
SUPERVISOR 

To  of Coxatitte 
COUNTY OF GREENE 

1 6 REED STREET 

COXSACKIE, NEW YORK 12051 

June 24, 2018 

Hon. Kathleen H. Burgess 
Secretary to the Commission 
New York State Public Service Commission 
Empire State Plaza 
Agency Building 3 
Albany, NY 12223-1350 

Re: Use of Article 10 in Hecate Greene's projects for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility 
and Public Need pursuant to Article 10 of the Public Service Law for the construction of a facility 
located in the Town and Village of Coxsackie, Greene County, Master Matter case no. 17-F-0619 

Dear Secretary Burgess: 

The enclosed letters concur with and endorse my revised letter of 22 June 2018, in which I argue 
that Hecate Greene's projects are ineligible for consideration under Article 10 of the New York 
State Public Service Law. Included herein are letters of endorsement from the following: 

• John Faso, U.S. Congressman, 19th Congressional District of New York State 
• The Greene County Legislature (all members) 
• George Amedore, State Senator, 46th State Senate District 
• Chris Tague, Assemblyman, 102nd Assembly District 
• Mark Evans, Village of Coxsackie Mayor 

On the afternoon of 22 June, Hecate Greene abruptly modified the facility layout to remove all 
arrays from the Greene County #2 site. These arrays were added to the other two sites. Because 
Hecate Greene retains the right to build on Greene County #2 at a future date--and may do so 
if they are unable to use adequate portions of Greene County #1 or #3----this change does not 
affect the argument or purpose of this letter. Additionally, the sudden and extensive nature of 
this change leaves the stability of project plans in doubt. 

We ask that these letters be presented to the Administrative Law Judge for case no. 17-F-0619 
and that a ruling to be made at the judge's earliest convenience. 

Res tf / 

• 

icha Hanse 

Supervisor 

Continued... 
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cc w/encl: John Faso, US Congressman, 19 h̀ Congressional District of New York State 
The Greene County Legislature 
State Senator George Amedore, 46th State Senate Districct 
Chris Tague, Assemblyman, 102nd Assembly District 
Mark Evans, Village of Coxsackie Mayor 
Richard Hanse, Coxsackie Town Supervisor 
Rene VanSchaack, Executive Director, Greene County Industrial Development Agency 
Lorna Gillings, Consumer Advocacy and Education, Dept. of Public Service, Office of 
Consumer Services 
Heather Behnke, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel 
Cassandra Partyka, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel 
Kim Rose, Spokesperson for Saving Greene: Citizens for Sensible Solar 
John Lyons and Kim Garrison, Attorneys for Saving Greene 
Scenic Hudson 



SUPERVISOR 

Tam of Coxarttie 
COUNTY OF GREENE 

1 6 REED STREET 

COXSACKIE, NEW YORK 12051 

22 June 2018 

Hon. Kathleen H. Burgess 
Secretary to the Commission 
New York State Public Service Commission 
Empire State Plaza 
Agency Building 3 
Albany, NY 12223-1350 

Re: Hecate Greene projects should not be eligible for review under Article 10. Application of Hecate 
Energy Greene 1 LLC, Hecate Energy Greene 2 LLC, and Hecate Energy Greene 3 LLC for a 
Certificate of Environmental Compatibility and Public Need pursuant to Article 10 of the Public 
Service Law for the construction of a solar electric generating facility located in the Town and Village 
of Coxsackie, Greene County, Master Matter case no. 17-F-0619 (revised) 

Dear Secretary Burgess: 

[This letter replaces my letter of 26 May 2018 and is based on updated information available to me. 
This replacement does not alter the conclusion of my original letter nor my request that commission 
staff determine that the Hecate projects should not be under review for an Article 10 proceeding. 
Please note that I have yet to receive a response to this request.] 

On behalf of Coxsackie's residents, business community, and other taxpayers, we respectfully request 
that commission staff determine that the Hecate Greene projects, currently case 17-F-0619, do not fall 
under the jurisdiction of Article 10 of the New York State Public Service Law ("Article 10"). The test 
for public need cannot be met when placed in the context of the irremediable and irretrievable harm to 
our community and its economic future, and there is no possibility of environmental compatibility. 
This project clearly lies outside the jurisdiction of an Article, 10 proceeding and merely employs the 
guise that three plants are "interconnected" in order to pass the threshold of Article 10 eligibility. 

In reality, these are three demonstrably separate projects that, if allowed to proceed any further, would 
circumvent and nullify our home rule authority, the bedrock of municipal sovereignty under New York 
State law. Accepting this application and commencing substantive review would constitute an 
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enormous and unnecessary waste of time, effort, and money by the Public Service Commission, our 
municipality, and all of the project stakeholders. 

The three projects for which Hecate Greene is applying are distinct and discrete, as evidenced by the 
following results of our constituents' research: 

• The sites included in the three proposals are not adjacent or contiguous. 
• These properties are located in residential districts, but each site has different zoning: Town of 

Coxsackie rural residential (RR), Village of Coxsackie residential, and Town of Coxsackie 
residential/agricultural (RA1). None of the land is situated in industrial or mixed-use districts, as 
the applicant has incorrectly claimed on previous occasions. 

• The three projects are fi led under different corporate structures. 
• It appears that each project will have separate financing. 
• The applicants have indicated that the power generated by these sites will be sold to different 

customers, with 20 MW of the total 50 MW production being sold to utility companies in New 
England. In other words, Hecate Greene----an out-of-state developer--intends to sell valuable 
renewable energy outside the state, and this portion of the project's production will not contribute 
directly to the effort to meet New York State's Clean Energy Standard. 

• The underlying lease holders are different for each property. 
• The local jurisdictions of the three parcels are different. 
• Two of the three projects have different interconnection points with Central Hudson's 

infrastructure, invalidating the argument that the project is truly interconnected and therefore meets 

the threshold for an Article 10 proceeding. 
• The individual sites have unique characteristics that require different environmental reviews, such 

as a study of grassland habitat for endangered and threatened species. 

• Hecate Greene has publicly stated that they expect to sell the three project sites separately after 
construction. 

Hecate Greene is trying to combine these projects in order to meet the threshold for an Article 10 

proceeding. This attempt is fatally flawed due to the projects' individual status in the New York 

Independent System Operator (NYISO) interconnection queue, where they were added in the 

following sequence: 

1. On 6 September 2016, Hecate Greene submitted an interconnection request (IR) for Greene County 

I, nominally 20 MW onto Central Hudson's Coxsackie-North Catskill 69 kV line. 

2. At the same time, Hecate Greene filed an IR for Greene County II, a 10 MW Distribution Voltage 

(13.8 kV) project, onto Central Hudson's Coxsackie substation. 

3. On 10 January 2017, Hecate Greene filed an additional IR for Greene County III, proposing a 20 

MW interconnection onto Central Hudson's 69 kV North Catskill-Coxsackie line. 

Clearly these were filed as entirely separate projects due to the NYSIO interconnection review and 

approval process, which reaches a critical threshold at 20 MW. Beyond 20 MW, the process is no 

longer streamlined and expedited. When deciding how to file 1Rs with NYISO, Hecate Greene clearly 
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chose the expedited process; therefore the company would have known at the time that it had forfeited 

any opportunity to seek Article 10 siting at a later point in time. 

Hecate Greene is attempting to circumvent home rule by combining these separate projects into a 
single one. Their obvious intention in doing so is to avoid community review and approval. This 
attempt must not be validated by the Commission's continued review under Article 10. Combining 

these obviously disparate placeholders within NYSIO's regulatory purview would only serve to make 

NYSIO complicit in the misrepresentation inherent in Hecate Greene's Article 10 application. Not one 

of these separate projects crosses the threshold for eligibility under Article 10. Therefore Hecate 

Greene's application is void and must be terminated immediately. 

Hecate Greene itself has made it abundantly clear that the project is ineligible for Article 10 review. It 

has stated: 

"The Facility is expected to have three off-take agreements (two for approximately 20 MW and 

one for approximately 10 MW) with potential purchasers of its energy and/or renewable energy 

credits, as well as potentially three financing structures. 

"Therefore, Hecate Greene believes at this time it would be most efficient that it propose in the 

Article 10 application that three sets of certificate conditions be developed as part of the requested 

Article 10 certificate; one set applicable to each applicant, although the certificate conditions may 

likely be identical. 

"Since all the features of the Facility will be located in the same general Facility Area, share certain 

infrastructure, and be assessed for environmental benefits as a whole, it should, therefore, he 

considered under a single Article 10 proceeding. Hecate Greene will work closely with the state 

agency staff and other appropriate stakeholders staff to ensure the proposed facility is appropriately 

assessed as a whole, while recognizing the need for separate certificate conditions." 

Nor can Hecate Greene claim that the need to increase renewable energy resources justifies the 

blatantly improper use of Article 10 for proposals that are simply ineligible. In fact, the opposite is 

true. If Hecate Greene's application for these projects is not promptly rejected as being outside the 

jurisdiction of Article 10, the bitter and painful experience of having Hecate Greene run roughshod 

over our community will diminish future opportunities for us to work cooperatively with future 

developers. Instead of having to fight to defend our quality of life, we should have the chance to set in 

place a responsible long-term plan that develops solar capacity far beyond what is described in Hecate 

Greene's proposals. All of our renewable energy development can be properly sited to avoid ruining 

irreplaceable natural resources, economic assets, and the attractiveness of our community for 

investment in sustainability. 

Finally, we would respectfully note that certain aspects of Article 10 are outdated and out of step with 

the need for community-directed sustainability planning and development. When Article 10 was 

enacted in 2011, the intention was to address a perceived need to find a balance between encouraging 

development of new assets compatible with the New York State Energy Plan and respecting 

community input. 
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The overwhelming need to provide access to clean energy options for millions of New York families, 
businesses, institutions, and municipalities will require investment on a scale that dwarfs state funding 
through rate-payer funds. After the Commission has terminated the improper proceeding apparent in 
this case, we strongly urge the immediate review of any additional cases of a similar nature, so that a 
healthier and more pruductive environment can prevail while our legislative leaders go about the 
necessary reform and updating of this article in the Public Service Law. 

Richard K. Hanse 

Town Supervisor 

cc: Greene County Legislature 
Greene County IDA 
Mark Evans, Mayor, Village of Coxsackie 
State Senator George Amedore 
Assemblyman Chris Tague, 102nd District 
Congressman John Faso, 19th District 
Kim Rose, representative of Saving Greene: Citizens for Sensible Solar 
John Lyons/Kim Garrison, Grant & Lyons, attorneys for Saving Greene 
Lorna Gillings, Consumer Advocacy and Education 
Department of Public Service Office of Consumer Services 
Heather Behnke, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel 
Cassandra Partyka, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel 
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Village of Coxorkie 
119 Mansion Street, Coxsackie, N.Y. 12051-1018 

Phone: (518) 731-2718 Fax: (518) 731-2231 
www.villageofcoxsackie.com 

Hon. Kathleen H. Burgess 
Secretary to the Commission 
New York State Public Service Commission 
Empire State Plaza 

Agency Building 3 
Albany, NY 12223-1350 

June 21, 2018 

MAYOR 
Mark R. Evans 

TRUSTEES 
Stephen Hanse 
Donald Daoust 

Joseph Ellis 
Dianne Ringwald 

Re: Use of Article 10 in Hecate Greene's projects for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility 
and Public Need pursuant to Article 10 of the Public Service Law for the construction of a facility 
located in the Town and Village of Coxsackie, Greene County, Master Matter case no. 17-F-0619 

Dear Secretary Burgess: 

I am the Mayor of the Village of Coxsackie, a historical riverfront community located in Greene County. 
We have studied Hecate Greene's plans to build three adjacent but separately applied for solar arrays 
associated with its 50-megawatt Greene County Solar Proposal. 

One of the three Hecate sites would incorporate land located within the village that has available water 
and sewer infrastructure. This location is adjacent to a quiet, established residential neighborhood and this 
parcel also includes areas of New York State-regulated freshwater wetlands. 

Hecate Greene is attempting to avoid the local municipal approval process by combining three separate 
and distinct facilities into a single project that meets the threshold for Article 10 siting. 

The Public Service Commission should discontinue at once any consideration of the Greene County Solar 
Proposal under Article 10. It is apparent that Hecate Greene intends to use Article 10 to prevent our local 
municipalities from deciding for themselves how these arrays will affect the quality of life enjoyed by 
residents and the overall impact such facilities will have on our community. 

The Village of Coxsackie deserves the opportunity to work with developers in such a way that our 
community remains one of Greene County and the region's most desirable locations in which to reside 
and do business. 

Respectfully, 

Mark R. Evans 
Mayor 

This institution is an equal opportunity employer. To file a complaint of discrimination, write to: 
USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 
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cc: Trustees — Village of Coxsackie 
John Faso, Congressman, 19th District 
State Senator George Amedore 

Chris Tague, Assemblyman, 102❑d District 
Richard Hanse, Supervisor, Town of Coxsackie 
Greene County Legislature 
Rene VanSchaack, Executive Director, Greene County Industrial Development Agency 
Lorna Gillings, Consumer Advocacy and Education, Department of Public Service Office of 
Consumer Services 

Heather Behnke, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel 
Cassandra Partyka, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel 
Kim Rose, Saving Greene: Citizens for Sensible Solar 
John Lyons, Attorney for Saving Greene 



Greene County 
Legislature 

411 Alain Street 
Suite 408 

CaWilli, New Yntk 12314 

District Ill 
Catskill 

Michael Bulich 
Kevin C. Lennon 
Matthew Invent 
Linda Overbaugh 

District 112 
Coxsackie 

Charles A. Martinez 
Thomas M. Hobart 

District #3 
Athens 

Lee Palniateer 

District 114 
Greenville 

Kevin Lewis 

District HS 
New Baltimore 

Pat Linger 

District 116 
Prattsvillc, Ashland, 
Windham, Jewett 
Lori Torgersen 

District t17 
lialcott, Lexington, 

Hunter 
Larry Gardner 

District f/8 
Cairo 

William Lawrence 
Harry A. Lennon 

District #9 
Durham 

Aidan O'Connor, Jr. 

DiscoverGreenacom 

June 22, 2018 

Hon. Kathleen H. Burgess 
Secretary to the Commission 
New York State Public Service Commission 
Empire State Plaza 
Agency Building 3 
Albany, NY 12223-1350 

Re: Use of Article 10 in Hecate Greene's projects for a Certificate of 
Environmental Compatibility and Public Need pursuant to Article 10 of the 
Public Service Law for the construction of a facility located in the Town and 
Village of Coxsackie, Greene County, Master Matter Case no. 17-F-0619 

Dear Secretary Burgess: 

The attached is based on the Coxsackie Town Supervisor's objections to 
the use of Article 10 in considering the above Certificate, which he submitted in 
the form of a letter to the Public Service Commission on 26 May 2018. The 
attached letter has been reviewed and endorsed by the entire Greene County 
Legislature: 

Michael Bulich, District 1 
Kevin C'. Lennon, District 1 
Linda Overbaugli, District 1 
Matthew Luvera, District 1 
Charles Martinez, District 2 
Thomas M Hobart, District 2 

Lee Palmateer, District 3 
Kevin Lewis, District 4 

Patrick S. Linger, District 5 
Lori Torgersen, District 6 
Larry Gardner, District 7 

Harry A. Lennon, District 8 
William B. Lawrence, District 8 
Aldan O'Connor, Jr, District 9 

Respectfully, 

Kevin Lewis 
Chairman, 
Greene County Legislature 

I': 5111- 719-3270 5111-719-3793 www.grernrgor.coinflegisInturr 
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June 22, 2018 

Attached: Letter to Secretary Burgess regarding Hecate Greene's 
use of Article 10 

KL/ld 
cc: State Senator George Amedore 

Mark Evans, Mayor of Coxsackie 
Rene VanSchaack, Executive Director, Greene County Industrial 

Development Agency 
Lorna Gillings, Consumer Advocacy and Education, Department of Public 

Service Office of Consumer Services 
Heather Behnke, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel, 

heather.behnke®dps.ny.gov 
Cassandra Partyka, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel, 

cassandra.partyka® dps.ny.gov 
Richard Hanse, Supervisor, Town of Coxsackie 
Chris Tague, Assemblyman, 102nd District 
John Faso, Congressman, 19th District 
Kim Rose, Saving Greene: Citizens for Sensible Solar 
John Lyons, Attorney for Saving Greene 



Greene County 
Legislature 

411 Main Street 
Suite 408 

Catskill, New York 12414 

District #1 
Catskill 

Michael Bulich 
Kevin C. Lennon 
Matthew Luvera 
Linda Overbaugh 

District #2 
Coxsackie 

Charles A. Martinez 
Thomas M. Hobart 

District #3 
Athens 

Lee Palmateer 

District #4 
Greenville 

Kevin Lewis 

District #5 
New Baltimore 

Pat Linger 

District #6 
Prattsville, Ashland, 
Windham, Jewett 
Lori Torgersen 

District #7 
Halcott, Lexington, 
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Larry Gardner 

District #8 
Cairo 

William Lawrence 
Harry A. Lennon 

District #9 
Durham 

Aidan O'Connor, Jr. 

410110. 111‘t 

DiscoverGreene.coni 

June 20, 2018 

Hon. Kathleen H. Burgess 
Secretary to the Commission 
New York State Public Service Commission 
Empire State Plaza 
Agency Building 3 
Albany, NY 12223-1350 

Re: Hecate Greene projects should not be eligible for review under Article 10. 
Application of Hecate Energy Greene 1 LLC, Hecate Energy Greene 2 LLC, and 
Hecate Energy Greene 3 LLC for a Certificate of Environmental Compatibility 
and Public Need pursuant to Article 10 of the Public Service Law for the 
construction of a solar electric generating facility located in the Town and Village 
of Coxsackie, Greene County, Master Matter case no. 17-F-0619 

Dear Secretary Burgess: 

On behalf of Coxsackie's residents, business community, and other taxpayers, we 
respectfully request that commission staff determine that the Hecate Greene 
projects, currently case 17-F-0619, do not fall under the jurisdiction of Article 10 
of the New York State Public Service Law ("Article 10"). The test for public 
need cannot be met when placed in the context of the irremediable and 
irretrievable harm to our community and its economic future, and there is no 
possibility of environmental compatibility. This project is clearly outside the 
jurisdiction of an Article 10 proceeding and merely employs the guise that it is 
"interconnected" in order to pass the threshold of Article 10 eligibility. 

In reality, these are three demonstrably separate projects that, if allowed to 
proceed any further, would circumvent and nullify our home rule authority, the 
bedrock of municipal sovereignty under New York State law. Accepting the 
application and commencing substantive review would constitute an enormous 
and unnecessary waste of time, effort, and money by the Public Service 
Commission, our municipality, and all of the project stakeholders. 

The three projects for which Hecate Greene is applying are distinct and discrete, 
as evidenced by the following results of our constituents' research: 

• The lands that are included in the three proposals are not adjacent or 
contiguous. 

• These properties are located in residential districts, but each site has different 
zoning: Town of Coxsackie rural residential (RR), Village of Coxsackie 
residential, and Town of Coxsackie residential/agricultural (RA1). None of 

Hecate Greene projects should not be eligible for Article 10 
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the land is situated in industrial or mixed-use districts, as the applicant 
incorrectly claims. 

• The three projects are filed under different corporate structures. 
• It appears that each project will have separate financing. 
• The applicants have indicated that the power generated by these sites will be 

sold to different customers, with 20 MW of the total 50 MW production being 
sold to utility companies in New England, not within New York State. In 
other words, Hecate Greene—an out-of-state developer—intends to sell 
valuable renewable energy outside the state. 

• The underlying lease holders are different for each property. 
• The local jurisdictions of the three parcels are different. 
• The three projects have different interconnection points with Central 

Hudson's infrastructure, invalidating the argument that the project is truly 
interconnected and therefore meets the threshold for an Article 10 proceeding. 

• The individual sites have unique characteristics that require different 
environmental reviews, such as a study of grassland habitat for endangered 
and threatened species. 

• Hecate Greene has publicly stated that they expect to sell the three project 
sites separately after construction. 

Hecate Greene is trying to combine these projects in order to meet the threshold 
for an Article 10 proceeding. This attempt is fatally flawed due to the projects' 
individual status in the New York Independent System Operator (NYISO) 
interconnection queue, where they were added in the following sequence: 

1. On 6 September 2016, Hecate Greene submitted an interconnection request 
(IR) for Greene County I, nominally 20 MW onto Central Hudson's 
Coxsackie-North Catskill 69 kV line. 

2. At the same time, Hecate Greene filed an IR for Greene County II, a 10 MW 
Distribution Voltage (13.8 kV) project, onto Central Hudson's Coxsackie 
substation. 

3. On 10 January 2017, Hecate Greene filed an additional IR for Greene County 
III, proposing a 20 MW interconnection onto Central Hudson's 69 kV North 
Catskill-Coxsackie line. 

Clearly these were filed as entirely separate projects due to the NYSIO 
interconnection review and approval process, which reaches a critical threshold at 
20 MW. Beyond 20 MW, the process is no longer streamlined and expedited. 
When deciding how to file IRs with NYISO, Hecate Greene clearly chose the 
expedited process; therefore it would have known at the time that it had forfeited 
any opportunity to seek Article 10 siting at a later point in time, such as the 
October 2017 filing. Note that in the context of NYISO review and approval, the 
solar project capacities "20 MW" and "19.9 MW" tend to be used 
interchangeably. 

Hecate Greene is attempting to circumvent home rule by combining these 
separate projects into a single one. Their obvious intention in doing so is to avoid 
community review and approval. This attempt must not be validated by the 
Commission's continued review under Article 10. Combining these obviously 
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disparate placeholders within NYSIO's regulatory purview would only serve to 
make NYSIO complicit in the misrepresentation inherent in Hecate Greene's 
Article 10 application. Not one of these separate projects crosses the threshold for 
eligibility under Article 10. Therefore Hecate Greene's application is void and 
must be terminated immediately. 

Hecate Greene itself has made it abundantly clear that the project is ineligible for 
Article 10 review. It has stated: 

"The Facility is expected to have three off-take agreements (two for 
approximately 20 MW and one for approximately 10 MW) with potential 
purchasers of its energy and/or renewable energy credits, as well as 
potentially three financing structures. 

Therefore, Hecate Greene believes at this time it would be most efficient 
that it propose in the Article 10 application that three sets of certificate 
conditions be developed as part of the requested Article 10 certificate; one 
set applicable to each applicant, although the certificate conditions may 
likely be identical. 

"Since all the features of the Facility will be located in the same general 
Facility Area, share certain infrastructure, and be assessed for 
environmental benefits as a whole, it should, therefore, be considered 
under a single Article 10 proceeding. Hecate Greene will work closely 
with the state agency staff and other appropriate stakeholders staff to 
ensure the proposed facility is appropriately assessed as a whole, while 
recognizing the need for separate certificate conditions." 

Note also that the Hecate Greene's website incorrectly lists Greene County I, 
Greene County II, and Greene County III (the components of Hecate Greene's 
flawed attempt to use the Article 10 proceeding) as having "PPA Awarded" 
status. 

This status is completely inaccurate, as far as New York State PPAs are 
concerned. The March 2018 announcement of selectees under the NYSERDA 
2017 solicitation included a "19.9 MW" project said to be built in Coxsackie. 
Separate from the three entirely separate tracts just described is another project, 
filed 20 September 2016 under the name Greene County Energy, LLC as a 
NYSIO IR on Central Hudson's New Baltimore-Coxsackie 69 kV line. Only this 
one project—not the three separate ones that Hecate has improperly attempted to 
combine under Article 10—was announced as a prospective selectee. How a bid 
could be made in response to the NYSERDA solicitation without the 
straightforward endorsement of our community is not clear. NYSERDA 
specifically chose a solar project proposed by Hecate with a capacity that did not 
cross the Article 10 threshold, thus ensuring that this project would undergo local 
municipal review and approval. 

As to whether any PPAs apart from the NYSERDA solictation have been 
obtained from third parties, it is apparent that such agreements would be 
speculative, since they could not be valid and bankable without full regulatory 
approval. Hecate Greene cannot claim that any aspect of NYSERDA's 
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procurement with regard to the Greene County Energy, LLC project compels the 
siting board to allow Hecate Greene's improper attempt to combine Greene 
County I, II, and III for the sole purpose of crossing the Article 10 eligibility 
threshhold. 

Nor can Hecate Greene claim that the need to increase renewable energy 
resources justifies the blatantly improper use of Article 10 for proposals that are 
simply ineligible. In fact, the opposite is true. If Hecate Greene's application for 
these projects is not promptly rejected as being outside the jurisdiction of Article 
10, the bitter and painful experience of having Hecate Greene run roughshod over 
our community will diminish future opportunities for us to work cooperatively 
with future developers. Instead of having to fight to defend our quality of life, we 
should have the chance to set in place a plan that develops solar capacity far 
beyond what is described in Hecate Greene's proposals. All of our renewable 
energy development can be properly sited to avoid ruining irreplaceable natural 
resources, economic assets, and the attractiveness of our community for 
investment in sustainability. 

Finally, we would respectfully note that certain aspects of Article 10 are outdated 
and out of step with the need for community-directed sustainability planning and 
development. When Article 10 was enacted in 2011, the intention was to address 
a perceived need to find a balance between encouraging development of new 
assets compatible with the New York State Energy Plan and respecting 
community input. To the extent that this process could run out of control across 
our state is a clear and present danger that, as we have pointed out, would almost 
certainly result in greatly diminished long-term investment in renewable energy 
projects. 

The overwhelming need to provide access to clean energy options for millions of 
New York's families, businesses, institutions, and municipalities will require 
investment on a scale that dwarfs state funding through rate-payer funds. After the 
Commission has terminated the improper proceeding apparent in this case, we 
strongly urge the immediate review of any additional cases of a similar nature, so 
that a healthier and more pruductive environment can prevail while our legislative 
leaders go about the necessary reform and updating of this article in the Public 
Service Law. 

Sincere 

Kevin Lewis, Chairman 
Greene County Legislature 
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cc: Greene County Legislature 
Greene County IDA 
State Senator George Amedore 
Assemblyman Chris Tague 
Kim Rose, representative of Saving Greene: Citizens for Sensible Solar 
Lorna Gillings, Consumer Advocacy and Education 
Department of Public Service Office of Consumer Services 
Heather Behnke, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel 
Cassandra Partyka, Assistant Counsel, Office of General Counsel 
Richard Hanse, Coxsackie Town Supervisor 
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JOHN J. FASO 
19TH DISTRICT. NEW YORK 

1616 LONOWORTH HOUSE OFI ICE HUILOING 
WASHINGTON, DC 20515 

(202) 225-5614 
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June 21, 2018 

Hon. Kathleen H. Burgess 
Secretary to the Commission 
New York State Public Service Commission 
Empire State Plaza 
Agency Building 3 
Albany, NY 12223-1350 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON COMMODITY EXCHANGES, 

EN, ROY, AND CREDIT 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON NUTRITION 

COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION 
AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

VICE CHAIR, SUBCOMMITTEE ON 
RAILROADS, PIPELINES, AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT, 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS, AND EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON HIGHWAYS AND TRANSIT 

Re: Use of Article 10 in Hecate Greene's projects for a Certificate of Environmental 
Compatibility and Public Need pursuant to Article 10 of the Public Service Law for the 
construction of a facility located in the Town and Village of Coxsackie, Greene County, Master 
Matter case no. 17-F-0619 

Dear Secretary Burgess, 

I am writing to you regarding Hecate Greene's plan to site the 50-megawatt Greene County Solar 
Facility in residential districts of the Town and Village of Coxsackie, which are located in my 
district, using an Article 10 proceeding. It has been brought to my attention that Hecate Greene 
has combined three disparate projects to meet the Article 10 threshold, circumventing municipal 
review and home rule. 

The Coxsackie Town Supervisor, Richard Hanse, has previously written to you describing in 
detail the reasons why the Greene County Solar Facility does not merit Article 10 review 
(attached). Siting this facility in an established and thriving residential area threatens the quality 
of life and economic well-being of local residents, as well as endangering environmentally 
sensitive lands. Article 10 should not be misused as a convenient device to override the interests 
of local residents and the authority of local jurisdictions. 

The Town of Coxsackie has placed a moratorium on large-scale solar development while it 
promulgates laws that will incorporate such development constructively into the Town's long-
term plans. 

In addition to the Hecate Greene plant, a number of other large solar facilities are currently 
planned for siting in Greene and Columbia Counties, both situated in my district. I am concerned 
about the siting of other large-scale solar facilities in historic and scenic areas of the Hudson 
Valley, potentially causing significant harm to local communities, their economies, and the 
environment. Such development permanently and irretrievably changes this area's unique 
historical heritage and the living standards that communities have worked hard to achieve. 
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Coxsackie has been targeted for no fewer than eight large-scale solar developments, including 
two utility-scale projects under Article 10. Combined developments proposed for Coxsackie and 
neighboring Athens now exceed 5 square miles (3,500 acres), an excessive area for communities 
of this size and scenic character. 

While the implementation of renewable energy is a worthy goal, our energy future should be 
comprised of a diverse set of technologies across a variety of geographic areas, with an 
understanding of the needs of local jurisdictions. Any energy project should strive to avoid 
disrupting established residential communities, environmentally sensitive habitats, and 
irreplaceable scenic and historic viewsheds. In addition, the siting of large-scale solar facilities 
should not be aggressively concentrated in any single community, as it has in Coxsackie. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this very important matter, and I look forward to 
hearing from you. 

ncerel y, 

John J. Faso 
Member of Congress 
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Re: Use of Article 10 in Hecate Greene's projects for a Certificate of Environmental 

Compatibility and Public Need pursuant to Article 10 of the Public Service Law for the 
construction of a facility located in the Town and Village of Coxsackie, Greene County, 
Master Matter case no. 17-F-0619 

Dear Secretary Burgess, 

I represent the 46th District of New York in the New York State Senate, which encompasses all 
of Greene and Montgomery Counties, as well as portions of Schenectady, Albany, and Ulster 
Counties. 

I am aware of Hecate Greene's plan to site a 50-megawatt Greene County Solar Facility in 
residential districts in the Town and Village of Coxsackie using an Article 10 proceeding. I 
oppose the use of Article 10 in this siting process. It is apparent that Hecate Greene has 
combined three disparate projects to meet the Article 10 threshold, and that it has done so in an 
effort to circumvent municipal review and home rule. The Coxsackie Town Supervisor, Richard 
Hanse, has written a letter to you describing in detail the reasons why the Greene County Solar 
Facility does not merit Article 10 review (attached). I concur with his conclusion and agree that 
the Public Service Commission should terminate consideration of the Hecate Greene project 
under Article 10. Siting this facility in an established and thriving residential area threatens the 
quality of life and economic well-being of local residents, and endangers environmentally 
sensitive lands. I understand this both as State Senator representing the 46th District and from 
my experience in residential development. Article 10 should not be misused as a convenient 
device to override the interests of local residents and the authority of local jurisdictions. 
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The Town of Coxsackie has placed a moratorium on large-scale solar development while it 
promulgates laws that will incorporate such development constructively into the Town's long 
term plans. This process should be completed in a thoughtful and deliberate manner, and not 
under an arbitrary deadline. Coxsackie has been targeted for no fewer than eight large-scale solar 
developments, including two utility-scale projects under Article 10. Combined developments 
proposed for Coxsackie and neighboring Athens now exceed 5 square miles (3,500 acres), an 
excessive area for communities of this size and scenic character. 

While the promotion of renewable energy is a worthy goal, the siting of these projects should be 
done using common sense and with an understanding of the needs of local jurisdictions. It is 
essential to avoid disrupting established residential communities, environmentally sensitive 
habitats, and irreplaceable scenic and historic viewsheds. 

On behalf of my constituents, thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this very important 
matter. 

Respectfully, 

Senator George Amedore 
46th Senate District 

Attachment 

Cc: Greene County Legislature 
Congressman John Faso — 19th Congressional District of New York in the US Congress 
Assemblyman Chris Tague — 102nd Assembly District 
Rene VanSchaack — Executive Director, Greene County IDA 
Lorna Gillings — Consumer Advocacy & Education, NYSDPS Office of Consumer Services 
Heather Behnke — Assistant Counsel, NYSDPS Office of General Counsel 
Cassandra Partyka — Assistant Counsel, NSDPS Office of General Counsel 
Richard Hanse — Supervisor, Town of Coxsackie 
Mark Evans — Mayor, Village of Coxsackie 
Kim Rose — Saving Greene: Citizens for Sensible Solar 
John Lyons — Attorney, Grant & Lyons LLC 



THE ASSEMBLY 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

ALBANY 

CHRISTOPHER TAGUE 
Assemblyman -I 02'' District 

Albany. Columbia, Delaware, 
Greene, Otsego, Schoharie and 

Ulster Counties 

June 12, 2018 
Hon. Kathleen H. Burgess 
Secretary to the Commission 
New York State Public Service Commission 
Empire State Plaza 
Agency Building 3 
Albany, NY 12223-1350 

RANKING MINORITY MEMBER 
Committee on Real Property Taxation 

COMMITTEES 
Consumer Affairs and Protection 

Election Law 
Local Governments 

Re: Use of Article 10 in Hecate Greene's projects for a Certificate of Environmental 
Compatibility and Public Need pursuant to Article 10 of the Public Service Law for the 
construction of a facility located in the Town and Village of Coxsackie, Greene County, 
Master Matter case no. 17-F-0619 

Dear Secretary Burgess, 

I am the New York State Assemblyman representing the 102nd Assembly District, which 
includes the Town and Village of Coxsackie. I have reviewed Hecate Greene's plans to build the 
50-megawatt Greene County Solar facility in residential districts of the Town and Village of 
Coxsackie using an Article 10 proceeding. 

I strongly oppose the use of Article 10 to site this facility. It is clear that Hecate Greene 
has combined three disparate projects to meet the Article 10 threshold, and that it has done so in 
an effort to circumvent municipal review and home rule. The Coxsackie Town Supervisor, 
Richard Hanse, has written a letter to you describing in detail the reasons why the Greene 
County Solar Facility does not merit Article 10 review (attached). I concur with his conclusions 
and agree that the Public Service Commission should immediately terminate the further 
consideration of this project under Article 10. 

Siting this facility in a residential area jeopardizes Coxsackie residents' long-term quality 
of life, economic security, plans for future development, and intentions to preserve 
environmentally sensitive lands. Article 10 should not be misused simply to supersede local 
laws_ 
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Coxsackie has placed a moratorium on large-scale solar development while it develops 
laws that will allow it to incorporate such development constructively into the town's long-term 
plans. Even with the moratorium in place, Coxsackie has been targeted for no fewer than eight 
large-scale solar developments, including two utility-scale projects under Article 10. The 
proposed total area for solar development in Coxsackie and Athens now exceeds five and a half 
square miles (3,500 acres). This is excessive for communities of this size and scenic character. 
Residents and officials of the Town and Village of Coxsackie must determine their own futures. 

Thank you for your thoughtful consideration of this very important matter. 

Respectfully, 

Christopher W. Tague, 
Assemblyman, 102nd A.D. 
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