---------- Forwarded message ---------

From: Leah Munson <munsonleahm@gmail.com>
Date: Tue, Oct 21, 2025, 7:44 AM

Subject: Request to Deny Docket 492a

To: <jamie.foster@cga.ct.gov>, <carol.hall@cga.ct.gov>, <jpbowsza@eastwindsorct.com>,
<saud.anwar@cga.ct.gov>, <savingeastwindsor@outlook.com>,

<pura.executivesecretary@ct.gov>

Dear Members of the Siting Council,

| am a resident of East Windsor and have lived here for the past five and a half years, just a
short distance from the proposed expansion site of the Gravel Pit Solar project. | am writing
to respectfully, but strongly, urge you to deny the expansion project outlined in Docket
492a.

While | support the broader goal of transitioning to renewable energy, | oppose this
particular project because of its scale, location, and the irreversible impact it would have
on our environment and community.

The land targeted for expansion includes some of the last remaining active farmland and
woodland in East Windsor. These areas are vital—not only for local wildlife habitat, flood
control, and carbon sequestration, but also for maintaining the rural character and open
space that define our town. Paving over these natural resources with industrial-scale solar
infrastructure is neither environmentally sound nor in keeping with responsible land use
planning.

This project threatens to: permanently eliminate valuable farmland that could otherwise
support local agriculture and food security, destroy essential habitats for birds, pollinators,
and other wildlife already under pressure from development, increase stormwater runoff
and reduce natural flood mitigation, lower surrounding property values and degrade the
quiet, rural quality of life that residents cherish, and set a dangerous precedent for
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converting ecologically important land into industrial zones under the banner of clean
energy.

East Windsor has already shouldered more than its fair share of large-scale solar
developments. It is unjust and unsustainable to continue concentrating these projects in
small rural towns without fully accounting for the long-term environmental costs and
community disruption.

Renewable energy must be part of our future, but it should not come at the cost of
destroying the very land and communities it aims to protect. There are more appropriate
alternatives—such as siting solar projects on already-developed land, rooftops,
brownfields, or former industrial sites—where the environmental impact is minimal and
the benefit remains high.

Please vote to deny Docket 492. Let us preserve the natural character of East Windsor,
protect what remains of our farmland and forests, and pursue a smarter, more sustainable
approach to solar development.

Sincerely,

Leah Munson



