like an inverter being down.



 6   MR. SILVESTRI:  But up to a certain point, you'd have



 7        no idea that the transformer or transformers would



 8        be leaking until something shows you that there's



 9        not a good operation with the solar panels.



10   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Correct at this time.



11   MR. SILVESTRI:  Is it your intention to store any fuels



12        on site, either during construction or during



13        operation?



14   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It is not -- not our intention



15        to store any fuels on site.



16             I do maybe want to add to one thing we could



17        look at, is just putting kind of a concrete curve



18        lip around that said concrete pad.  That's enough



19        to contain the -- any potential oil spill from --



20        from the transformer as well.



21   MR. SILVESTRI:  If this project happens to be approved,



22        you might want to look at low level alarms.  So



23        I'm going to leave that part of it at that.



24             But I'm going to go back to drawing GN-2,



25        which is your environmental notes.  And would it
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 1        be your intention to modify the spill prevention



 2        portion of that to include contact information for



 3        regulatory agencies, spill cleanup contractors,



 4        local responders and the like?



 5   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Silvestri, this is Brad



 6        Parsons.  Yes, we would -- could definitely be



 7        able to modify that plan to include those items.



 8   MR. SILVESTRI:  And you'd have worker training as well



 9        to go along with that, correct?



10   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, sir.



11   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Going back to one of the



12        questions that Mr. Perrone had asked you about



13        Eversource and pad-mounted equipment, did you



14        actually work with Eversource to look at



15        pad-mounted equipment along the interconnection to



16        reduce the number of poles?



17   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Yeah.  Mr. Silvestri, this



18        is Bryan Fitzgerald.  We did work with Eversource



19        during our interconnection approval stage on the



20        pad-mounted equipment, the -- the pole-mounted



21        equipment.



22             And what Brad Parsons mentioned in response



23        to Mr. Perrone's question I think, kind of,



24        summarized it, because the crux was the required



25        Eversource equipment is producing more poles
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 1        than -- than we are with our required equipment.



 2        And their equipment needs to be pole-mounted.



 3   MR. SILVESTRI:  I heard your reply.  I've seen



 4        Eversource come up with pad-mounted equipment in



 5        the past, and there just seems to be a back and



 6        forth on that.  But right now, I'll just thank you



 7        for your reply.



 8             I'd like to go back to tracker operations for



 9        a couple of moments.  Is the rotary mechanism for



10        the trackers, is it internal to the trackers or



11        external?



12   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  It is -- it's



13        located in the middle of each tracker itself, and



14        it is -- it's basically a Sleuth drive motor.



15             So it's -- it sits in the center, and then



16        you have two torque tubes coming out of either



17        end, and that motor drives both of those torque



18        tubes that drives each of a half of the tracker.



19   MR. SILVESTRI:  So it's more gear driven as opposed to



20        chain drive?



21   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, sir, Mr. Silvestri.  It



22        is.  It is gear-driven.  It's -- it is a Sleuth



23        motor.



24   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  And do they, the trackers



25        require any maintenance or greasing, or anything
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 1        else while they're in operation, or over a period



 2        of time?



 3   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It's my understanding that --



 4        that those motors are -- are completely contained.



 5        It does not require any, any greasing or



 6        maintenance with regards to that over time.



 7   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you.



 8             In the event of a forecasted snow event,



 9        would you be able to tilt the panels to be



10        perpendicular to the ground so you wouldn't have



11        any snow accumulation on top of the panels?



12   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  There's actually the tracker --



13        again, Brad Parsons.  The tracker is -- is only



14        designed to go up to 55 degrees.  Right?  But we



15        have what we call the -- the algorithm inside the



16        tracking mechanism there would basically dump snow



17        at a certain point.



18             So if it -- if we do get any snow buildup, it



19        will -- it will go all the way to that 55 degree



20        tilt.  If it still feels anything on that tracker



21        itself, it's my understanding that it will go



22        fully back to the other side as well to -- to try



23        and do it, a dump it that way.



24             And again, being that the panels are -- are



25        glass there, you're likely going to get most of
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 1        that snow sliding, sliding off of it as well.



 2   MR. SILVESTRI:  So if I understand correctly, you kind



 3        of have an automatic weather tracking system, if



 4        you will, for snow that will respond accordingly.



 5   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes.



 6   MR. SILVESTRI:  All right.  I believe my last question



 7        at this point; have you had any panels, say, from



 8        previous installations that experienced breakage



 9        either during construction or in operational use?



10             And if so, what did you do with those panels?



11   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is -- this is Brad



12        Parsons.  Again, yes, we've -- we've definitely



13        experienced breakage of panels as a result of, you



14        know, construction and/or delivery.



15             A lot of times you may find a panel broken in



16        one of the crates after delivery.  And those are



17        disposed of in accordance with -- with any federal



18        or state regulations.



19   MR. SILVESTRI:  When you mentioned disposed of, would



20        they have been recycled?  Or would they have gone



21        to landfill?



22   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I don't have an answer to that.



23        They may have been recycled, but they could also



24        have gone to a landfill, I know.



25   MR. SILVESTRI:  Okay.  Thank you.
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 1             Mr. Morissette, I believe that's all I have



 2        at this time.  Thank you and thank the panel for



 3        your responses.



 4   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Silvestri.



 5             We'll now continue with cross-examination by



 6        Mr. Golembiewski followed by Mr. Hannon.  Good



 7        afternoon, Mr. Golembiewski.



 8   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Good afternoon, Mr. Morissette.  I'm



 9        going to, I guess, start my questioning primarily



10        about the storm basin, stormwater management



11        basin.



12             I guess I'm not sure who to direct this



13        question to -- probably to the stormwater



14        engineer.  But based on what I can tell from the



15        plans, there is no design for it.  Am I missing a



16        set of plans?  Because I don't really see any



17        there, and I don't really know what the top



18        elevation of the -- so, all right.  Here's my



19        question.  How does the storm basin work?



20   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Robert Burns with APT.  The storm



21        basin works exactly the way it works today.



22        That's an existing basin that the stormwater will



23        flow overland to, and the water will infiltrate



24        into the ground.



25             And the stormwater report is included in the
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 1        packet.  And all the comps are there, as well as



 2        the elevations for the different year storms,



 3        existing and proposed.



 4   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  So I'm on the plan sheet and I see a



 5        line, I believe, that is supposed to represent the



 6        limits of the stormwater basin.  It's like a two



 7        dots dash.



 8   THE WITNESS (Burns):  So Robert Burns, again.  That's



 9        really just for graphical purposes.  The top of



10        that basin is dependent on what storm you're



11        analyzing it for.



12   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.



13   THE WITNESS (Burns):  But it is approximately there.



14        It sort of falls in the 213 contour on our side,



15        but really the top of the -- the basin itself for



16        proposed conditions, even in the a hundred-year



17        storm is down around to 12.7, so.



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. Golembiewski, this is Brad



19        Parsons.  If I could add to that as well?  If you



20        could take these, direct attention to EC-5 of the



21        plan sheets, this might help understand what's



22        going on out there a little bit more?



23             In essence, what we have is there's already a



24        stormwater basin on -- on site.  Right?  And we've



25        modeled, modeled the set basin.  So if you said --
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 1        that said stormwater basin.



 2             So, if you look at -- at that EC -- EC-5, if



 3        you have it in front of you, you'll see where the



 4        existing stormwater line is.  And you'll see on



 5        the far western side of that, that page where the



 6        stormwater line is, you can kind of see that it



 7        really is almost right at that 213 contour that --



 8        that Mr. Burns was representing.



 9             So, if you kind of go north of that, that 213



10        contour, just to the north of where -- where the



11        LOD is, you'll see those contours actually start



12        to go up right there.



13             So there's actually a natural berm on this



14        site to the north between the -- the limits of



15        disturbance in the facility and -- and that



16        wetlands to -- to the north.  So that berm, you



17        know, tends to vary in elevation depending on --



18        on where you are on site.



19             So as you kind of work your way towards the



20        eastern side, you can kind of see that berm --



21        berm drops down a bit, and you'll see right where



22        that 211 contour is at the -- the smallest, the



23        lowest part of the basin and the drywell structure



24        that's called out there?  You'll see just to the



25        north of that, north of the LOD, you'll see that
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 1        215 contour there as well.



 2             So, again, it's just an existing berm along



 3        that northern backside of the parcel.  So really



 4        there, there's no stormwater basin to grade in



 5        because, in essence there there's already one



 6        there.  And we're further mitigating the -- the



 7        stormwater controls by changing from a row crop



 8        cover type of tobacco or other row crops to just a



 9        standard meadow.



10   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  You know, so how the basin



11        functions, say, during a hundred-year storm event,



12        what elevation would that represent in the basin?



13   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  So, today, the hundred-year



14        storm when we model it is at about 213.3.



15   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.



16   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Once we have redone the --



17        redid the surface with meadow type grasses, we ran



18        it and the proposed hundred-year elevation is



19        212.69.



20   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.



21   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  So we're actually reducing the



22        runoff to that basin.



23   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  And then the panels and the other



24        equipment then would likely not be flooded during



25        a hundred-year storm event.
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  No, there they're right on the



 2        edge, I would say.



 3   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  So the fence would be?



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think that's fair.  Yeah, I



 5        think that's fair.



 6   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  So the fence goes across?  Okay.



 7             So there is no plan -- so there's no plan to



 8        have any type of overflow from the basin, a



 9        formalized overflow?



10   THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Robert Burns.  No, sir,



11        there's not.



12   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  Okay.  Staying with sort of



13        the runoff, I guess, subject, I noticed in one of



14        the interrogatories or in the report you said that



15        there would not be, I believe, any drip panel,



16        drip -- soil, additional protection from erosion



17        from panel drip.  And I was just wondering if you



18        could explain why?



19   THE WITNESS (Burns):  The grades out there and the seed



20        mix we're going to plant, the vegetated cover that



21        they will not be needed.  And that they're tracker



22        type panels, maybe Brad, you can add on that a



23        little bit.



24   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah.  Mr. Golembiewski, this



25        is Brad Parsons again.  So again, on top of what
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 1        Mr. Burns stated there, as well as these being



 2        tracker panels, that the drip edge is -- is



 3        constantly moving over -- over the course of the



 4        day.  So that, that's another reason as well.



 5   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  So they're not permanently in one



 6        location, so not one line will form.  So there



 7        they're moving.



 8             So sort of dependent on where they are and



 9        when it rains, you would not get the drip in the



10        same exact location.



11   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That's correct, Mr.



12        Golembiewski.  Brad Parsons.



13   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  I guess one more question regarding



14        stormwater.  The basin itself will not hold water



15        for more than, say, just after a storm event.



16             Or for how long?



17             I guess the question may be, how long after,



18        say, a hundred-year storm event would water sit in



19        the basin?



20   THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Robert Burns again.  I



21        don't have an answer for that.  It's something I



22        would have to get back to you.



23   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  But you are characterizing it as an



24        infiltration basin that will not have permanent



25        water in it?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yes, sir.



 2   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  So, currently, water there -- it's



 3        generally dry, currently.



 4   THE WITNESS (Burns):  I think that's fair.  Robert --



 5        this is Robert Burns, yes.



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  And again, Mr. Golembiewski,



 7        this is Brad Parsons, yes.  And I think the intent



 8        here is that that site is going to function as it



 9        does today, as we kind of discussed about the --



10        the basin and the existing contours that are



11        there.



12             You know, really it's -- it's a dry site as



13        it is today, and our calculations are basically



14        showing -- showing the same in that regards.



15   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  And the outlet is not a functioning



16        outlet, the feature that says catch basin top?



17   THE WITNESS (Burns):  That's correct.  This is Robert



18        Burns.  Yes, that's correct.



19   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.



20   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean Gustafson.  I can add a



21        little bit to this discussion.  During our wetland



22        investigation, we took a close look at the



23        existing stormwater basin, and by all field



24        indications and surface evidence that basin does



25        not appear to hold water for any significant
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 1        period of time, and -- and it's pretty free



 2        draining soils underneath it.



 3             It's -- there's a lot of glacial



 4        lacustrine -- I mean, glacial fluvial material,



 5        some coarse sand and gravel underneath that.  So



 6        it appears to drain pretty -- infiltrate pretty



 7        quickly.



 8   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  And there's no chance that



 9        any type of water would overflow and flow towards



10        the vernal pools that were identified to the



11        northwest?



12   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  As we looked at kind of the



13        north end of that basin, that natural berm, and



14        there's no evidence of any surface flows coming



15        from that basin towards the north, towards the



16        potential vernal pools in the wetland system.



17   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  Is there -- sticking with, I



18        guess, that line of questioning, the area for the



19        development, the habitat there would not -- is it



20        your opinion that any type of amphibian migration



21        to the vernal pools would be going through?  Is



22        that a likely area for migration?



23   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean Gustafson.  We did take



24        a close look at what the anticipated primary



25        vectors of migration from the two potential vernal
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 1        pools.  You know, that's a good distance north of



 2        the closest facility.



 3             And the areas to the south including the



 4        project area are all maintained, cultivated



 5        agricultural field habitat, which is really not



 6        supportive of any of the obligate vernal pool



 7        species such as spotted salamander and wood frog.



 8        It would be considered either suboptimal or



 9        non-habitat.



10             There is no mature forest cover in those



11        areas.  So the vectors of migration are



12        anticipated to be kind of east and west from those



13        potential vernal pools, and also to the north.



14        And those are all forested terrestrial habitats,



15        and also forested wetland habitats.



16             And I'll just direct you to our response to



17        in Applicant Exhibit 4, our response to the Town



18        of Windsor interrogatories.  We included an



19        attachment noted as figure six, and that provides



20        the vectors of migration on that figure.



21   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Okay.  Great.  That's all I have,



22        Mr. Morissette.  Thank you.



23   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Golembiewski.



24             We'll now continue with cross-examination by



25        Mr. Hannon, followed by myself.  Mr. Hannon, good
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 1        afternoon.



 2   MR. HANNON:  Good afternoon, Mr. Morissette.  Thank



 3        you.



 4             I want to sort of stay on the same path that



 5        Mr. Golembiewski and Mr. Silvestri were following.



 6        So I guess as it relates to the equipment pads



 7        that you're talking about, do you have sort of a



 8        spot elevation as to what those gravel pads will



 9        be at?  I mean, it will be above the 213



10        elevation, or you may have a different opinion as



11        to what constitutes a gravel pad?



12             So I'm just curious if you have a sort of a



13        spot elevation you anticipate there?



14   THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Robert Burns.  The



15        elevations will be matching what the existing



16        elevations are out there right now.



17   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  So it will be at ground level,



18        which means that under certain circumstances a



19        portion of the mount could be underwater.



20             Correct?



21   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  And yeah, this is Brad Parsons.



22        Yeah, I think, you know, a portion of the



23        structure, the mounting structure racking that



24        holds up the inverters, the bottom part of that



25        could -- could be underwater, but those inverters
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 1        are sitting, you know, three to four feet above --



 2        above existing grade.  And that's why there wasn't



 3        really much, much concern with that.



 4             I think we potentially also have some



 5        availability onsite to -- to shift that, those



 6        areas to the south slightly as well.



 7   MR. HANNON:  Thank you.  That helped clarify.



 8             Also sticking with what was discussed as far



 9        as the elevations go, because I'm looking at EC-5



10        and EC-6.  It looks as though the 215 elevation is



11        north of the bulk of the detention basin, but it



12        also curves around so that it covers the eastern



13        portion.



14             So you do have a 215-foot elevation where the



15        lower portion of the basement is probably a little



16        under 211-foot elevation.  But just out of



17        curiosity, it sounds like what I'm hearing is that



18        you have no intention of doing anything with the



19        drywell to make it work, but yet on page EC-5 it



20        talks about the existing drywell, the contractors



21        to clean it out, clean out the structure and add



22        proposed silt back and hay bale.



23             So it sounds like that may still be



24        functioning, or it will be functioning during this



25        whole process?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  -- with all points.  Yes,



 2        that's the idea.  Once we clean it out and



 3        determine what it is, it will function the way it



 4        functions today, or the way it should be



 5        functioning.



 6   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  And one of the things I did not



 7        see, do you happen to have a spot elevation for a



 8        top of frame for the drywell?



 9   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  No, sir.  The surveyors didn't



10        pick up a spot elevation.  It looks like it's -- I



11        don't see it.  I don't know.



12   MR. HANNON:  Yeah, I didn't see anything marked



13        anywhere.  So I was just curious about that.



14             I want to go to page 27 in the petition.  And



15        I think this goes to a comment that Mr. Gustafson



16        made saying that the facility would be located



17        entirely within the cultivated agricultural field



18        that represents suboptimal terrestrial habitat for



19        obligate vernal pool species, and that the



20        agricultural field is considered suboptimal due to



21        the lack of forest cover.



22             So I think that what Mr. Gustafson was saying



23        is that because of that, it's unlikely that you



24        would have any of the potential amphibians



25        crossing, I'm assuming, through the pond or
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 1        through the basin and into what is currently the



 2        agricultural field.  Is that correct?



 3   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Yes, that's -- that's



 4        correct.  We don't anticipate any significant



 5        migration out of those vernal pools or the nearby



 6        terrestrial habitat to the north into that field,



 7        because it is essentially non habitat for those



 8        species.



 9             And further to the south of this property is



10        existing residential and agricultural properties.



11        So there's -- there's really no incentive for



12        migration across that field.



13   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  But then in the same paragraph, you



14        go to say, in fact, the conversion of the



15        cultivated field to permanent meadow habitat under



16        the surrounding solar facility represents an



17        improvement to the CTH.



18             The addition of the meadows habitats



19        vegetation would provide an improved level of



20        cover for any dispersing herpetofauna that may



21        wander into the solar facility.  This habitat



22        conversion also eliminates potential mortality of



23        those species due to current conflicts with



24        farming implements.



25             So to me, the way I'm reading that is it
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 1        looks as though by going in and doing some of the



 2        seeding, that that may actually open up some of



 3        the area to some of the critters that could be at



 4        the vernal pool.  And it could actually have them



 5        moving more towards the field because it may no



 6        longer be suboptimal.



 7   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  That's -- that's correct.



 8        It's -- it's less specific for the obligate vernal



 9        pool species such as wood frog and salamander who



10        are going to rely heavily on the terrestrial



11        habitat, but other associated herpetofauna such



12        as, you know, turtles and snakes and -- and



13        whatnot that are inhabiting and utilizing some of



14        that terrestrial and wetland habitat further to



15        the north, you could certainly have those species



16        encroach into the edge of the field.



17             And under current conditions there, you know,



18        they're subject to injury or mortality from



19        agricultural -- agricultural use of the property,



20        and also to heavier levels of predation because of



21        the open nature of the cultivated field.



22             Those factors would -- would certainly be



23        improved with the development of this solar



24        facility and the installation of a native



25        pollinator friendly seed mix to permanently
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 1        stabilize the areas in and around the solar



 2        facility.



 3   MR. HANNON:  Well, thank you.



 4   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  You're welcome.



 5   MR. HANNON:  Then on page 28, under hydraulic



 6        alterations, second paragraph, the existing



 7        stormwater management area would not be considered



 8        a decoy pool or sink feature that potentially



 9        could affect breeding amphibians intercepted on



10        their way to the nearby vernal pool.  Why not?



11   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  Dean Gustafson.  As I had



12        indicated earlier to Mr. Golembiewski's question



13        regarding the basin, our field indications are



14        that that basin drains and infiltrates any



15        stormwater runoff fairly quickly.



16             We didn't see any field evidence of, you know



17        surface standing or vegetation standing, any drift



18        lines to that nature.  So this is what we would



19        characterize as a dry basin.  And if, you know,



20        during heavy storm events, you know, there, any



21        water that would collect in that area would drain



22        the soils fairly rapidly.



23             And therefore, we wouldn't consider the



24        existing basin -- even the existing basin a decoy



25        pool.  And as noted earlier in testimony from
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 1        Mr. Burns, that you know, with the change of cover



 2        type we're improving the conditions, the runoff



 3        conditions from existing conditions.



 4             So there would be less of a chance of it



 5        operating as a possible decoy pool.



 6   MR. HANNON:  Thank you.



 7   THE WITNESS (Gustafson):  You're welcome.



 8   MR. HANNON:  The next question really isn't directly



 9        related to page 30, but seeing as how it talks



10        about soils and geology I thought I'd raise it



11        here.



12             My understanding is the property is currently



13        being used for growing tobacco.  Is that correct?



14   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  I believe



15        they grew rye hay out there this year.



16   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  And the reason I'm asking, because



17        I'm wondering if any soil analysis has been done



18        for potential hazardous materials.  I mean, having



19        worked with projects up in that part of the state,



20        some of the pesticide results and chemicals that



21        are used for tobacco fields can tend to be rather



22        intense.



23             So I'm just wondering if any analysis has



24        been done there to determine the soil



25        characteristics and whether or not they may be
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 1        potentially hazardous?



 2   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is brad Parsons.  I can



 3        speak to that.



 4             So while we haven't had a phase one ESA



 5        completed for this site, we have had phase one



 6        ESAs completed for sites of similar nature in the



 7        area.  And those phase-ones have identified the



 8        same concerns that you just raised.



 9             However, it is our intent here -- it will



10        always be our intent not to remove any soil from



11        the property.  And if we were to have to, part of



12        that phase one would be having to have some type



13        of soil management plan to do that.



14             But in this case, we're -- we're not grading,



15        performing any grading on the site.  Any



16        excavation would really be limited to the



17        installation of the access road.  Any of the



18        trenches would be filled back in.  So -- so any



19        limited excavation would be spread on site and



20        further stabilized to avoid any removal of soil.



21   MR. HANNON:  Yeah, I just know it's been a concern for



22        a number of people.  And sometimes what ends up



23        happening is even dust blowing off of the site can



24        adversely impact surrounding properties.  So just



25        needing to be sure that that's something that's
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 1        taken care of.  Thank you.



 2             On page GN-2, the environmental notes,



 3        resource protection measures, I have a question



 4        on -- I think it's number five.  So it talks about



 5        the use of herbicides and pesticides at the



 6        facilities shall be minimized.



 7             Can you give me an idea as to why pesticides



 8        and herbicides might be used on site, and how that



 9        can possibly linger on the site?  And what impact



10        that might have on the sheep being brought in?



11   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  Once -- if the



12        project were to move forward and once East Windsor



13        Solar II were to take possession of the property



14        through the commencement of the lease and proceed



15        with construction, East Windsor Solar II would not



16        use herbicides or pesticides under any



17        circumstance for any vegetative management.



18             All vegetative management would be completed



19        through sheep grazing throughout the life of the



20        project.  So again, the project would not use any



21        herbicides or pesticides while in operation.



22   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Also in the



23        application, there's the letter from the



24        Commissioner over at Department of Agriculture.



25        And it talks about -- it concludes that this
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 1        project will not materially effect the status of



 2        project -- or project land as prime farmland with



 3        the use of the sheep on the property.



 4             So I guess the question I have related to



 5        that is, given the response, or the question and



 6        response in the Siting Council Interrogatories



 7        Number 13.  And it states that -- it states the



 8        property owner will retain land development rights



 9        to develop a cemetery in the future, and the



10        conditions that the property would need to be



11        returned to.  It was basically what that owner



12        currently wants.



13             But if they're using it as, or proposing to



14        use it as a cemetery, why does it matter if there



15        are sheep on this site or not?  Because it doesn't



16        sound like the property is going to revert back to



17        farmland.



18   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  And I think I



19        could clarify maybe a couple of points here



20        written in this response.  The landowner for the



21        property is the Catholic Cemetery Association of



22        Arch Diocese of Hartford.



23             While the property has been in agricultural



24        production in the past and they're pursuing a



25        potential solar project here that continues
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 1        agricultural production through the life of that



 2        project, some of the underlying themes in working



 3        with the landowner -- and knowing that I can't



 4        speak directly for them because I'm not them -- is



 5        that they -- they tend to try and preserve the



 6        ability to put a cemetery at the properties that



 7        they own if the event arises in the future where



 8        they would look to do so.



 9             They're an organization that thinks for the



10        extreme long-term, for eternity, for example.



11        They like to try and retain development rights of



12        their properties in order to have the ability to



13        install a cemetery at some point in the future if



14        the need arises for it.



15   MR. HANNON:  So then the use of the sheep at this site



16        would be that at the end of whether it's the 20,



17        30, 40-year window, that the property would be



18        reverting back to a potential agricultural use.



19             Is that the intent?  And then what the



20        diocese might do that may be something beyond that



21        scope?



22   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  I think that's



23        precisely correct.  Our goal throughout the useful



24        life of the solar project would be to try and



25        retain and even potentially improve the soil
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 1        characteristics there through the -- through the



 2        use of the sheep grazing plant.



 3             So when decommissioning comes at some point



 4        in the future post-useful life, the ability for



 5        the project to return to another type of



 6        agricultural use is there and available.



 7   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.  The last question I



 8        have, I believe -- if I can find it -- has to do



 9        with the plan for the sheep.  And if I'm reading



10        this correctly, this is on page 6 of 8, in tab J.



11             So it talks about -- it looks as though maybe



12        roughly 43 sheep grazing in the 4 paddocks.  So



13        I'm assuming that it's roughly 2.4 sheep per acre.



14        Each of the four sections is about 4.9 acres, give



15        or take a little bit for the paddock, and they



16        would be grazing 15 days in each paddock.  So the



17        45-day rest period.



18             So for example, you start in paddock one.  15



19        days are up, they move to paddock two.  That gives



20        paddock 1 sort of the 45 days to refurbish itself.



21        And I'm assuming there would be, like, what?  Two



22        seasons at the site.  Does that sound correct?



23   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  That does sound



24        correct.  And again, I will add that the sheep



25        grazing plan is developed in conjunction with our
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 1        sheep farming partners here in Connecticut.  And



 2        they reserve the ability to see how things are



 3        from a season-to-season basis.



 4             I would assume this year, for example,



 5        compared to last year, maybe the continued growth



 6        due to the rain that we've had would -- would keep



 7        them out there throughout the growth season.  I



 8        could be mistaken there, but as compared to a



 9        season like last year where we had a bit of a



10        drought mid season.



11             But yes, I believe here the point you're



12        making is correct.



13   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  Thank you.



14             I think Mr. Morissette, that does it for me



15        on the questions today.



16   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you,



17        Mr. Hannon.



18             I'll start with my questions.  I'd like to go



19        back to the discussion about noise quickly, just



20        for some clarification here.  In the response to



21        question number 36 we talked about the 300 feet to



22        the north.  And I'm trying to reconcile it with



23        the table in the report on page 3.  And I believe



24        that the 300 feet would be associated with PL-2,



25        which indicates it's 820 feet.
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 1             And Mr. Roland, I think it is?  Could you try



 2        to clarify what I'm missing here?



 3   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  If I could just step in and



 4        Andy can further clarify that.  I think that 300



 5        feet was done to the closest property line to the



 6        north.  And then Andy, I think you can talk about



 7        the receptors and those distances that you used



 8        there.



 9   THE WITNESS (Roland):  Yeah, this is Andy Roland with



10        WSP.



11   THE HEARING OFFICER:  The -- the distance, that first



12        distance, Mr. Morissette, that you're referring



13        to, can you direct me to the interrogatory



14        question response?



15   MR. HANNON:  Number 36.  I think what I'm hearing is



16        that the 300 feet is not part of your report.



17             It's something different.



18   THE WITNESS (Roland):  This is Andy Roland with WSP.  I



19        just want to confirm, so we're talking about



20        those, the right locations to use.



21             Okay.  So I think where we're -- this is Andy



22        Roland with WSP again.  The -- the property line,



23        I believe that is referred to as the 300-foot or



24        perhaps the nearest property line is the property



25        line directly to the north of the equipment pads,
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 1        the inverter equipment.  And there is no residence



 2        there.



 3             And where I refer to the WSP noise report,



 4        the distances are to the nearest property lines on



 5        a straight line path between the inverter pad



 6        locations and those residential property lines



 7        with residents.



 8   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Great.  All right, I



 9        understand it now.  Thank you.



10             Okay.  Mr. Roland, while I have you -- so BAC



11        did the first analysis.  And I want to make sure I



12        understood what was said at the beginning of the



13        hearing, that the noise analysis was redone



14        primarily -- that's my understanding.  Correct me



15        if I'm wrong -- was redone primarily because



16        someone from BAC was not available to testify.



17             Did I understand that correctly?



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Yes,



19        that that is -- that is correct.  And I can let



20        Mr. Roland speak to the rationale behind -- behind



21        him running that report and analysis as well.



22   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Before he does that, so



23        the BAC analysis had determined that the noise



24        levels at property lines were very low.



25             And Mr. Rowland's analysis, in his study he
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 1        says he was very conservative in his analysis, and



 2        the noise levels are higher than BAC's.



 3             So in your discussion, Mr. Roland, can you



 4        just explain in your conservative analysis what



 5        shifted from BAC to your analysis to conclude



 6        that, yes, it is a little bit higher, and I'll



 7        leave it at that?  If you could please?



 8   THE WITNESS (Roland):  Mr. Morissette, this is Andy



 9        Roland, WSP.  So we were contacted and contracted



10        by Verigy on this project, as Brad mentioned, due



11        to some scheduling conflicts or some inability to



12        testify here.



13             We were provided with the BAC acoustical



14        report from April of 2023, and our first task was



15        to -- we were asked -- was review that and



16        provide -- provide our opinions.



17             And this varies from acoustical consultant to



18        acoustical consultant.  I believe the BAC report



19        to be a bit too -- to give credit to a bit too



20        many, too many factors that I do not normally do



21        in terms of attenuations over distances.



22             And you, you are correct in that the BAC



23        report reported a very low nine decibel impact



24        from the site at the -- what it deemed to be the



25        nearest residential property line, which is I
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 1        referred to -- we referred to at WSP as PL-4 in



 2        our report, which is the residential property to



 3        the -- the west of the -- the inverter panels.



 4             In looking at that number, there are some --



 5        there are some factors used in the BAC report,



 6        namely an attenuation accounted for, for



 7        vegetation, which I tend in the Northeast not to



 8        assume in any sort of modeling analysis due to the



 9        fact that vegetation varies from season to season.



10        That was -- that was one particular factor that



11        BAC took credit for, whereas our report didn't.



12             It was also some discrepancies as to how --



13        how models are run, sound pressure versus sound



14        power.  I don't think we need to get into the



15        technicalities of that.  That's -- that's



16        explained in the report, but otherwise we -- we



17        uncovered a couple of attenuation metrics that we



18        chose not to use to predict the maximum



19        conceivable sound level from the site, and



20        determined it to remain in compliance with the CT



21        DEEP noise regulation, despite the fact that we



22        are quite conservative.



23   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you for that



24        explanation.



25             Okay.  What I'd like to do is I'd like to
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 1        turn to partial site plan OP-2.  I have a couple



 2        of questions associated with that.  My first



 3        question is -- let's see.  To the west, the limit



 4        of disturbance from the fence line is -- it



 5        appears to be quite extensive.  Is there a reason



 6        for that?



 7             Also, on the east side, it's the same thing.



 8   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Burns with APT.  The limited



 9        disturbance on those two sides were mainly because



10        they will be seeded.  There's no actual work being



11        taken place there, but that area will be seeded,



12        so we included it as a limited disturbance.



13   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Thank you.



14   THE WITNESS (Burns):  You're welcome.



15   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Moving to the front of the



16        facilities along Thrall Road, can you tell me what



17        the distance is from the road to the fence line?



18   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Robert Burns, again.



19             It's 50 feet.



20   THE HEARING OFFICER:  50 feet?



21   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Yes, sir.



22   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  And then to the --



23   THE WITNESS (Burns):  I'm sorry.  That's to the



24        property line.



25   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Along Thrall Road, where
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 1        the landscaping is, from the road to the fence



 2        line.



 3   THE WITNESS (Burns):  I don't remember offhand.



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, Mr. Morissette, just one



 5        moment.  I'll have that.



 6   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Great, thank you.



 7             I'm also looking for the distance between



 8        that and the actual solar panels.



 9   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah.  So Mr. Morissette, this



10        is Brad Parsons.  So the distance to the -- to the



11        edge of road -- from the edge of road to -- to the



12        fence line is approximately 75 feet, and then the



13        distance from the edge of the road to the solar



14        panels is approximately 95 feet.



15   THE HEARING OFFICER:  95 feet?  Okay.  Well, I was



16        curious as to whether pushing it back is something



17        that could be accomplished, and the pros and cons



18        of doing that or not doing that.



19             So for example, maybe going to a hundred



20        feet; go to the fence line, move the fence line



21        another 25 feet.  Any reaction?



22   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think, you know, there is --



23        Brad Parsons, again.  I think there is, you know,



24        where the issues come into play is how, how the



25        layout of these -- these trackers can tend to
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 1        work.



 2             And so by doing that, while it could happen



 3        in -- in some cases, in some, some instances, as



 4        we kind of move more towards the eastern half of



 5        that, that array, as you were to shift that to --



 6        to the north, we would start to impact the



 7        existing vegetation on the north side potentially



 8        with some -- with some of those trackers there.



 9             So while it could happen potentially in



10        certain cases there, there were spots where it



11        was -- was a little difficult there.  So we -- we



12        did try to maintain a consistent consistency as



13        well along that, that frontage.



14   THE HEARING OFFICER:  All right.  Well, considering you



15        have additional space to the west and the east,



16        you could conceivably go wider and push it back an



17        additional 20 feet, 25 feet, to provide a little



18        bit more buffer to Thralls Road.



19   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  With



20        regards to that, again, with -- with keeping the



21        existing vegetation both on -- on the -- on the



22        eastern and southwestern and some western sides of



23        the site, basically that the shading profile comes



24        into play here.



25             And so -- so by shifting and -- and moving
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 1        those, those panels over actually provides some



 2        additional impacts with regards to -- to



 3        production.  And even though those are already



 4        taken into account, we're already taking into



 5        account some production losses with -- with



 6        regards to shading.



 7             So any further -- further pushes in either



 8        direction further makes those panels not -- not



 9        produce the energy they -- they should be



10        producing.



11   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Fair enough.  Yeah, in a



12        drawing it looks -- it doesn't look like it's 75



13        feet.  It looks something much less.



14             Okay.  All right.  Concerning the



15        interconnection, we have eight 40-foot



16        distribution poles along the driveway, somewhat



17        concealed by the -- I think it's a shed and a



18        barn, if I am reading that correctly.



19             I disagree with the statement that was



20        provided earlier that Eversource can't or



21        prefers -- they probably prefer overhead pole



22        interconnects, but they certainly have the ability



23        to do pad mounts.



24             What I would like to do is to go to the



25        aerial photograph number 18, please?  That's
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 1        associated with the field review.



 2   MR. BALDWIN:  These are in the interrogatory response



 3        that you're referring to?



 4   MR. HANNON:  Yes.  Yes, thank you.



 5   MR. BALDWIN:  This is photo 18?



 6   MR. HANNON:  Aerial photo 18.



 7   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, Mr. Morissette.  I think



 8        we have that.



 9   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.  So the way I'm



10        reading this is you've got the shed right on the



11        right-hand side of the photograph, and the



12        interconnect is going to go to the left of that



13        shed.  And it's going to come down and



14        interconnect with this pole on Thrall Road.  So



15        there's a line of trees there.



16             So my first question is, to what extent are



17        those trees going to be trimmed back and removed



18        to accomplish the eight poles?



19   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The trees would be minimally



20        trimmed back and/or removed I believe in a



21        response to one of the interrogatories.  And I



22        find that we had an acreage associated with that,



23        the amount of tree removal.



24   MR. HANNON:  Associated with the interconnect?



25   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  With the interconnect, yes,
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 1        sir.



 2   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  So -- go ahead.



 3   THE WITNESS (Burns):  I was going to say -- it's Robert



 4        Burns.  And we -- in the interrogatories, we said



 5        it was a tenth of an acreage.



 6   MR. HANNON:  Okay.



 7   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Approximately.



 8   MR. HANNON:  All right.  So where there's -- there's an



 9        area that there's no trees on the side of the



10        barn.  So that's primarily where the six poles



11        will go.  Is that correct?  Or is it further?



12   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons, yes.  Yes, correct.



13   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  So that last pole will we



14        have to angle to the structure that is on Thrall



15        Road?



16   MR. BALDWIN:  Clarification, Mr. Morissette?  You said



17        a structure that is not on Thrall road?



18   THE HEARING OFFICER:  No, that is.  It's a distribution



19        pole to the left.



20   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah.  So -- so Mr. Morissette,



21        this is Brad Parsons.  So yeah, I think the intent



22        right now is to actually come off of that existing



23        pole.



24   MR. HANNON:  Yeah?



25   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That is right there over
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 1        twenty-eighty -- at number 2087 and tie, and tie



 2        into -- into that.



 3   MR. HANNON:  Right.  Okay.  So that will be an angle



 4        from the last pole, and it won't be a straight



 5        line.  It will be an angle, the last structure.



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  A slight angle to that, to that



 7        last structure.  Correct.



 8   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Yes.  Okay.  All right.  So I



 9        think I understand.



10             That distribution line, is there any upgrades



11        that's necessary on the 23 kV?



12   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  The upgrades



13        that happen to the distribution circuit are a



14        re-conductor-ing of an aerial cable that is



15        further downstream, or further south towards



16        Barber Hill Road -- I'm sorry.  Excuse me, towards



17        the Barber Hill Substation.



18             There is not any upgrading to the existing



19        three-phase circuit directly on Thrall Road.



20   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  So the upgrades have



21        already taken place?



22   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  The thrall road has -- has



23        already taken place, and there's just a small bit



24        of aerial cable that needs to get re-conductor-ed



25        south, close to the Barber Hill Substation.
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 1   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  So that circuit goes back



 2        to Barber Hill?



 3   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Yes, sir.



 4   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Were there any operational



 5        contingencies, constraints that were put on the



 6        project?



 7   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Fitzgerald.  Not to my



 8        knowledge.  There were not any operational



 9        constraints.



10   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Thank you.  All right.



11        That concludes my questioning for this afternoon.



12        Thank you, everybody, for your responses.



13             What we will do now is we're going to take a



14        12-minute break.  We'll be back at 3:50, and then



15        we'll continue with cross-examination by Attorney



16        DeCrescenzo.



17             Okay.  Thank you, everyone.



18



19                  (Pause: 3:38 p.m. to 3:50 p.m.)



20



21   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Is the Court Reporter back with



22        us?



23   THE REPORTER:  Yes, I am here, and we are on the



24        record.



25   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you.
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 1   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette?  Excuse interruption,



 2        please?



 3   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Yes, Attorney Baldwin?



 4   MR. BALDWIN:  We had some informal homework assignments



 5        that at least we thought might be appropriate to



 6        address.  If we could do that before the Town



 7        begins their cross, that might be appropriate?



 8   MR. HANNON:  Okay.  I have one open item.  Did you have



 9        others?  I have the trucks per day.



10   MR. BALDWIN:  We had a couple others.  We had a total



11        of four that we'd like to address, if we could?



12   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Okay.  Please continue?



13   MR. BALDWIN:  Or maybe it's three.  One of them is the



14        number of trucks per day.



15             Mr. Parsons has a response to that -- or



16        Mr. Fitzgerald.



17   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Mr. Morissette, this is



18        Bryan Fitzgerald.  In regard to Mr. Perrone's



19        question on trucks per day, we are looking at



20        approximately 16 trucks over about a two to



21        three-week period in total that would encompass



22        the site mobilization and during the construction



23        period.



24             We're anticipating about five trucks for



25        racking equipment.  These are deliveries received
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 1        at the site and this would be a flatbed semi, for



 2        example.  That's five trucks over that two to



 3        three-week period.



 4             We have about seven trucks for the solar



 5        modules themselves, and that's in 40-foot shipping



 6        containers unloaded onsite, and then shipping



 7        containers taken back offsite.  And then two other



 8        trucks again, flatbed semi style for transformers,



 9        inverters, fencing materials, wire rolls, pretty



10        much your balance of system equipment there.  So



11        16 total.



12   MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.



13   MR. HANNON:  Very good.  Thank you.



14   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Parsons, Mr. Silvestri asked about



15        the capacity of the transformer oil containment



16        period.  And also touched on potentially



17        protection alarm systems.  Could you respond a



18        little bit further to that question?



19   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes.  Again, this is Brad



20        Parsons.  So -- so we had -- we have two



21        transformers on site.  One is a 1000 kVA



22        transformer.  That has approximately 354 gallons



23        of -- the Fr3 oil.  And then we have one 3000 kVA



24        transformer that has approximately 550 gallons of



25        Fr3 oil.
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 1             Additionally, you know, we -- we intend to



 2        investigate the ability to add a leak detection to



 3        our monitoring system, as well as potentially



 4        looking at backup, a concrete curtain containment



 5        along around our equipment pad as well.



 6   MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.  Going back quickly to



 7        Mr. Hannon's question regarding the location of



 8        the transformer and inverter pads and their



 9        location within the limits of the defined



10        location, is there something you can do from a



11        project design perspective to change that?



12   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Attorney Baldwin, we're hearing a



13        lot of background noise.



14   THE REPORTER:  This is the reporter.  Agreed.



15   MR. BALDWIN:  Sorry about that, Mr. Morissette.  Let me



16        repeat that question if I could.



17             This relates to Mr. Hannon's question



18        regarding the transformer pads and the inverter



19        pads being within the limits, at least in parts



20        within the limits of the stormwater basin shown on



21        that plan.



22             Mr. Parsons, do you have any additional



23        information to add on that point?



24   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, this is Mr. Parsons.  We



25        can shift that, those transformer and equipment
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 1        pads directly due south approximately 25 to 50



 2        feet with no wind, and therefore being completely



 3        outside that stormwater basin.



 4   MR. BALDWIN:  And then lastly, Mr. Morissette, also



 5        with respect to a question or line of questions



 6        that Mr. Hannon asked regarding soil conditions on



 7        the property and dust during construction.



 8             For anyone on the witness panel could you



 9        talk a little bit about dust control measures



10        during construction and other features that would



11        help control any dust from the property?



12   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, this is Mr. Parsons.



13        So -- so in addition to dust control during



14        construction, as required by -- by the general



15        permit, I think Mr. Hannon was -- was referring



16        to, you know, concerns with -- with pesticide, you



17        know, the herbicides and contamination in that, in



18        that dust.



19             One thing that -- that would be different on



20        this site is obviously we would not be turning



21        over the soil on -- on a yearly basis for any type



22        of crop planting, and would have stabilization



23        over the entire site as required for the general



24        permit.



25             So as far as from the life of the system,
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 1        too, we would ultimately reduce the amount of dust



 2        that -- that may happen on site currently as a



 3        result of, you know, bare soils due to, you know,



 4        fallow crop fields.



 5   MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.



 6             Those were the questions we'd like to ask.



 7   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you, Attorney



 8        Baldwin.



 9             Okay.  With that, we'll continue with



10        cross-examination of the petitioner by the Town of



11        East Windsor.  Attorney DeCrescenzo, if you would



12        please?



13   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Good afternoon, members of the panel



14        and members of the Council.  I'm attorney Robert



15        DeCrescenzo from the firm of Updike, Kelly and



16        Spellacy, representing the Town of East Windsor.



17        We have a few questions that we would like you to



18        respond to.



19             The first is, I want to focus on the



20        screening along Thrall Road, the proposed



21        screening along Thrall Road.  What is the distance



22        of the frontage of the project along Thrall Road?



23   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  You



24        know, measuring it on -- on OP-2, the distance



25        from along Thrall Road from the corner of the --
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 1        the start of the LOD to the other corner of -- of



 2        the LOD is approximately 915 feet.



 3   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And could you describe the



 4        current condition along that stretch of road right



 5        now in terms of the view into the site?



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  The current



 7        condition along Thrall -- Thrall Road right now



 8        is -- is an existing farm field with trees on the



 9        northern side of that, that field.



10   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And could you describe for me the



11        proposed screening of the area along Thrall Road?



12   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah.  So -- so the proposed



13        screening -- again, Brad Parsons -- includes the



14        addition of an 8-foot chain-link fence as part of



15        the petition plans originally with a privacy mesh



16        along the -- the face of that on Thrall Road,



17        as -- as discussed previously with response to



18        Mr. Perrone's question.



19             And then additionally, we are proposing two



20        rows of evergreen plantings staggered on a 10-foot



21        on center planting along the frontage there



22        allowing for, you know, visibility and reduced



23        visibility to the -- to the site.



24   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And how tall would these evergreens



25        be when they're first planted?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  They



 2        will probably be approximately 6 to 8 feet in



 3        height.



 4   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And you're proposing to plant them 10



 5        feet apart?  Was that a yes?



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Yes,



 7        sir, they would -- they would be planted



 8        approximately 10 feet apart on -- on center.



 9   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Will they be planted on grade?



10   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Yes,



11        they are intended to be planted on grade.



12   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  So for a good long time you'll



13        be able to see right through them to the fence.



14             Is that correct?



15   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, this is Brad Parsons.



16        For -- for a period of time until they reach a



17        larger maturity you will be able to -- to see to



18        the fence, and that was the intention of the



19        existing, of adding the privacy mesh on the rear



20        side of the fence.



21   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And what is the height at maturity of



22        these, the height and width of these plantings at



23        maturity?



24   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The height and width of the --



25        the plantings at -- at maturity, the width of the
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 1        plantings get to be approximately 10 feet,



 2        filling -- filling those gaps, and ideally get to



 3        a mature height of 15 to 20 feet.



 4   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And can you describe -- you say



 5        evergreen.  What species of evergreen are they?



 6   THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Bob Burns from APT.  On



 7        DN-1, on the typical planting detail there is a



 8        list of tree species that can be chosen from.



 9   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Will they be one uniform type of tree



10        along all 900 feet?



11   THE WITNESS (Burns):  I think that's yet to be



12        determined.



13   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I thought I heard that there



14        won't be any kind of berm.  It's just planting on



15        grade.  Is that it?



16   THE WITNESS (Burns):  That's correct.



17   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And could you describe for me what



18        the fence is?  What material is it made out of?



19        What color is it, and how -- it's eight feet high,



20        I think I heard you say?



21   THE WITNESS (Burns):  Again, Robert Burns from APT.



22             It is a seven foot high chain-link fence,



23        which will have a mesh on the -- along Thrall



24        Road.



25   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  What color will it be?  Will it be
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 1        the typical galvanized fence that you see



 2        everywhere?



 3   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This -- this is Brad Parsons.



 4        On DN-1, the fence is called out as -- as black



 5        vinyl chain-link fence.  So it will be a black



 6        vinyl fence, not -- not a galvanized.  And while



 7        the majority of the site will be seven feet, the



 8        area in -- along the frontage of Thrall Road will



 9        be -- will be eight feet high.



10   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And these panels you're talking



11        about, are these the slats that go between the



12        links in the chain-link fence?



13   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Again, the intent is not to



14        actually install the slats, but actually to



15        install a privacy mesh on the backside, yeah.



16   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So what you're proposing, today you



17        see a farm field, and when you're done with this



18        screening you're going to see approximately 900



19        feet of a chain-link fence with some form of



20        uniform planting in front of it.



21             Is that what you're proposing?



22   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  When we're -- when we're done,



23        we're going to have a hundred -- over 170



24        plantings along the frontage of this site, as well



25        as the chain-link, black vinyl chain-link fence
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 1        with the privacy mesh on the inside of that.



 2   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And how far from the road will the



 3        plantings be?



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The plantings will be -- again



 5        Brad Parsons will be approximately -- from the



 6        edge?  From the edge Of road, sir.



 7   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  The edge of road, yes.



 8   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  From the edge of road, that the



 9        plantings will be approximately about 50 feet



10        from -- from the edge of road.



11   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And how does the elevation change



12        from Thrall Road down into the site?  Is Thrall



13        Road higher or lower than the site?



14   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons, again.  The



15        elevation of -- of the site varies within -- from



16        Thrall Road.  It actually heads slightly up as you



17        head into the site.  It peaks around the middle



18        slightly at a very light grade, and then heads



19        back down to the -- to the rear where the



20        stormwater basin is.



21   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And along the edge of the site that's



22        perpendicular to Thrall Road, you're not proposing



23        any form of screening?



24   MR. BALDWIN:  Could we get some clarification?  Do you



25        mean, right along the property line?
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 1   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Well, that's another question.  I'm



 2        looking at figure three, proposed conditions, page



 3        10 of the application.



 4             And I see a black -- a thick black line.



 5             And my reading of that, is that the



 6        delineated wetland boundary?  Or is that the



 7        property line?



 8   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That's the property line, sir.



 9        Brad Parsons.  That's the property line.



10   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  Is there a line that



11        distinguishes the property line from the lease



12        line?



13   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  There's not -- there's not a



14        distinguishing of the property line versus the



15        lease line on this plan.



16   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So that black thick line is



17        essentially the lease line?



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  No.



19   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Where is the lease line?



20   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The lease line will ultimately



21        be approximately the -- the limits of the -- the



22        facility and/or fence line, or on the items that



23        we need to maintain inside that, that area.



24   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Will the screening be within the



25        lease area, or within the property area?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  The



 2        screening will be within the -- the lease area and



 3        on -- and on site.



 4   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And that house along Thrall



 5        Road, is that the unoccupied house owned by the



 6        property owner?



 7   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  Yes.



 8   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I think you testified earlier and



 9        in your application materials, you're disclaiming



10        any responsibility for the maintenance of that



11        house?



12   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That falls out, outside of our



13        lease and outside of our permit.



14   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Was there any thought given to



15        including that within the lease line and taking



16        responsibility for the exterior maintenance of the



17        house?



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Parsons.  No.



19   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So getting back to the question of



20        screening, on the right side of the site, as



21        depicted in figure three, I don't see any



22        indication of any screening whatsoever, other than



23        what's the existing condition of the existing



24        foliage.



25             Is that correct?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Brad Parsons.  I guess I would



 2        say, that's depending on how you're looking at



 3        that, that's slightly incorrect.



 4             Looking at proposed conditions on -- on



 5        figure three, if we look at where approximately



 6        that, the house and barn are on the -- the lower



 7        half of the site where the -- the green circles



 8        start, that green represents the landscaping.



 9             That landscaping continues to the east and



10        northeast along the -- the proposed fence line.



11        And once it gets to the -- the eastern,



12        southeastern corner of the -- the facility on the



13        far eastern side, that screening turns directly



14        north and heads north approximately half, half of



15        the fence line in -- in that location, and is, you



16        know, done so to additionally screen that facility



17        from Thrall Road as you're heading south on



18        Thrall -- Thrall Road from that property corner



19        looking -- looking into the site.



20             And the existing vegetation along that



21        easterly -- easterly property line would be



22        maintained.



23   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Have you submitted a typical section



24        of the proposed screening along Thrall Road in



25        greater detail than just the elevation, proposed
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 1        elevations that I've seen in the materials?



 2   THE WITNESS (Burns):  This is Bob Burns from APT.  No.



 3   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Actually, if I could interject



 4        one minute please, sir?



 5   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Sure.



 6   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Actually, if you look at



 7        Exhibit N -- or attachment N of the petition



 8        itself, there are photo sims that -- that were



 9        provided for the -- for the facility.  And so if



10        you look at the first photo on page 4 of 9 of that



11        petition, that is actually looking east towards



12        the site from -- from middle north.



13             It's more north on the site from Middle Road



14        itself and shows that, that screening of the



15        facility on -- on sheet five of nine, of appendix



16        N.



17   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But you haven't prepared scaled



18        drawings like you'd see with a site plan submittal



19        where you show a section of the landscaping with



20        detailed callout for type of species of plantings



21        and locations of those species.



22             You haven't done that?



23   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  You know, we have.  We have,



24        sir.  I think DN -- DN-2 shows the actual detail,



25        typical detail in the plan set.
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 1   MR. BALDWIN:  (Unintelligible) -- on that?



 2   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yeah, so that is attachment --



 3   MR. BALDWIN:  This is Petitioner's Exhibit 1,



 4        attachment, or appendix B.



 5   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  And sheet DN-2.



 6   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  When you said earlier that the exact



 7        details of the plantings haven't been determined.



 8   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The species of the plants are



 9        listed in that, in that detail on DN -- DN-2.



10   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And what are they?



11   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  They are listed as Spartan



12        Juniper, Brandon's Arborvitae, Emerald Green



13        Arborvitae, Star Powered Juniper, Gillette, Swiss



14        Stone Pine, Iowa Juniper, Sunkist Arborvitae, and



15        Dragon Lady Holly.



16   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So a lot of arborvitae, right?



17             How many arborvitae, versus other plantings?



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Those are -- this is Brad



19        Parsons, again.  Those, those were the list of



20        plantings that we had -- that we have chosen.  The



21        intention was to be able to provide, you know, try



22        and provide year-round screening with arborvitae



23        type plantings.



24             And per the site plans, as mentioned earlier,



25        we have over 170 plantings along the frontage.
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 1   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But are 150 of those arborvitae?  Or



 2        I'm trying to get an idea of how much arborvitae



 3        you're going to be planting along Thrall Road.



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think it -- it's really kind



 5        of depends on, we've got the list of species



 6        there.  And sometimes it's a matter of what can



 7        be -- being fully stocked from -- from a nursery,



 8        so.



 9             But the intention is to have leaf on, you



10        know, non-deciduous plantings to provide



11        year-round screening.



12   MR. BALDWIN:  I think that the testimony that you



13        heard, Mr. DeCrescenzo, is that the exact species



14        that would be planted would be selected from that



15        list provided on the plan sheet reference.



16   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes, and my concern is, who will



17        select it?  And when will it be selected, and what



18        kind of input will there be in the diversity of



19        plantings along that very long stretch of Thrall



20        Road?



21   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think that, that will be



22        partially selected at the time of construction



23        based on -- on availability as well of plantings



24        that can be sourced for the site.



25   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So right now, the residents of East
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 1        Windsor drive along Thrall Road and they see a



 2        meadow or a field.  And someday if this is



 3        approved, they'll see some long stretch of



 4        plantings that they'll have no idea, or no input



 5        into how that's designed.



 6             Is that what you're telling us?



 7   THE HEARING OFFICER:  If I may interrupt?  The project



 8        will be filing a D and M plan as part of their



 9        detailed plans for construction.



10             And part of that D and M plan will most



11        likely require them to file a landscape plan in



12        which the Council will deliberate and rule on



13        whether it's appropriate or not.



14   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Right.



15   THE HEARING OFFICER:  And at that point in time, if the



16        Town so chooses to provide input, it would be



17        appropriate.



18   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  Thank you.  That's very



19        helpful.



20             But right now, there is no plan for a berm to



21        further enhance the screening along Thrall Road.



22        Is that true?  Is that correct?



23   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That that is correct.



24   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And why?



25             Why not put a planted berm there.
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  It



 2        required us to bring soil to the site.  I think we



 3        had to actually excavate a significant amount of



 4        soil for the construction of some type of



 5        stormwater basin.  That would have been a good,



 6        good place to be able to use -- use that said



 7        soil.



 8             But right now that that would actually



 9        increase the amount of actual potential



10        disturbance and the amount of trucks that we would



11        need to bring to the site to install said berm.



12   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So discussing that right now, you



13        testified there's essentially no excavation to be



14        undertaken on the site.  Is that correct?



15   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  There is no significant



16        excavation for the construction of -- again, Brad



17        Parsons -- for the construction of any type of



18        stormwater basin.  The only excavation on site is



19        limited to trenching and the construction and



20        installation of the access road.



21   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I think I heard you testify and



22        the materials show that you haven't done any



23        environmental testing on the site.



24             Is that correct?



25   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  At this point in time, we have
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 1        not done a phase one ESA.



 2   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But in your application, you recite



 3        the fact that at some point in its history, the



 4        site was a tobacco farm, right?



 5   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Yes, sir.  Again, Brad Parsons.



 6             I think in response to Mr. Hannon's questions



 7        earlier, you know, phase one ESAs have been done.



 8        We have done phase one ESAs on similar, similar



 9        sites, which had former tobacco fields, which



10        obviously show a high, high concentration of



11        herbicides and pesticides --



12   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Excuse me for one moment.



13             Attorney Baldwin, we're hearing some



14        background noise again.  Whoever is shuffling



15        papers or whatever, could they please halt until



16        the hearing is over?



17             Thank you.



18   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So you haven't done any testing on



19        this site, but you're familiar with testing on



20        similar sites.  And on similar sites, the testing



21        shows that there are high levels of pesticides and



22        herbicides that are potentially hazardous



23        materials.  Is that correct?  Did you respond?



24        Because if you did, I didn't hear you.



25             I think the witness panel is muted.
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 1   THE REPORTER:  This is the Reporter.  I don't -- oh.



 2   MR. BALDWIN:  Can you hear us now?



 3   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Yes, we can hear you.



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Okay.  Sorry about that.



 5             Again, this is Brad Parsons.  We have not



 6        done any physical testing of the soil on site



 7        or -- or previous sites.  We've done phase one



 8        ESAs to identify the potential for contaminants.



 9             Those phase one ESAs identify the potential



10        for contaminants, one of those being the fact in



11        the use of herbicides and pesticides that is



12        prevalent in -- in the farm fields in -- in the



13        area.



14             And so as a result those, those come up and



15        basically it states that if any soil is to be



16        removed from site, that we would need to deal with



17        a soil management plan at -- at that point in time



18        to deal with any potential contaminants.



19             But our -- our intent is not to remove any



20        soil from this site, as such not requiring the



21        need for soil testing.



22   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  How many posts will you be installing



23        as a part of the project?



24   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  I don't



25        have the exact number right this second, but
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 1        approximately 1500.



 2   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  1500 posts to support the solar



 3        array?



 4   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That is correct, sir.



 5   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I think I heard you testify



 6        earlier those posts will be driven into the ground



 7        for ten feet.



 8   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.



 9             That's correct, sir.



10   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And I think I read that the



11        water supply in this area consists solely of



12        private wells.  Correct?



13   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.



14             That's our understanding.



15   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And I don't see any evidence that



16        you've done any pre-construction well testing?



17   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  That is



18        correct.  We haven't done any, any



19        pre-construction well testing because we're not



20        going to -- as discussed in response to one of the



21        interrogatories, we don't view any of the items



22        that we are going to bring onto site to -- to



23        cause any contamination as a result of our



24        construction.



25   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But if there is contamination in the
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 1        ground, which you don't know whether there is or



 2        not in the soil, and you drive fifteen hundred



 3        posts into the ground to a depth of ten feet,



 4        isn't it logical to understand the water table or



 5        the nature of the soils, or any of that



 6        information given that you're surrounded by



 7        private wells?



 8   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, I'm going to object to



 9        the question.  It calls for speculation.



10             I think our Witnesses have responded to the



11        best of their ability as it relates to these



12        questions.



13   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Counsel, I agree it calls for



14        speculation, but only because you haven't done any



15        testing.  And I think the Council should



16        absolutely require that the normal soil testing be



17        done here.



18             I mean, you simply have no idea where the



19        water table is.  You don't know the nature of the



20        soils.  You don't know where the wells are.  You



21        don't know if they're upgrading or downgrading.



22             You have no idea what impact this project may



23        have on those private wells.



24             And it doesn't seem logical to me that there



25        will be no infiltration from your project
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 1        construction period, and even the operational



 2        period when you're driving fifteen hundred posts



 3        into the ground at a depth of ten feet.  Yeah,



 4        it's speculation.  That's my point.



 5   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Well, it's been determined that



 6        the extent that they've done or haven't done



 7        testing, and they have testified to that.



 8   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes.



 9   THE HEARING OFFICER:  And that's on the record.



10             So please continue.



11   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Thank you.  I will move on.



12             You also have in your materials that you are



13        not proposing to post a decommissioning bond.



14             Is that correct?



15   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Correct.



16   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And explain why you've chosen not to



17        propose a decommissioning bond?



18   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, this is



19        Bryan Fitzgerald.  We are bound through our lease



20        agreements with the landowner to fully



21        decommission and remove the array come the end of



22        term or face legal action.



23             It effectively acts as a decommissioning



24        assurance, and the point that us as the owner of



25        the project are legally bound to complete that
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 1        decommissioning.



 2   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Understood.  Were those leases



 3        submitted as part of the application?



 4   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  I do not believe so.



 5             This is Bryan Fitzgerald.



 6   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And those leases are contracts



 7        between private parties.  Is that correct?



 8             So if your application is approved as



 9        submitted on the area of decommissioning, there



10        is -- you're proposing no surety that can be



11        enforced by any public agency to make sure 25 or



12        35 years from now you decommission the project as



13        you're proposing.  Is that correct?



14   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  That is correct, as we are



15        again legally bound by the obligations in our



16        contracts to do so.



17   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So long as those contracts aren't



18        amended or changed or revised.  Correct?



19   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  That's correct.  And I



20        wouldn't assume a landowner would amend a contract



21        to give the tenant the latitude to do something of



22        that nature.



23   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And we haven't seen the leases, so we



24        don't know.  But there's no -- I assume there's no



25        prohibition in these private leases prohibiting
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 1        this landowner from selling its fee interest to



 2        some other landowner that may not be as interested



 3        in decommissioning.  Is that correct?



 4   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  And we're



 5        happy to share these sections of the lease



 6        agreement.  We've shared them on numerous



 7        occasions with the Siting Council in other dockets



 8        at issue.



 9   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, I would also point out



10        that the petition itself in appendix D includes a



11        full decommissioning and restoration plan.  And



12        we've also responded to the decommissioning bond



13        question in response to Council Interrogatory



14        Number 14.



15   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Yes, thank you.  Attorney



16        Baldwin, that is on the record.



17             Please continue.



18   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  In your application, you state that



19        you believe your project is inconsistent with East



20        Windsor's plan of conservation and development.



21             Is that correct?



22   MR. BALDWIN:  Inconsistent or consistent?



23             Mr. DeCrescenzo, I'm sorry.



24   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Consistent with the plan of



25        conservation and development.
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That that's correct,



 2        Mr. DeCrescenzo.  This is Brad Parsons.



 3             On page 16 of the petition, the petition



 4        states, the project conforms to the Town of East



 5        Windsor's 2016 Plan of Conservation and



 6        Development, which includes among its primary



 7        goals to promote additional local sustainability



 8        initiatives, including solar power, renewable



 9        energy, and reduction in greenhouse gas emissions



10        in the town.



11             Among these specific areas identified in



12        the -- in this plan of conservation and



13        development, considering allowing solar farms as



14        primary use throughout East Windsor; that's on



15        pages 93 and 94 of the Town's plan of conservation



16        and development, is consistent with that as



17        Section 101 of East Windsor's Solar Zoning



18        Regulations also encourages energy conservation



19        and the use of solar, and other renewable forms of



20        energy.



21   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Can you tell me whether that



22        encouragement of solar is for industrial-sized



23        solar facilities such as being proposed?  Or is it



24        limited to solar facilities within the zone that



25        are more consistent with the zone?
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 1   MR. BALDWIN:  As to the question, I don't know that my



 2        witnesses can speak to that level of detail in the



 3        plan.



 4             The section of the application that



 5        Mr. Parsons just referred to is taken right from



 6        the Plan of Development.  It speaks for itself.



 7   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  In what zone is this site in, do you



 8        know that?



 9   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, this, this



10        site is in zone R3.



11   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So it's a residential three zone.



12             Correct?



13   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That is correct.



14   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Is it your position that a



15        utility-sized solar facility like the one being



16        proposed is consistent with the residential nature



17        of everything else in the zone?



18   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  This is Bryan Fitzgerald.



19        And when you phrase it like that, maybe not, but



20        what we're doing here is more than just installing



21        a utility-scale solar farm.



22             We're also continuing agricultural use across



23        the property where we're stopping the use of



24        herbicides and pesticides across that land for the



25        next 20 years at least.
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 1             So when -- when you think of the other



 2        factors that include a continued agricultural use



 3        with no herbicide or pesticide use, I would tend



 4        to think that maybe we are consistent with some of



 5        that land use type.



 6   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But you would agree with me that this



 7        is basically an industrial use.  Correct?



 8   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  It's an industrial use --



 9        and again, this is Bryan Fitzgerald -- simply



10        because we're not just putting panels here and



11        walking away and putting crushed stone underneath



12        the array, or just running mowers through there.



13             We are continuing the agricultural use on



14        that land.  And if you -- if you consider, you



15        know, sheep farming, industrial use across a



16        parcel across the street with no solar on it, then



17        maybe.



18   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Could you describe to me the sheep



19        farming aspect of this plan?



20   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  A typical solar project,



21        think of the parcel as it sits today.  If you put



22        solar -- if you put solar out there with no sheep,



23        you have to control the vegetation.  You have to



24        control the growth.



25             In a traditional means and methods, you would
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 1        run in there with mowers or other mowing equipment



 2        and simply trim and cut the grass like individuals



 3        do with their lawns on -- on a weekly basis.  The



 4        sheep farm -- the sheep are there to alleviate the



 5        need for that.



 6             So the host farm brings in their sheep.  The



 7        project is providing feed for those sheep in the



 8        form of its meadow that's grown within the array,



 9        and the sheep are transferred from paddock to



10        paddock within the project area to control the



11        vegetation in a more sustainable means and methods



12        than using traditional mowers.



13             So there the sheep farmers are doing the same



14        thing they would do at their home farms, but



15        they're doing it across a broader, broader



16        portfolio of real estate.  You could argue land



17        that they wouldn't otherwise have access to



18        because maybe they can't compete with lease rates



19        that rye hay and tobacco are paid.



20   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  How long do the sheep stay on the



21        property?



22   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  The sheep are typically on



23        property from end of April, early May through



24        October.  And they could be rotated on and off



25        during the year for different reasons.
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 1   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So it's your testimony that the use



 2        of sheep to graze as part of the landscaping plan



 3        mitigates the industrial nature of the proposed



 4        development.



 5   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  That's effectively what I'm



 6        getting at, because there's more than just the



 7        component of putting solar out there and running



 8        away from it, and then using, you know, typical



 9        tractors and mowers to handle the vegetation.



10             And again, that's -- that's my opinion.



11   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I would also state that -- this



12        is Brad Parsons.  That you know, when you think of



13        typical industrial nature, if you're thinking of



14        an Amazon distribution warehouse, you know, or



15        some type of factory -- right?  Where you're



16        paving for parking, you're installing a building.



17             You are taking land that is, you know, a farm



18        field and turning it in to impervious area.  You



19        know, that, to us, would be more of an industrial



20        use than what is being proposed as part of this



21        project.



22   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Would you agree with me that the



23        proposed screening along Thrall Road is more



24        consistent with an industrial development than a



25        residential development?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I think that maybe is the



 2        subject -- subject to somebody's opinion.



 3   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Tell me about the interconnection



 4        system.  Does it require the installation of



 5        utility poles?



 6   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  Yes.



 7   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Or are you proposing the installation



 8        of utility poles?



 9   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Correct.  Per the



10        interconnection guidelines with Eversource Energy,



11        we would have to install utility poles for our



12        equipment and Eversource's equipment to support



13        the operations of the project.



14   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And what do those poles look like and



15        how tall are they?



16   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  They would be your standard



17        40 to 45-foot utility poles with -- with



18        three-phase infrastructure at the top of them that



19        maybe you saw today driving north.



20   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  I think one of the members of the



21        Council asked if there was a way to avoid the



22        installation of those poles and make the



23        interconnection at ground level.  Did I hear that



24        right?



25   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Bryan Fitzgerald.  You may
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 1        have heard it partially right.  In our experience



 2        working with Eversource across almost 50 to 60



 3        megawatts of approved interconnections over the



 4        last few years, we haven't been presented with an



 5        option by Eversource where we haven't uncovered an



 6        option from Eversource that completely alleviates



 7        the use of poles.



 8   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So how many poles will need to be



 9        installed to make the interconnection?



10   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  This is Bryan Fitzgerald.



11             Eight utility poles would have to be



12        installed to complete the interconnection.



13   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Eight 40-foot poles that aren't there



14        today.  Is that correct?



15             And where would they be located?



16   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, if you're



17        referencing post figure -- proposed figure three,



18        which is the proposed conditions figure, they



19        are shown.  They are shown on that figure there --



20   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yeah, I don't see them.  I guess I



21        don't see them very well because I only have an



22        eight and a half by eleven view of it.



23   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  So you could also view them



24        on the drawings, if you have those drawings as



25        well.  I can direct you to the location on there,
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 1        but if I were to look at figure three in the



 2        bottom, kind of, southwest corner of -- of the



 3        site, that the larger black line around the site,



 4        you'll see the yellow in that area, the yellow



 5        lines and dots with the -- and those are the



 6        locations of the -- the proposed utility poles.



 7   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So they're right along Thrall Road.



 8        Is that correct.  Or adjacent to Thrall Road?



 9   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That is correct.  They're



10        adjacent to Thrall Road, where the existing



11        electrical infrastructure is located.



12   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Now, have you done a glare study for



13        the panels?  First of all, how many panels are you



14        installing again?



15   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  We're installing approximately



16        9,932 panels.



17   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And these panels will move on the



18        framework.  Is that correct?



19   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.



20             That is correct.



21   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And have you done any glare study to



22        determine whether or not the panels in the fixed



23        position, or any of the movable positions will



24        create a glare condition for the surrounding



25        residential areas?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  We have



 2        not conducted a full glare study on this project,



 3        but it is our understanding that with the existing



 4        vegetation and the angles of the sun, that we



 5        don't expect there to be any, any glare issue on



 6        site.



 7   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And how can the people of East



 8        Windsor be assured of that if there's no glare



 9        study?



10   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  The panels themselves, that



11        they are -- they -- they actually have, like, a



12        tempered glass to them.  So that they're not --



13        they're almost like an anti-glare film on the



14        panels themselves as well.



15   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So that, that's all you can offer in



16        terms of your submission for issues of glare



17        pollution, that you don't think there will be any?



18             Is that what you're saying?



19   MR. BALDWIN:  I believe that's the testimony, yes.



20   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  Now, what about a training



21        plan for local emergency management people in East



22        Windsor?  I know it's referenced in the



23        application.  Do you have a specific plan on how



24        to train East Windsor first responders in case



25        there's some sort of accident, or other sort of
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 1        calamity on site?



 2   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  We don't have a specific plan



 3        in place.  We wait until the -- the project is



 4        fully -- fully constructed.  We make sure we have



 5        all of our -- our types of equipment and such that



 6        we're using on their locations and how to



 7        disconnect those in place.



 8             And once that's done, we will provide the --



 9        the first responders with any opportunity for



10        training that they -- that they would like.



11   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Would you be willing to purchase for



12        the Town of East Windsor specific equipment that



13        may be needed for this type of development?



14   MR. BALDWIN:  I'm going to object to the question.



15        It's outside the scope of this proceeding, talking



16        about emergency service equipment.



17   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  That's fair enough.



18             Will that be included in the D and M plan?



19   MR. BALDWIN:  The type of emergency service equipment



20        that the Town might need?



21   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  No, no, no.  The training plan for



22        local first responders.



23   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  If we



24        need to -- if that wants to be provided prior to



25        the start of construction, we can.  We can
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 1        Obviously provide that and make sure that it's



 2        updated upon completion of construction as well.



 3   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Now on the issue of noise, there's



 4        been a lot of questioning from the Council about



 5        this.  And I'm unclear of this.



 6             Was there a study done specific to this site?



 7   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  This is Brad Parsons.  I will



 8        let Andy speak to specifics that were -- were done



 9        for the site.



10             But as noted, we -- in addition to the noise



11        study that was included in the filing of the



12        petition, you know, a subsequential noise study



13        done by WSP, which is exhibits for identification



14        Number 5 Petition's Environmental Community Noise



15        Assessment, dated August 31, 2023, was also



16        provided that was completed by WSP.  So, yes.



17   THE WITNESS (Roland):  This is Andy Roland with WSP.



18        And to answer your question, Mr. DeCrescenzo, both



19        studies were, in fact, conducted for this site



20        specifically.



21   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Thank you.  Have you had any



22        discussions with the property owner about any



23        willingness to enter into any agricultural



24        easements on other properties in East Windsor to



25        offset the use of this site for the next 35 years?
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 1   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, this question was asked



 2        and answered in the interrogatory responses



 3        provided to the Town specifically.  I would refer



 4        Mr. DeCrescenzo to that response.



 5   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Which response was it, Attorney



 6        Baldwin?



 7   MR. BALDWIN:  It's question 21.



 8   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.



 9             Mr. DeCrescenzo, please refer to the response



10        to 21.



11   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yeah, in that response you state that



12        you're unaware of any plans by the site owner to



13        offer agricultural easements across other lands



14        that it owns in East Windsor.  I guess my



15        question, and following up on our interrogatory



16        question is whether you would be willing to



17        undertake that initiative?



18             I mean, we're losing a lot of farmland here



19        for a very long time.  I direct your attention to



20        Figure 2, existing conditions.  And on that you



21        depict two types of farmland, prime farmland



22        soils, and then statewide important farmland



23        soils.  Can you tell me how large the prime



24        farmland soil area is on the site?



25   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, again I would refer





                                113

�









 1        Mr. DeCrescenzo to the Department of Agriculture



 2        letter dated March 23, 2023, in which they



 3        identify the amount of prime farmland soil as 18.1



 4        acres.



 5   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  How much is it?



 6   MR. BALDWIN:  18.1 acres.



 7   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.



 8   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  In looking at your application and



 9        other submissions, there will be direct visibility



10        from some of the homes surrounding the site after



11        the project is built.  Did I read that correctly?



12   THE WITNESS (Fitzgerald):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, this is



13        Bryan Fitzgerald.



14             Yes, I believe you read that correctly.



15   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And could you tell us on referring to



16        figure two -- excuse me, figure three, which homes



17        will have direct visibility into the site?



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  Mr. DeCrescenzo, this is --



19        this is Brad Parsons.  I'd actually like to refer



20        you to exhibit -- or attachment N -- N10 of the



21        petition, which shows in the photo viewshed which



22        areas will have visibility, potential seasonal



23        visibility through the site.



24             And mainly, the -- the major visibility is



25        the properties located to the southeast along
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 1        Thrall Road.



 2   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yeah, and the way I'm looking at



 3        figure three, you're not proposing any screening



 4        there.  Is that correct?



 5   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I would say that's incorrect,



 6        Mr. DeCrescenzo.  This is Brad Parsons.  That's



 7        exactly where we're proposing the screening.  All



 8        along that area in yellow to mitigate the



 9        visibility, and then again going back to -- to



10        that same appendix N, existing photo 1 and



11        proposed photo 1, pages 4 and 5 of that PDF



12        showing -- showing that existing and then proposed



13        photo simulation.



14   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  I guess I'm not seeing it on figure



15        three.  I'm looking at the house in the left-hand



16        corner, two or three houses in the left-hand



17        corner of the picture, or the figure that are



18        along Thrall Road; that there's existing



19        vegetation there, but it doesn't appear that



20        you're adding anything to that along the fence



21        line.  Am I reading that incorrectly?



22   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  No, no.  That that would be



23        correct, Mr. DeCrescenzo.  We're -- we're showing



24        that existing vegetation that exists along that



25        southern property line will -- will be maintained
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 1        in that section.



 2             I would also like to point out that the



 3        contours themselves actually go -- go up along



 4        that section as well as you get to the southern



 5        property line there.  So here our -- actually, on



 6        top of the vegetation, there is almost an existing



 7        berm along that southern property line that here



 8        you're specifically referring to.



 9   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  And is that a deciduous vegetation,



10        or evergreen, or a mixture?  Or what is it?



11   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It's my understanding, it's a



12        mixture.  Brad Parsons.



13   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  Certainly, during some months



14        of the year, it will not be as effective in



15        visually screening the site as it may be in the



16        middle of the summer.



17             Am I depicting that correctly?



18   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  If that is correct, it may



19        have -- it may have some limited seasonal,



20        seasonal views there.



21   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Well, you would agree with me that



22        you do have the room, it looks like, to put a



23        visual barrier along your fence line in that area



24        to help screen off your solar array from those



25        homes during periods of the year when the
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 1        deciduous existing screen doesn't do the job.



 2   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  That there may be some, some



 3        ability for that, however, you know, the contours



 4        on that, that southern side there when -- when I



 5        look at -- at the survey that was done for the



 6        property, the elevations on that, on that southern



 7        side significantly increase as you're -- you're



 8        moving to -- to the south there, so -- and then



 9        ultimately come back down towards, towards Thrall



10        road.



11             And so you almost have an existing natural --



12        natural berm in that location.  And in my --



13   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  But the project site is higher than



14        the elevation of the homes.  Correct?



15   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  It could be slightly -- but it



16        could be slightly, and that maybe -- again, there



17        may be some seasonal views at the end of the day,



18        correct.



19   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Okay.  And getting back to the



20        concept of protecting an offsetting amount of



21        farmland somewhere else in East Windsor, have you



22        considered entering into any agreements with other



23        land owners to provide the Town of East Windsor



24        with an agricultural open space easement of a like



25        amount to offset for this, this proposed project?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Parsons):  I would say -- this is Brad



 2        Parsons -- the letter from the Department of



 3        Agriculture that Mr. Baldwin referred to earlier



 4        dated March 23, 2023, you know, specifically says



 5        that such project will not necessarily affect the



 6        status of such land as prime farmland.



 7             Additionally, we are proposing -- Bryan can



 8        talk about it in more detail.  We are proposing



 9        the use to continue farming the site as a



10        livestock grazing, and that is farming.



11   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes, but it's going to have 9,000



12        solar panels on it for 35 years.  And what we're



13        asking, the Town is asking is have you considered



14        mitigating the effect of the industrial type



15        development you're proposing in the R3 zone by



16        protecting land elsewhere from a similar type



17        development?



18   MR. BALDWIN:  To the question, first of all, we've



19        responded to the question in the interrogatory



20        responses.  And again, based on the testimony



21        provided, the Department of Agriculture has



22        determined that this will not adversely impact



23        farmland, prime farmland, and statewide important



24        farmland at the property.



25             So mitigation is not necessary.
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 1   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  So the answer is no?  Okay.



 2   MR. BALDWIN:  I just refer you to the record,



 3        Mr. DeCrescenzo, that information is -- we



 4        responded to the question in the interrogatories



 5        and we rely on the letter from the Department of



 6        Agriculture.



 7   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Understood.



 8   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin.



 9        They've answered the question, so let's move on.



10   MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.



11   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.



12   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  I have no further questions at this



13        time.



14   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good.  Thank you, Attorney



15        DeCrescenzo.



16             We will now continue with the appearance of



17        the Town of East Windsor.  Will the Town present



18        its witness panel for the purpose of taking the



19        oath?



20             And we will have Attorney Bachman taking the



21        administrative oath.



22   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes, we have one witness, Jason



23        Bowsza, who is the First Selectman of the Town of



24        East Windsor.



25   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.
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 1             Attorney Bachman, would you swear in the



 2        witness, please?



 3   MS. BACHMAN:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.



 4   (FIRST SELECTMAN)  J A S O N    B O W S Z A,



 5             called as a witness, being sworn by



 6             THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, was examined and



 7             testified under oath as follows:



 8



 9   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Bachman.



10             Please begin by verifying all the exhibits by



11        the appropriate sworn witness.



12   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Mr. Bowsza, you submitted a letter to



13        the Siting Council.  I'd ask you to review that



14        letter and indicate whether or not that is in your



15        writing?



16   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yes, sir, it is.



17   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  I offer it as a full exhibit.



18   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Anything else?  You have four



19        exhibits listed in the hearing program.



20   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Yes, I'm sorry, I apologize.  We also



21        have the interrogatory responses, the Planning and



22        Zoning Commission comments dated May 4th, the



23        request for party status, and Town's request for



24        public hearing.



25             We'd offer those as full exhibits.
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 1   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you.



 2   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Thank you.  Is First Selectman Bowsza



 3        accepting those as his testimony?



 4   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  I do.



 5   MR. DeCRESCENZO:  Very good.  Does the petitioner



 6        object to the admission of the Town of East



 7        Windsor's exhibits?



 8             Attorney Baldwin?



 9   MR. BALDWIN:  Mr. Morissette, did you hear me?



10             I'm sorry, I said no objection.



11   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Very good, thank you.  The



12        exhibits are hereby admitted.



13             We'll now begin with cross-examination of the



14        Town of East Windsor by the Council, starting with



15        Mr. Perrone, followed by Mr. Silvestri.



16             Mr. Perrone?



17   MR. PERRONE:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.  First



18        Selectman Bowsza, my questions will be centered on



19        your letter and also the 2016 Town Plan of



20        Conservation and Development.



21   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Okay.



22   MR. PERRONE:  Referring to the Town's letter, on page



23        2, second paragraph, it states the project would



24        disrupt the Town's scenic road loop, and it



25        references the Town Plan of Conservation and
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 1        Development.  On page 20 of the POCD, at the



 2        bottom of the page, it states the beginnings of a



 3        scenic loop road have also been envisioned.



 4             My question is, what further action has the



 5        Town taken since 2016 to establish the scenic



 6        loop?



 7   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  That would be the purview of the



 8        Planning and Zoning Commission.



 9   MR. PERRONE:  Looking at the conceptual scenic road



10        loop in the POCD on page 22, is it the intent to



11        have an additional layer of scenic road regulation



12        along this entire conceptual route?



13   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  The regulations, again, are



14        subject to the Planning and Zoning Commission.



15        We'll say that two years ago, as part of the



16        Town's strategy to allocate our American Rescue



17        Plan Act funds, we sent out a community-wide



18        survey to about 9,000 residences and got about 700



19        responses back.



20             Included in those responses were a high



21        priority on passive recreation, esthetics,



22        beautification within the town, walkways, biking



23        trails, hiking trails.



24             So it does -- the plan of conservation and



25        development continues to be representative of
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 1        where the interests of the community are as



 2        recently as that survey.



 3   MR. PERRONE:  The project site is zoned residential.



 4        How would the residential zoning of that site



 5        affect the conceptual scenic road loop?



 6   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  It would fit in within it.



 7   MR. PERRONE:  Are there zoning regulations in place



 8        that offer protections to the conceptual scenic



 9        road loop?



10   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yes.



11   MR. PERRONE:  How would the project affect the



12        conceptual scenic road loop, given that



13        landscaping is proposed to mitigate views of the



14        facility?



15   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  I think as came up during



16        Attorney DeCrescenzo's cross-examination, the type



17        of landscaping that is proposed would be



18        disruptive to what we're trying to work towards.



19             You know, a thousand-foot wall of arborvitae



20        along an area that's traditionally farming and



21        agriculture doesn't run in concert with what the



22        natural landscape is, and what the heritage is and



23        what the -- the culture of that area is.



24             It becomes a wall by another name.



25   MR. PERRONE:  On page 25 of the POCD, it states that
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 1        the Town should consider a scenic road ordinance.



 2        Has the town developed and implemented such an



 3        ordinance?



 4   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  No.



 5   MR. PERRONE:  Are there any scenic roads adjacent to



 6        the site?



 7   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yes.



 8   MR. PERRONE:  Could you identify those?



 9   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Well, let me -- let me ask, can



10        you -- can you define scenic?  Is there a specific



11        definition?  Or is it based on the typical



12        topography and landscaping in the area?



13   MR. PERRONE:  A locally designated scenic road.



14   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  So I would consider Clark Road,



15        Frog Hollow Road, Miller Road, Rockville Road, all



16        to be scenic and they're all adjacent to the --



17        the subject site.



18   MR. PERRONE:  Has the Town developed village plans as



19        recommended by the POCD on page 40?



20   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yes.



21   MR. PERRONE:  According to the POCD, the conceptual



22        Windsorville Village District Plan does not



23        contain the site parcel on page 43.  Was the



24        village plan boundary modified to include the site



25        parcel after the POCD was issued?
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 1   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  No, but let me clarify what



 2        those maps are -- are talking about.  So East



 3        Windsor is made up of five villages.  There's



 4        Melrose, Broad Brook, Windsorville, Scantic, and



 5        Warehouse Point.  Those five comprise East



 6        Windsor.



 7             What -- what these maps indicate is if you



 8        were to basically Google Windsorville Center, that



 9        is what would pop up is that intersection there.



10        But in terms of family heritage, it's more



11        expansive than that.



12             The same thing holds true with Broad Brook.



13        The same thing holds true with the other three



14        villages as well.  There is -- there are very



15        unique characteristics about each of the five



16        villages.



17             And while -- and I'll also tell you quite



18        honestly, the subject parcel that you're talking



19        about with Petition 1572 barely is not in what is



20        referenced in -- in page 43.  It's actually -- I



21        believe it's the adjacent parcel to it.



22             So I mean, you're really talking about a



23        distinction of Google Maps.



24   MR. PERRONE:  There was discussion earlier about



25        landscape plantings and fence design.  With
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 1        respect to the project, does the Town have any



 2        preferences on fence design?



 3   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Well, so your question is



 4        predicated on the notion we're supportive of the



 5        project, which we are not.  So our preference



 6        would be that there be no screening at all,



 7        because there is -- there is no fence design at



 8        all, because there is actually no project there.



 9             That said, I'll answer the question I think



10        you asked, which is if there were to be something



11        there, we want something that would be



12        aesthetically compatible with the existing area as



13        can be, something that's unobtrusive, something



14        that's natural, something that looks like it



15        belongs there, not something that looks like it



16        was placed there.



17             But that said, I'm still not saying that



18        we're in any way interested in seeing it there at



19        all.  We like the -- the esthetics as they are.



20   MR. PERRONE:  Thank you.  That's all I have.



21   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Perrone.



22             We'll now continue with cross-examination by



23        Mr. Silvestri, followed by Mr. Golembiewski.



24             Mr. Silvestri?



25   MR. SILVESTRI:  Thank you, Mr. Morissette.
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 1             Good afternoon, First Selectman Bowsza.



 2   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Hello.  How are you, sir?



 3   MR. SILVESTRI:  We're doing okay, thank you.  I just



 4        wanted to follow up on your letter on page 2.



 5        This is a letter dated September 6th.  And if you



 6        go down to the very end of the fourth paragraph,



 7        there's two sentences -- or two concepts that I



 8        want to discuss with you.  One of them is the



 9        aesthetic degradation that you mentioned.



10             Could you define that a little bit for me?



11   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  You're talking about the fourth



12        paragraph of the letter, or the fourth paragraph



13        of the page?



14   MR. SILVESTRI:  Fourth paragraph of page 2.  It begins



15        with, the Town has been working collaboratively.



16   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Yeah.  Okay.  So when these



17        projects go in, they -- they materially change the



18        way that a community looks, or that a



19        neighborhood, where they're sited looks.  And what



20        we're working with, there is a group of concerned



21        citizens with whom we are working closely to make



22        sure that we're considering all of the concerns of



23        the people that I represent.



24             And one of the concerns is that many of us,



25        myself included, live in East Windsor because of
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 1        its rural charm, because of the small-town feel,



 2        the open agricultural fields.  And what we're



 3        seeing is, particularly in the case of East



 4        Windsor, is for whatever reason we have become a



 5        magnet for these solar developments, and it's --



 6        it's against our will, and it's changing the way



 7        that we all view our own community.



 8             It's changing the reason why many people live



 9        here.  And we're trying to -- to work



10        collaboratively between the Town's resources and



11        the -- the interests of our citizens to express to



12        you folks as the decision makers that we -- we



13        don't like this.  We have been asked to do more



14        than is rightfully imposed on any one community.



15             So that's what I'm trying to get to with the



16        use of the phrase "aesthetic degradation."



17   MR. SILVESTRI:  So in a sense, if I understand



18        correctly, if it's not rural, it would be in the



19        category of aesthetic degradation?



20   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  In that section of town, yes.



21        But if it were along -- if there were some sort of



22        a development along Route 5 or along Route 140,



23        which are our two economic development designated



24        areas, we'd be more open to that because that fits



25        with the concept of smart growth.  That fits with
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 1        where we all understand the type of commercial



 2        development need go.



 3             In the Melrose section, really the Broad



 4        Brook section and in the Windsorville section, if



 5        you're going to see development there, it's --



 6        it's most appropriately housing.



 7             It's -- we prefer it to stay open and



 8        farmland, but if there's going to be development



 9        of some sort, it's residential that's appropriate



10        with the -- the contours and the feelings of those



11        areas.  Along 140 and along Route 5, those are



12        major commercial -- commercial quarters for us.



13        And so if there were a development along those,



14        there's a different response from the community



15        because it's expected there.



16             It's not expected in this area when you have



17        people who five, six, seven years ago bought homes



18        and they expected they're going to have the views



19        that they are accustomed to.  And maybe someday



20        they're going to get some neighbors and there will



21        be some kids throwing a baseball in the backyard.



22             They don't expect to live next door to a



23        power plant.



24   MR. SILVESTRI:  Then going back to a response that you



25        gave to Mr. Perrone a few minutes ago, you
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 1        mentioned the thousand-foot wall of Arborvitae.  I



 2        would take it that, in your opinion, that would



 3        fall into the aesthetic degradation category for



 4        this area.  Correct?



 5   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Correct.  And it just doesn't



 6        fit there.  It just doesn't look like this is what



 7        nature made for us and how we have been stewards



 8        of that area.  It looks more like somebody put



 9        this here and they're hiding something.



10             And I can point to real world examples where



11        you can see the same thing.  If you're familiar



12        with Palisade -- Palisades Avenue -- Palisado



13        Avenue in the town of Windsor, if you're driving



14        by it, there's a property that's about two acres



15        in width that is a wall of Arborvitae.  And it



16        looks righteously out of place with the rest of



17        that historic neighborhood.



18             And the reason that that wall of Arborvitae



19        is there is because somebody actually is hiding



20        something behind it.  There they're storing some



21        sort of construction or landscape equipment in an



22        otherwise residential area.  We don't want that



23        here.



24   MR. SILVESTRI:  No.  Thank you for that response as



25        well.
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 1             One other question I have for you goes back



 2        to that fourth paragraph again where you mentioned



 3        groundwater contamination.  And I'd just like a



 4        clarification on that as to what you might be



 5        looking at or thinking about for groundwater



 6        contamination.



 7   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  Well, I -- I think this was



 8        addressed in one of Attorney DeCrescenzo's



 9        cross-examination questions.  Most of that --



10        well, actually all of that portion of



11        Windsorville, to my knowledge, is on private



12        wells.



13             And so if groundwater -- if there's



14        groundwater contaminants that gets into wells that



15        are the result of 1500 puncture wounds into the



16        soil, that creates a very righteous public health



17        concern amongst people who again had an



18        opportunity not to expect that to be a problem for



19        them.



20             And you know, so we're -- we are concerned



21        about vulnerability of drinking water.  And it's



22        very expensive, nigh prohibitive, to run city



23        water to all aspects of East Windsor.



24             We're doing a project now where we're going



25        to extend city water by a little less than -- a
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 1        little less than probably 1200 feet.  That's going



 2        to cost us about $5 million to get it all the way



 3        out to where this project may impact people.  And



 4        there's -- there are many homes in the area.  It



 5        would be -- it would be just an unattainable task.



 6   MR. SILVESTRI:  Very good.  Thank you for your



 7        responses.



 8             Mr. Morissette, that's all the questions I



 9        have.  And I thank you.



10   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Silvestri.



11             We'll now continue with cross-examination by



12        Mr. Golembiewski.  Mr. Golembiewski?



13   MR. GOLEMBIEWSKI:  Thank you.  Mr. Morissette.



14             I have no questions.



15   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Mr. Golembiewski.



16             First Selectman Bowsza, I do not have any



17        questions either.  Thank you for your time and the



18        responses to the questions that we have had here



19        this afternoon.



20             We will now continue with cross-examination



21        of the Town of East Windsor by the petitioner,



22        Attorney Baldwin.



23   MR. BALDWIN:  I have a couple of questions.  Mr.



24        Bowsza, I think I heard some conflicting testimony



25        as it relates to the scenic road issue that was
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 1        asked earlier.  There was discussion about



 2        Mr. Perrone's question that the conceptual scenic



 3        road plan and the plan of development, and you



 4        said -- I thought you said that there was -- no



 5        such regulations have been developed since 2016.



 6             You said it was in the purview of the



 7        Planning and Zoning Commission?



 8   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  I didn't say whether -- I didn't



 9        say whether or not they had been adopted.  I



10        simply said they were in the purview of the



11        Planning and Zoning Commission, not the Board of



12        Selectmen.



13   MR. BALDWIN:  Then you said that the zoning regulations



14        to protect scenic roads was in place.  Can you



15        identify which section of the regulations that is?



16   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  If I said that, I misstated



17        that, because that is not what I had intended to



18        say -- nor is it what I believe I did say.



19   MR. BALDWIN:  Okay.  So there, there are no scenic road



20        ordinances or regulations in place currently in



21        the Town of East Windsor?



22   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  There are no scenic road



23        ordinances, which I can speak to, because that



24        isn't the purview of my board.  I cannot speak to



25        what is -- what in the purview of the Planning and
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 1        Zoning Commission.  That was the distinction I was



 2        making, sir.



 3   MR. BALDWIN:  As of your knowledge, Thrall Road today



 4        is not a designated scenic road in the Town of



 5        East Windsor.  Correct?



 6   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  What do you mean by designated?



 7   MR. BALDWIN:  Has the Town of East Windsor designated



 8        Thrall Road as a scenic road, formally?



 9   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  If you mean, have we put a sign



10        up saying that this is like a village district?



11             The answer to that is no.



12   MR. BALDWIN:  And again, there's no ordinance in place



13        that identifies Thrall Road as a scenic road in



14        the town of East Windsor?



15   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  That is correct.



16   MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.



17             Just a quick question about your concern for,



18        I think the term you used was "this area of town."



19        Not far from this area of town are two other



20        projects that the Siting Council approved.  One of



21        them in Docket 492 is the Gravel Pit Solar



22        Facility.  That's a facility that is encompassing



23        and developing 485 acres of East Windsor property.



24             Did you express any concerns about wells,



25        impacts of development of groundwater in that
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 1        docket?  And if so, I see a letter in the docket



 2        that refers -- from you, that states that the Town



 3        of East Windsor strongly supported that project.



 4             Were you concerned about the wells and



 5        groundwater for the 485-acre gravel pit solar



 6        project?



 7   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  So it's important to recognize



 8        the distinction between where this property is in



 9        relation to residences and where the gravel pit



10        solar project is in relation to residences.



11             Particularly, there is -- the gravel pit



12        project is located in its closest proximity to a



13        major area of residential units on -- on a very



14        old, either a brownfield landfill or a gravel pit,



15        which is where it gets its name from.



16             That the northern half of that project is all



17        brownfield contaminated area, that that is away



18        from most residences.  It's not changing any



19        esthetics.  It's not changing any neighborhood



20        feel.  It's -- it's mostly obstructed from public



21        view.



22             This is something that is going to have a



23        material impact on the way people view their homes



24        and -- and are having their homes viewed.



25   MR. BALDWIN:  In the gravel pit solar record is a
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 1        letter from the Department of Agriculture that



 2        says that the project will convert approximately



 3        230 acres of prime farmland, existing agricultural



 4        uses for growing crops and feed corn, shade



 5        tobacco and vegetables as a part of that



 6        development.



 7             230 of the 485 acres is prime farmland, and



 8        yet you strongly supported that project?



 9   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  For -- for the reasons that I



10        stated about the gravel pit itself, but also



11        because of the attractive nuisance that that



12        parcel had provided to illegal ATV use and other



13        illicit activities, to including locations where



14        people would be trespassing and in one instance



15        someone was, a young 15-year-old girl was killed



16        there riding -- riding an ATV.



17             The parcel itself was too expansive for any



18        one police department or any -- several police



19        departments to be able to cordon off.  And so one



20        of the requirements that's put -- put in place by



21        Federal Electric Regulatory Commission is that the



22        project be screened, be fenced.



23             And so that will curtail what has been a



24        public safety and a public health nuisance to the



25        Town for -- I'm going to say 30 years, probably
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 1        longer.  It -- it is a problem.



 2   MR. BALDWIN:  Proposed as a part of its approval of



 3        this project, a requirement through the D and M,



 4        the development and management plan, a requirement



 5        that East Windsor Solar II investigate area wells,



 6        proximity to area wells, and establish a plan for



 7        evaluation of those wells to avoid impacts.



 8             Would you be supportive of that condition?



 9   THE WITNESS (Bowsza):  I think that absolutely should



10        be a condition.



11   MR. BALDWIN:  Thank you.



12             I have no further questions, Mr. Morissette.



13   THE HEARING OFFICER:  Thank you, Attorney Baldwin and



14        thank you First Selectman Bowsza.



15             That concludes our hearing for this



16        afternoon.  The Council will recess until 6:30



17        p.m.  At which time we will commence with the



18        public comment session of this public hearing.



19        Thank you everyone, and enjoy your dinner.



20             And we will see you at 6:30.



21



22                         (End:  4:46 p.m.)



23



24



25
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21
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