
 

Docket No. 492A 
Gravel Pit Solar  

East Windsor, Connecticut 
 

Dahl/Chesky Pre-Hearing Interrogatories 
September 25, 2025 

 
The Applicant, Gravel Pit Solar, LLC, Gravel Pit Solar II, LLC, Gravel Pit Solar III, LLC, Gravel Pit 
Solar IV, LLC, and Gravel Pit Solar V, LLC (together, “GPS” or the “Applicant”), hereby submits the 
following responses to the interrogatories that were provided to GPS by Christina Dahl and Robin Chesky 
(“Dahl/Chesky”) on September 25, 2025. Dahl/Chesky’s interrogatories are provided in plain text and 
GPS’s responses are provided in italicized text.  

Petitions Representation 

1. The petitioner’s filings identify Pullman & Comley, LLC as counsel, while the Council’s service 
list identifies Day Pitney LLP. Please clarify: 
 

a) Which firm is serving as counsel of record for the petitioner in this proceeding. 
b) Whether both firms are concurrently representing the petitioner, and if so, describe the 

division of responsibilities. 
c) Whether either firm currently represents the Town of East Windsor in any legal or 

advisory capacity, and if so, whether informed consent has been obtained to address 
potential conflicts of interest 

 
GPS objects, as the requested information is not relevant to the issues before the Connecticut 
Siting Council (“Council”) in this proceeding. 

POCD and Town Zoning 

2. Identify and describe any provisions of the current East Windsor Zoning Regulations that the 
proposed Gravel Pit Solar expansion complies with, and any provisions with which it conflicts. 
Include reference to Chapter II, §200.1 “Prohibited if Not Permitted” (Zoning Regulations, p. 13), 
and the district use tables (Appendix A, pp. 90–94), as amended August 1, 2025. Specifically 
address the town-wide restriction on industrial/grid-scale solar facilities adopted in the August 2025 
amendment.  
 
GPS complies with all statutes, regulations, and requirements applicable to this proceeding and 
under the jurisdiction of the Council. 
 

3. East Windsor adopted a zoning amendment on August 1, 2025, prohibiting industrial/grid-scale 
solar facilities town-wide. Although this amendment was enacted after the original application, it 
is now part of the record in the reopened proceeding. Explain how this zoning change was evaluated 
in relation to the proposed expansion, including whether it prompted any reconsideration of project 
design, scope, or siting rationale. Provide all supporting documentation, including references to 
Zoning Regulations Chapter III, §300–301 (pp. 25–26) and any Planning & Zoning Commission 
minutes or correspondence. 
 
See response to Interrogatory 2 above. 
 

4. Describe how POCD objectives related to rural character, farmland, and open space were weighed 
against the limited POCD references to solar development during preparation of the application. 



Rural character, farmland, and open space are emphasized in POCD Chapter 4 “Preserving 
Community Character” (pp. 37–44), Chapter 5 “Protecting Natural Resources” (pp. 45–52), and 
Chapter 6 “Supporting Agriculture” (pp. 53–58). Solar is mentioned briefly in Chapter 9 
“Infrastructure & Energy” (pp. 79–81). Identify any specific POCD sections or page numbers that 
were relied upon to support claims of consistency, including references to renewable energy, 
economic development, sustainability, and reuse of disturbed land. Explain how those provisions 
were considered alongside the town’s goals to protect open space, farmland, and rural character. 
Provide any analyses or documentation used in that evaluation. 
 
See response to the East Windsor Order, which is publicly available on the Council’s website. 
This response addresses the POCD. 
 
Response to June 10, 2025 Order of the Town of East Windsor Planning and Zoning Commission, 
07/10/25 
 

5. East Windsor adopted a zoning amendment on August 1, 2025, prohibiting industrial/grid-scale 
solar facilities town-wide. This amendment was enacted after the original application but prior to 
the reopening of Docket 492. Explain whether and how this zoning change was evaluated as a 
material changed condition relevant to the reopened proceeding. Provide all supporting 
documentation, legal analysis, and internal correspondence addressing its implications for the 
proposed expansion. Reference Zoning Regulations Chapter II, §200.3 “In the Event of Conflict” 
(p. 13) and any relevant CSC procedural filings. 
 
See response to Interrogatory 2 above. 
 

6. Please explain the petitioner’s justification for proposing a facility type that is not permitted under 
East Windsor’s zoning regulations. Include any references to Connecticut General Statutes §16-
50x (CSC jurisdiction), relevant CSC decisions, or interpretations of Zoning Regulations Chapter 
I, §100–102 (pp. 10–11) and Chapter II, §200.1 (p. 13) that informed this position. 
 
See response to Interrogatory 2 above. 

Public Outreach & Environmental Justice 

7. Please provide parcel tax identification numbers, certified mailing receipts, and proof of delivery 
for all abutter and municipal notifications listed in Exhibit D (pp. 2–5) and Exhibit E (p. 1). Include 
USPS tracking confirmations, returned mail documentation, and any follow-up correspondence 
verifying that recipients received the required materials. If any mailings were returned as 
undeliverable, identify the affected parcels and describe what actions were taken. In addition please 
provide the public hearing notice that was placed in the paper. 
Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit D “Abutter Notification List” (pp. 2–5); Exhibit E 
“Municipal Notification Summary” 
 
GPS objects to this request as overly broad and burdensome. Notwithstanding this objection, see 
the response to Council Interrogatory 2 and Exhibit B – Certified Mail receipts in response to the 
Council Interrogatories. 
 

8. Provide complete logs of all correspondence between the petitioner and municipal officials, 
planning and zoning boards, conservation commissions, and state representatives regarding the 
proposed expansion. Include emails, letters, meeting requests, responses, and any follow-up 
communications. Identify the date, recipient, sender, and subject of each interaction. Clarify 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/do492a_responsetotownpz.pdf?rev=1775346b7a3c43458d78c39c08d658df&hash=5D629EE9AC8705913CE474A7007DEADB
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/do492a_responsetotownpz.pdf?rev=1775346b7a3c43458d78c39c08d658df&hash=5D629EE9AC8705913CE474A7007DEADB


whether any officials failed to respond or declined to engage and provide documentation of 
outreach attempts.  
Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit F, Appendix F-2 “Outreach Summary” (pp. 3–7); Exhibit E 
“Municipal Notification Summary” (p. 1); Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, Section 1.5 “Public 
Benefit and Land Use” (p. 6 
 
Please refer to all pages of Exhibit E – List of Municipal Official and Government Agencies 
Notice, for notification letters.  
 
Please note that Exhibit A – Figures is Project figures, and there is no Section 1.5 “Public 
Benefit and Land Use” in the Expansion Narrative. Page 6 of the Narrative discusses the 
Proposed Project. 

 
Refer to Exhibit F – Stakeholder Outreach of the Motion to Reopen filing for stakeholder 
outreach.  
 
Phone calls and emails to the Town we made between December 2024 through June 2025. These 
correspondences were limited to the Planning and Zoning department regarding: 
 

• When the draft application can be expected   
• Status updates to confirm receipt of the draft application and if the Town provided 

comment  
• Initial proposal for East Windsor regarding interest in the 70-acre conservation land  
• Coordination to visit and review the conservation lands 
• Expansion tax stabilization proposal letters  

 
9. Provide distribution lists, web analytics (page views, downloads), and copies of all digital outreach 

materials referenced in Exhibit F, Section 2.3 (pp. 9–10). 
 
GPS objects to this request on the grounds that it seeks personal information (names/addresses) 
exempt from disclosure pursuant to Cnn. Gen. Stat. 1-210(b)(2). Please also note Exhibit F does 
not contain sections, and there is no page 9-10.   
 

10. Provide copies of all translated outreach materials, distribution records, and documentation of 
outreach to environmental justice or LEP communities as referenced in Exhibit F, Section 2.4 (p. 
11), consistent with CT DEEP Environmental Justice Policy (2019). 
 
Please note Exhibit F does not contain sections, and there is no page 11.  
 
Refer to Section 6.13 of the Motion of Reopen filing.  
 
Pursuant to CGS. §22a-20a, any “affecting facility” with a capacity of more than 10 MW that is 
proposed to be in an “environmental justice community” and is seeking to obtain any certificate 
under PURA or a new or expanded permit or siting approval from the CSC or CT DEEP must file 
a “Meaningful Public Participation Plan.” The definition of an “affecting facility” excludes 
facilities using non-emitting and nonpolluting renewable resources. As the proposed Project is a 
renewable solar farm and therefore falls under this exclusion, it is not required to file an 
Environmental Justice Public Participation.   
 
Although an Environmental Justice Public Participation Plan is not required, GPS evaluated 

 whether the Expansion is in an environmental justice community. Like the Approved Project, the 
 Expansion is not in an environmental justice community as defined by CGS §22a-20a. Such  

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/07-exhibit-e----government-notices.pdf?rev=c5ead0c1db5140508894f3b601e8955e&hash=D467F1AFA9B91F930F08BC624BBE63D1
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/07-exhibit-e----government-notices.pdf?rev=c5ead0c1db5140508894f3b601e8955e&hash=D467F1AFA9B91F930F08BC624BBE63D1
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/03-exhibit-a---figures.pdf?rev=44d29ea649fe4a459ed5211fef6e3ddb&hash=C19A5127C55B4109BDDA672E57570664
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/08-exhibit-f---stakeholder-outreach.pdf?rev=ca3516df9aff4f14971853fd3f745ddd&hash=FAEFB3F12B8A8B23ADDAE6DDFAD6B79C


 communities include any US census block group for which 30 percent or more of the population 
 consists of low-income persons with income below 200 percent of the federal poverty level or a 
 “distressed municipality” as defined under CGS §32-9p. Furthermore, based on annual lists 
 compiled by the Department of Economic and Community Development, the Town of East 
 Windsor is not a “distressed municipality” as defined under CGS §32-9p. 

Interconnection & Public Benefit 

11. Provide the executed Interconnection Service Agreement (ISA) with ISO-NE and Eversource for 
the expansion, including all system impact and facilities studies. Clarify whether the expansion 
connects to local distribution infrastructure or only to the existing Gravel Pit Solar substation as 
described in Exhibit P (pp. 2–6) and Technical Report, Appendix E (pp. 1–3). 
 
GPS objects to this request. The information cannot be provided as it is considered Critical 
Electrical Information Infrastructure (“CEII”). CEII is defined as a system or asset of the bulk-
power system and is subject to national, economic, public health and safety security. 
 

12. Identify the voltage class, ownership, and function of the underground collector lines described in 
Technical Report, Appendix E (pp. 1–3), and explain how these facilities provide any direct benefit 
to the local distribution grid serving Connecticut homes and businesses. 

 
The collection lines are planned to be 34.5kV, are independent of Eversource Distribution Grid, 
and are designed to connect the solar generation to the existing substation, which connects to the 
existing Eversource 115kV Transmission system. The benefit to Connecticut and the region is 
affordable renewable energy.  
 

13. Provide the methodology and assumptions for the claim that the expansion will “power 
approximately 4,500 homes,” as stated in Narrative, Section 1.2 (p. 3), and on the Gravel Pit Solar 
website. Explain how this claim is consistent with the absence of direct interconnection to local 
distribution lines. 
 
Please note there is no Section 1.2 in the filed application narrative, and it would be unduly 
burdensome to try to find the correct reference. However, the reference to approximately 4,500 
homes is based on the kilowatt/hour of alternating current (“MWac”) estimate that the 
Expansion will output and the EPA Greenhouse Gas Equivalencies Calculator.  
 

14. Submit all studies demonstrating that the expansion provides incremental grid reliability or 
resiliency benefits to Connecticut ratepayers and explain why direct interconnection to local 
distribution lines was not pursued. Reference any relevant correspondence in Exhibit P (pp. 2–6) 
and Technical Report (Section 5, pp. 15–18). 

There are no specific studies related to the Expansion project. However, over the past decade, 
new utility-scale solar and onshore wind generation have consistently proven to be more cost-
effective than constructing new gas-fired or nuclear power plants. Utility-scale solar projects 
also benefit from shorter development and construction timelines, which further contributes to 
lower overall energy costs for ratepayers. 

For reference, the 2025 Lazard Levelized Cost of Energy+ Report provides an updated analysis 
of these industry trends: Lazard Releases 2025 Levelized Cost of Energy+ Report | Lazard. 

The primary purpose of the proposed Expansion is to leverage the existing interconnection 
facilities that were recently constructed for the operational project. Utilizing this existing 

https://www.lazard.com/media/0sopmth5/lazard-releases-2025-levelized-cost-of-energyplus-report.pdf


infrastructure significantly reduces project costs, as it eliminates the need to construct a new 
substation and additional interconnection facilities along existing transmission lines. 

Additionally, roadside distribution systems operate at much lower voltages (typically between 
12–23 kV) and therefore lack the capacity to accommodate an injection of 30 MWac. This is why 
distribution-scale solar sites are generally limited in size, typically ranging from 1–5 MWac. 

See response to Council Interrogatory 5.  
 

15. Identify all distribution line interconnection alternatives considered, including voltage class, 
proximity, and reasons for rejection. Reference any alternatives analysis in Narrative, Section 3.1 
(pp. 9–10) and Technical Report, Section 5 (pp. 15–18). 

 
See response to Interrogatory 12 above.  
 

16. Provide correspondence with ISO-NE, PURA, or Eversource regarding whether interconnection to 
local distribution lines would better serve Connecticut’s grid needs. Reference any procedural 
filings or stakeholder engagement in Exhibit F (pp. 8–11). 
 
GPS objects to this request to the extent it seeks information related to critical infrastructure.  
Notwithstanding this objection, ISO-NE only reviews and considers transmission level electrical 
infrastructure and does not review distribution line interconnection requests. 
 

17. Explain how the project’s interconnection design complies with CT DEEP’s STEPs for Solar 
Development guidance, which encourages maximizing public benefit and minimizing 
environmental harm through strategic infrastructure choices. Reference Narrative, Section 1.5 (p. 
6) and Exhibit A, Figures 1 and 3. 

 
The Expansion’s interconnection design conforms with CT DEEP’s STEPs guidance because the 
Expansion will connect into the recently constructed on-site substation/collector switchyard 
(avoiding creation of new long-distance transmission corridors), and the majority of collector 
routing is proposed as buried collection lines into that substation, thereby minimizing above-
ground transmission infrastructure and focusing impacts within the already-disturbed project 
area. The Expansion will also utilize a horizontal direction drill to avoid sensitive resources. This 
interconnection design maximizes public benefit and minizines environmental harm through 
strategic infrastructure.  

Fragmentation & Cumulative Impacts 

18. Provide a landscape-scale habitat connectivity analysis showing how the combined Gravel Pit Solar 
and expansion affect wildlife corridors, consistent with the Connecticut Wildlife Action Plan. 
Reference Exhibit E, Section 6.2.2 (pp. 8–9). 
 
GPS objects as Appendix E is the List of Municipal Officials and Government Agencies Notice,  
which does not contain any information relevant to the question and it would be unduly 
burdensome to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this objection, the Expansion includes 
wildlife passage considerations to maintain connectivity along the Ketch Brook riparian system 
and between vernal pool breeding habitat and the Ketch Brook riparian system that will benefit 
protected and non-protected wildlife.  
 



19. Submit hydrological connectivity modeling between vernal pools, wetlands, and upland habitats, 
and identify how access roads and grading will alter these connections. Reference Exhibit B, 
Section 4 (p. 6) and Exhibit K, Stormwater Management Report (pp. 3– 6). 
 
GPS objects as there is no Section 4 in Exhibit B and it would be unduly burdensome to try to 
find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this objection, the Expansion has been designed to 
maintain pre-existing drainage conditions and stormwater best management practices will be 
implemented to protect attenuate peak rates of runoff and provide water quality treatment. 
Hydrological connectivity modeling between vernal pools, wetlands, and upland habitats is not 
required and was not completed.  
 
The vernal pool envelope and critical terrestrial habitat will be protected, including a directional 
migration corridor between the vernal pool and the Ketch Brook wetland system (see Exhibit B – 
Vernal Pool Survey Technical Memorandum). 
 

20. Identify the acreage of prime farmland soils that will remain isolated and unusable due to fencing, 
grading, or infrastructure placement. Separately identify the acreage of woodland that will be 
fragmented, isolated, or rendered ecologically nonviable due to project boundaries, access roads, 
or utility corridors. Provide maps and parcel-level breakdowns showing pre- and post-construction 
connectivity. 
Referenced in: Exhibit G – Soil Science Report, Appendix C (pp. 4–7); Exhibit R – Agricultural 
Soils Protection Plan (pp. 2–5); Exhibit E – Wildlife Assessment (pp. 6–9); Exhibit C – Site Plans 
(Sheets 3–6) 
 
GPS objects to this request as there is no Exhibit E – Wildlife Assessment and it would be unduly 
burdensome to try to find the correct reference; furthermore, there is no Wildlife Assessment 
exhibit as a whole. Notwithstanding this objection, see the response to Council Interrogatory 56 
for prime farmland that will be occupied by the Expansion.  
 
No lands are anticipated to be isolated or rendered ecologically nonviable due to the Expansion. 
See responses to Riordan Interrogatory 14 and Traczyk Interrogatory 7. 
 

21. Provide an analysis of forest edge creation and core forest loss resulting from the combined project 
footprint. Reference Exhibit A, Section 3.2 (p. 8) and Exhibit C, Site Plans (Sheets 3–6). 
 
GPS objects to this request as Exhibit A does not contain a Section 3.2. Likewise, Exhibit C does 
not contain sheets labeled 3, 4, 5, or 6. Unclear intervenor references preclude preparation of 
direct responses. Notwithstanding this objection, an October 1, 2025, letter from CT DEEP 
states, “no parcels involved with this application appear within the Forestry Division’s 
Forestland Habitat Impact Map. This indicates they are not in core forest or contain ecological 
criteria that could materially affect core forest.” This letter is part of the evidentiary record and 
is located on the Council’s website at the link below. 
 
Department of Energy and Environmental Protection, 10/01/25 
 
Additionally, the Project team specifically sited facilities to minimize tree clearing (i.e., 
prioritizes development of currently non-forested areas) and GPS is proposing to place 70 acres 
of forested land into conservation.  
 

22. Provide cumulative visual simulations including both the existing Gravel Pit Solar and the 
expansion. Reference Exhibit L, Cumulative Visibility Assessment (pp. 3–8). 
 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/04-exhibit-b---vernal-pool-memo.pdf?rev=dc18928056d749c285b6b382bc62002c&hash=139DD16DC228DAAE3E15FE289083F173
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/04-exhibit-b---vernal-pool-memo.pdf?rev=dc18928056d749c285b6b382bc62002c&hash=139DD16DC228DAAE3E15FE289083F173
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/proceduralcorrespondence/do492a_deep-commentsrecd_a.pdf?rev=24d6ef44e1fc4927967282f1b23ffb41&hash=C0100796D2353801B997CBCAD18B2912


A Cumulative Visibility Assessment was prepared and was submitted as Exhibit L – Cumulative 
Visibility Assessment. Based on the visibility analyses performed for the Approved Project and 
the proposed Expansion, it was determined that cumulative views of both projects would not 
likely occur from a single viewing position due to the presence of topographic features and 
vegetation. This was confirmed during the development of the cumulative visibility assessment 
and field review which was completed during the approved project construction period (See 
Exhibit L pg. 31). Since both projects could not be seen from a single vantage point, it was not 
possible to produce a simulation including both the operation and Expansion solar arrays. Three 
of the four simulated views of the Expansion also look toward the Approved Project, but there is 
no visibility of the Approved Project. 
 

23. Explain why fragmentation impacts on biodiversity and water quality were not evaluated 
consistently with EPA guidance. Reference Exhibit E, Section 6.3 (pp. 10–11) and Exhibit I, NDDB 
Findings (pp. 2–4). 
 
GPS objects to this request on the grounds that it appears to be based on information that is not 
part of the evidentiary record and for which the requesting party has not asked the Council to 
take administrative notice. In addition, GPS objects as Appendix E is the List of Municipal 
Officials and Government Agencies Notice, which does not contain any relevant information to 
the request, and it would be unduly burdensome to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding the 
objection, CT DEEP has delegated responsibility to enforce the National Pollutant Discharge 
Elimination System (NPDES) under the Clean Water Act and NDDB is the lead agency for 
evaluating these regarding biodiversity. GPS will require a General Stormwater Permit from 
CTDEEP Stormwater Division and before this can be submitted, GPS will need a Final 
Determination from the CTDEEP’s NDDB program. Consultation with NDDB is ongoing, and 
GPS will adhere to all conditions issued in the Final Determination as well as all requirements 
under the delegated stormwater rules and regulations to not have an adverse impact on water 
quality.  

 
24. Provide any analysis of ecological connectivity needed for species adaptation to climate change. 

Reference Exhibit E, Section 6.3 (pp. 10–11) and Exhibit J, DEEP NDDB Correspondence (pp. 1–
2). 
 
GPS objects as Appendix E is the List of Municipal Officials, and it would be unduly burdensome 
to find the correct reference. In addition, GPS objects as Exhibit J – NDDB Correspondence pp. 
1-2 does not contain any information relevant to this request and it would be unduly burdensome 
to find the correct reference.  Notwithstanding the objection, NDDB is the lead agency for 
evaluating biodiversity and ecological connectivity, and GPS will comply to avoid an adverse 
impact to ecology. Consultation with NDDB is ongoing and GPS will adhere to all conditions 
issued in the Final Determination. 

General Environmental Costs vs. Benefits 

25. Provide a lifecycle carbon accounting analysis comparing emissions from land clearing and 
construction to projected renewable offsets. Reference Narrative, Section 1.5 (p. 6) and Technical 
Report, Section 5.3 (pp. 17–18). 
 
GPS objects to this request as there is no Section 1.5 in the MTR application narrative or Section 
5.3 in the Technical Report (draft application submitted to the Towns of East and South Windsor) 
and it would be unduly burdensome to try to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this 
objection, a lifecycle carbon accounting analysis is not required by the Council and has not been 
prepared.  

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/14-exhibit-l---cumulative-visual-impact-assessment.pdf?rev=3ac24ffc0e80483db86a8a27d2f2c010&hash=3DFB9E85D358BF6D8E7A4F5CB5E470B0
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/14-exhibit-l---cumulative-visual-impact-assessment.pdf?rev=3ac24ffc0e80483db86a8a27d2f2c010&hash=3DFB9E85D358BF6D8E7A4F5CB5E470B0


 
26. Identify the acreage of prime farmland soils to be permanently converted and provide USDA NRCS 

productivity ratings. Reference Exhibit G, Appendix C (pp. 4–7) and Exhibit R (pp. 2–5). 
 
See the response to Council Interrogatory 56 for prime farmland that will be occupied by the 
Expansion. No prime farmland soils would be permanently converted. See response to East 
Windsor Interrogatory 25 for management of prime farmland soils. 
 

27. Provide quantitative habitat loss calculations for bats, raptors, and pollinators, and identify 
mitigation ratios. Reference Exhibit E, Section 6.2.2 (pp. 8–9) and Exhibit I (pp. 2–4). 
 
GPS objects to this request as Appendix E is the List of Municipal Officials and Government 
Agencies Notice, which does not contain any relevant information to the request, and it would be 
unduly burdensome to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding the objection, Wildlife studies 
and proposed mitigation measures are provided in Exhibit B – Vernal Pool Survey Technical 
Memorandum and Exhibit I – Natural Diversity Database Findings and Conservation Measures 
Report. Consultation with NDDB is ongoing and GPS will adhere to all conditions outlined in the 
Final Determination. 
 

28. Quantify projected public benefits including permanent jobs, tax revenue, and grid reliability. 
Reference Narrative, Section 1.5 (p. 6) and Exhibit A, Figures 1 and 3. 
 
GPS objects to this request as there is no Section 1.5 in MTR application narrative and it would 
be unduly burdensome to try to find the correct reference. Quantified public benefits are provided 
in Section 4 of the Motion to Reopen application, and further quantified benefits are provided in 
the Exhibit C of the Council’s interrogatory responses. 
 

29. Provide all studies, assessments, or modeling conducted to evaluate cumulative impacts of the 
original Gravel Pit Solar project (Docket 492) and the proposed expansion (Docket 492A). Include 
analyses of land use, habitat fragmentation, agricultural loss, stormwater runoff, traffic, visual 
impact, and carbon emissions. If no cumulative studies were performed, explain why such 
evaluation was deemed unnecessary. 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, Section 3.1 “Alternatives Considered” (pp. 9–10); 
Exhibit E – Wildlife Assessment (pp. 6–9); Exhibit G – Soil Science Report (pp. 4–7); Technical 
Report – Sections 5.1–5.3 (pp. 15–18) 

 
See response to East Windsor Interrogatory 20 for the cumulative analyses that were completed. 

Repowering as a Lower-Impact Alternative 

30. Gravel Pit Solar became operational in 2025. Was repowering or upgrading the existing facility 
using higher-efficiency modules, bifacial panels, or tracking systems evaluated during initial design 
or commissioning as a future strategy to increase output without expanding the project footprint? 
Has the existing substation been evaluated for compatibility with such upgrades? Provide all 
internal feasibility studies, vendor proposals, correspondence, and any load flow, interconnection, 
or stability analyses addressing the technical viability of repowering. 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, Section 3.1 “Alternatives Considered” (pp. 9–10) 
and Section 1.4 “Electrical Interconnection” (p. 5); Exhibit H – Operations & Maintenance Plan 
(pp. 3–6); Exhibit P – EMF and Electrical Infrastructure Report (pp. 2–6); Technical Report – 
Appendix E (Single-Line Diagram, pp. 1–3). 
 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/04-exhibit-b---vernal-pool-memo.pdf?rev=dc18928056d749c285b6b382bc62002c&hash=139DD16DC228DAAE3E15FE289083F173
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/04-exhibit-b---vernal-pool-memo.pdf?rev=dc18928056d749c285b6b382bc62002c&hash=139DD16DC228DAAE3E15FE289083F173
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/11-exhibit-i--conservation-measures-report.pdf?rev=037c67d5516440e280d7ee48334cc613&hash=9EAB854E01E0D7A0049248F65A76F39A
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/11-exhibit-i--conservation-measures-report.pdf?rev=037c67d5516440e280d7ee48334cc613&hash=9EAB854E01E0D7A0049248F65A76F39A


GPS objects to this request as it seeks information beyond the scope of the statutes governing the 
Council’s consideration; seeks information related to critical infrastructure; and seeks 
information that Gravel Pit Solar considers competitively sensitive. Notwithstanding this 
objection, GPS complies with all statutes, regulations, and requirements applicable to this 
proceeding and under the jurisdiction of the Council. Repowering or upgrading the existing 
facility has not been considered following the operation of Gravel Pit Solar.  
 

31. Provide a comparative environmental impact analysis between repowering the existing Gravel Pit 
Solar facility and expanding onto new parcels. Include metrics for land disturbance, habitat loss, 
forest clearing, stormwater runoff, and farmland conversion. 
Referenced in: Exhibit E – Wildlife Assessment (pp. 6–9); Exhibit G – Soil Science Report, 
Appendix C (pp. 4–7); Exhibit K – Stormwater Management Report (pp. 3–6) 
 
See response to Interrogatory 30 above. 
 

32. Has the petitioner evaluated any regulatory, economic, or contractual factors that could influence 
the feasibility of repowering the existing Gravel Pit Solar facility as an alternative to expansion? If 
so, provide all correspondence, internal analyses, or stakeholder communications addressing 
repowering viability, including any engagement with ISO-NE, PURA, or PPA off-takers. 
Referenced in: Exhibit F – Stakeholder Outreach (pp. 8–11); Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, 
Section 3.1 “Alternatives Considered” (pp. 9–10); Exhibit P – Interconnection Summary (pp. 2–6), 
 
See response to Interrogatory 30 above. Repowering the existing facility would be in conflict with 
numerous agreements. Years of studies and permitting would be required, the site would need to 
deenergized and the entire facility would need to be redesigned.  
 

33. Identify any Connecticut Siting Council dockets in which repowering or panel upgrades were 
considered as alternatives to expansion. Explain how those precedents were evaluated in the 
petitioner’s siting decision. 
Referenced in: CSC Docket History; Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, Section 3.1 “Alternatives 
Considered” (pp. 9–10). 
 
See response to Interrogatories 30 and 32 above. GPS is unaware of any solar project being 
repowered in the State of Connecticut.  

Vernal Pools & Wetlands 

34. Submit exact survey dates, times, and total person-hours for each vernal pool survey referenced in 
Exhibit B, Section 2 (pp. 2–3). 
 
Survey dates are provided in Table 5 of the referenced Exhibit. GPS objects to the request for 
times and total person-hours as the information submitted is sufficient for NDDB. 
 

35. Provide raw field data sheets, photo/audio documentation, and QA/QC protocols for all vernal pool 
surveys summarized in Exhibit B, Section 3 (pp. 4–5). 
 
Photo documentation, documentation of vocalizations, and the Vernal Pool Assessment Sheet are 
included in the referenced Exhibit. GPS objects to the request for QA/QC protocols as the 
information submitted is sufficient for NDDB.  
 

36. Provide GIS shapefiles and GPS coordinates for all vernal pools, including delineated 50-foot and 
100-foot buffer zones, as referenced in Exhibit B, Appendix B-1 (pp. 12–14). 



 
GPS objects to this request as it seeks highly sensitive, proprietary information. Notwithstanding 
the objection, please refer to accurate mapping on Docket 492A for this information.  
 

37. Submit groundwater monitoring logs, piezometer data, and hydrological model outputs assessing 
connectivity between vernal pools and proposed grading, as described in Exhibit B, Section 4 (p. 
6). 
 
GPS objects to this request as it is unduly burdensome as it would require GPS to collect 
information not otherwise in its possession and is not required.  

Groundwater, Stormwater, and Drainage 

38. What quantitative data supports the claim that perched groundwater and forest seeps will not be 
adversely affected by deforestation, and has a third-party hydrologist reviewed the modeling 
assumptions? 
Referenced in: Exhibit G – Soil Science and Hydrology Reports; Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative 
(Stormwater/Drainage section) 
 
No investigation into groundwater modeling is required for any permits associated with this 
Project and no investigations have been performed. No third-party independent review of any 
documents are required for any permits associated with this Project and none have been 
performed. Notwithstanding, there are no wetland seeps located within the Project area.  
 

39. How will altered peak flows from sub-drainage areas affect downstream wetlands and residential 
parcels and what post-construction monitoring will be implemented to detect erosion or flooding? 
Referenced in: Exhibit G – Stormwater Management Report; Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative 
(Stormwater section) 
 
Exhibit K - Stormwater Management Report reveals that no downstream wetlands or offsite 
parcels will be burdened by peak rates of stormwater runoff above that of existing conditions. 
GPS will ultimately be required to obtain a CT DEEP Construction Stormwater General Permit, 
which provides guidance on post-construction stormwater modeling.  GPS intends to follow the 
inspection protocols for this solar development as listed in the CT DEEP Construction 
Stormwater General Permit which includes inspections by qualified inspectors and 
representatives of the Conservation District. 

 
40. What formal long-term monitoring plan will be implemented to track post-construction 

hydrological impacts on downslope wetlands and neighboring parcels, and what adaptive 
management protocols will be triggered if runoff volumes or water quality exceed modeled 
thresholds? 
Referenced in: Exhibit G – Stormwater Management Report; Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative 
(Stormwater/Drainage section); Site Plan Sheets 
 
There are no long-term monitoring plans required by any of the permits that the Project will need 
to obtain, and no long-term monitoring plan specifically for hydrological impacts are proposed.  
Notwithstanding that fact, the Project will need to obtain CT DEEP’s approval of the long-term 
stormwater management plan which includes a schedule of Operations & Maintenance 
throughout the lifespan of the facility.  
 
 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/13-exhibit-k---stormwater-management-report.pdf?rev=0c2aa47d1e954a75969795a5ed42e05a&hash=624BF3DBDEA86165FED00F507A43130E


Wildlife Habitat 

41. According to the Expansion application materials, how many total acres of woodland and forest 
will be cleared across all project parcels, including both core and non-core forest? How does this 
level of clearing align with CT DEEP’s habitat fragmentation guidelines, and what specific 
mitigation measures are proposed to offset the loss of canopy-dependent or edge-intolerant species? 
Referenced in: Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment; Site Plan Sheets; Expansion Narrative (Natural 
Resources section). 
 
GPS objects to this request because there is no Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment or a Natural 
Resources section in the MTR application narrative and it would be unduly burdensome to try to 
find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this objection, there is no core forest and therefore no 
clearing within core forest. See response to East Windsor Interrogatory 19 for total tree clearing 
proposed for the Expansion. 
 

42. Why were acoustic bat surveys omitted despite known regional presence of northern long-eared 
bats, and how does this omission comply with federal guidance under the Endangered Species Act? 
Referenced in: Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment; NDDB correspondence. 
 
GPS objects to this request because there is no Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment and it would 
be unduly burdensome to try to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this objection, GPS 
will comply with time-of-year restrictions to avoid impacts on tree roosting bats, including 
northern long-eared bats.  
 

43. What qualifications will be required of the individual overseeing box turtle protection, and how 
will pre-construction surveys and exclusion protocols be documented and enforced? Please 
compare the proposed Expansion protocols to those implemented in the original Gravel Pit Solar 
project, including the box turtle study conducted in 2020. What changes, if any, have been made to 
survey timing, fencing design, or relocation procedures, and how do these align with CT DEEP’s 
Wildlife Action Plan guidance on maintaining migration corridors and minimizing barriers? 
Referenced in: Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment; Expansion Narrative (Wildlife Mitigation 
section); Original GPS Filing (2020 Box Turtle Study) 
 
GPS objects to this request because there is no Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment and it would 
be unduly burdensome to try to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this objection, as 
outlined in Exhibit I – Natural Diversity Database Findings and Conservation Measures Report, 
a qualified herpetologist with the appropriate education and experience will oversee portions of 
the training and monitoring of turtles and mitigation measures. GPS will adhere to all conditions 
enforced in the NDDB Final Determination. 
 

44. Was the environmental inventory independently verified, and does it include microhabitat features 
such as coarse woody debris, duff layers, and snag density critical to amphibian and avian species? 
Referenced in: Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment; Expansion Narrative (Habitat Inventory 
section) 
 
GPS objects to this request because there is no Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment and it would 
be unduly burdensome to try to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this objection, GPS 
coordinated with CT DEEP to verify biologist qualifications and GPS completed detailed studies 
on breeding birds, vernal pools, reptiles, amphibians, mammals, and plants. The methods and 
results of those studies and proposed protection measures are provided in Exhibit B – Vernal 
Pool Survey Technical Memorandum and Exhibit I - Natural Diversity Database Findings and 
Conservation Measures Report, which are publicly available on the Council’s website.  

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/04-exhibit-b---vernal-pool-memo.pdf?rev=dc18928056d749c285b6b382bc62002c&hash=139DD16DC228DAAE3E15FE289083F173
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Invertor Noise 

45. Identify the make and model of all inverters proposed for the expansion. Confirm whether the 
petitioner intends to use the Sungrow SG250HX or equivalent industrial-scale string inverter. 
Clarify whether this equipment has been procured, contracted, or merely listed as a candidate. 
Provide manufacturer specifications for acoustic emissions, including dBA levels at 1m, 10m, and 
50m distances. 
Referenced in: Exhibit M – Noise Study (pp. 2–6); Exhibit P – Electrical Infrastructure Summary 
(pp. 2–6); Manufacturer Datasheet – Sungrow SG250HX 
 
GPS objects as there are no Exhibit M – Noise Study,  Exhibit P – Electrical Information 
Summary, or Sungrow SG250HX Manufacturing Datasheet provided in the MTR and it would be 
unduly burdensome to try to locate the correct references. Notwithstanding this objection, 
Toshiba Mitsubishi-Elect Industrial Systems Corporation (“TMIEC”) Ninja inverters are 
currently intended to be used by the Project. This equipment has not been procured at this time. 
Refer to Exhibit O – Acoustical Study that includes manufacture specifications. The currently 
considered TMIEC inverters have lower noise emissions than Sungrow (i.e., they are quieter); 
therefore, the noise modeling completed with the results provided in Exhibit O are conservative. 
See response to Riordan Interrogatory 18 for Project changes and agency review procedures.  
 

46. Explain why industrial-grade inverters such as the Sungrow SG250HX were selected for 
installation adjacent to residential neighborhoods. Provide any internal evaluations, vendor 
correspondence, or alternative equipment assessments that considered residential compatibility, 
acoustic shielding, or community feedback. 
Referenced in: Exhibit F – Stakeholder Outreach Summary (pp. 8–11); Exhibit M – Noise Study 
(pp. 2–6); Exhibit P – Electrical Infrastructure Summary (pp. 2–6) 

Sungrow and TMIEC are among several high-quality inverter manufacturers with which DESRI 
has extensive and successful operating experience across multiple projects. The Sungrow units 
are currently deployed at the existing operational site, and TMIEC are planned for the 
Expansion. DESRI has a number of sites where these types of inverters are successfully used at 
solar sites in the United States and in Connecticut.  

During equipment selection, DESRI evaluated multiple industrial-grade inverter options that met 
Project performance and reliability requirements. Sungrow and TMIEC equipment were selected 
based on its proven track record, availability, and compatibility with existing electrical 
infrastructure. The evaluation also considered manufacturer-provided acoustic data, which 
informed the noise modeling presented in Exhibit O – Acoustical Study. The study confirmed 
compliance with applicable residential noise standards at the nearest receptors. 

DESRI is committed to minimizing potential impacts on nearby residences. In addition, the 
Project design allows for the integration of additional acoustic shielding or enclosure measures if 
warranted by future modeling or community feedback. 

47. Identify all proposed noise mitigation measures, including acoustic fencing, vegetative buffers, 
equipment shielding, and operational curtailment. Clarify whether the petitioner will commit to 
post-construction noise monitoring and corrective action thresholds. Note that a solar array in East 
Windsor previously attempted remediation using a sound blanket, which failed to reduce the low 
tonal inverter noise to an acceptable level for the residents. Explain how the proposed mitigation 
differs and why it is expected to succeed. 
Referenced in: Exhibit M – Noise Study (pp. 2–6); Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, Section 1.5 
“Public Benefit and Land Use” (p. 6) 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/17-exhibit-o---acoustical-study.pdf?rev=f9cc41d0bf0647b4bcedb505d499aa94&hash=68D3053093077E8A64143E3EAE24C5FB
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/17-exhibit-o---acoustical-study.pdf?rev=f9cc41d0bf0647b4bcedb505d499aa94&hash=68D3053093077E8A64143E3EAE24C5FB


 
The methodology and proposed measures were provided in Exhibit O – Acoustical Study. There is 
no Exhibit M – Noise Study or Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative. There is also no Section 1.5 in 
the filed application narrative. See responses to Paradise Interrogatory 45 and Riordan 
Interrogatories 4 and 34. 
 

48. Provide the methodology used to establish ambient baseline noise levels for the proposed expansion 
area. Include the dates, times, weather conditions, and equipment specifications used during 
measurement. Provide the full list of modeled receptors, including parcel IDs, setback distances, 
and elevation profiles. Clarify whether modeling accounted for cumulative noise from multiple 
inverter pads, transformers, and tracking motors. 
Referenced in: Exhibit M – Noise Study (pp. 2–6); Technical Report – Appendix D (Noise 
Modeling Inputs); Exhibit C – Site Plans (Sheets 3–6) 
 
There is no Exhibit M – Noise Study or Appendix D in the Technical Report (draft application to 
the Towns of East and South Windsor). However, GPS assumes the question is referencing 
Exhibit O – Acoustical Study, which is where the requested information is provided. Refer to this 
Exhibit for the requested information. 
 

49. What is the industry standard or best practice for minimum setback distances between utility-scale 
inverters and residential homes? Provide documentation from CT DEEP, EPA, inverter 
manufacturers, or peer-reviewed siting guidelines. Clarify whether the proposed inverter placement 
complies with these standards, and if not, justify the deviation. 
Referenced in: Exhibit M – Noise Study (pp. 2–6); Exhibit P – Electrical Infrastructure Summary 
(pp. 2–6); Manufacturer Datasheet – Sungrow SG250HX 
 
As referenced in Exhibit O – Acoustical Study, the Project has sited the proposed inverters for 
this Certificate to be greater than 200 feet away from property lines in accordance with 
Connecticut Public Act 24-144.  The governing publications for noise generation guidance 
standards of a development can be found within Connecticut General Statutes 22a-69 and also 
Town of East Windsor Connecticut Noise Control Ordinance.  Both of these publications suggest 
that for a Commercial Emitter in a Residential Zone, 55 dBA maximum at an adjacent parcel line 
for daytime noise emittance and 45 dBA maximum at an adjacent parcel line for nighttime noise 
emittance be generated, and Exhibit O displays that the Project will meet these guidelines. 

Loss of Farmland 

50. Identify the total acreage of Farmland of Statewide Importance that will be permanently converted 
or rendered unusable by the proposed expansion (Docket 492A), including areas isolated by 
fencing, grading, or infrastructure. Separately identify the acreage of Farmland of Statewide 
Importance that was converted or rendered unusable under the original Gravel Pit Solar project 
(Docket 492). For both phases, provide soil classification maps, USDA NRCS ratings, and parcel-
level breakdowns. 
Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit G, Appendix C “Soil Science Report” (pp. 4–7); Exhibit R, 
Section 2.1 “Farmland Classification” (pp. 2–3); Docket 492 – Exhibit G (pp. 3–5) 
 
See response to Council Interrogatory 56. 
 

51. What mitigation measures are proposed to offset the permanent loss of Farmland of Statewide 
Importance? The petitioner states that 5 acres will be set aside for farming use. Please provide 
documentation of this commitment, including location, soil classification, intended agricultural use, 
and long-term management plan. Explain how this mitigation aligns with Connecticut’s farmland 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/17-exhibit-o---acoustical-study.pdf?rev=f9cc41d0bf0647b4bcedb505d499aa94&hash=68D3053093077E8A64143E3EAE24C5FB
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preservation goals under CGS §22-26cc, given that the combined footprint of Docket 492 and 492A 
will permanently remove or fragment approximately 324 acres of farmland. Justify whether the 
proposed 5-acre offset represents a meaningful or proportional mitigation strategy. Clarify whether 
the designated agricultural mitigation land will be placed under permanent conservation easement, 
and if not, explain how its agricultural use will be legally protected and enforced over time. 
Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit R, Section 2.2 “Mitigation and Restoration” (pp. 3–4); 
Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, Section 1.5 “Public Benefit and Land Use” (p. 6); Docket 492 – 
Exhibit A, Section 3.2 “Site Selection Rationale” (pp. 8–9) 
 
GPS objects to this request because there is no Section 2.2 “Mitigation and Restoration” section 
in Exhibit R, there is no Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative or Section 1.5 in the filed application 
narrative, or “Site Selection Rationale” in Section 3.2 in Exhibit A of Docket 492 and it would be 
unduly burdensome to try to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this objection, please see 
Exhibit R – Agricultural Soil Protection Plan. In addition, see responses to Riordan Interrogatory 
7 and Traczyk Interrogatory 10. 
 

52. Explain how the proposed expansion aligns with Connecticut’s farmland preservation goals under 
CGS §22-26cc, which prioritize protection of prime and statewide important soils. Provide any 
correspondence with CT Department of Agriculture, CT DEEP, or local farmland preservation 
boards. 
Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit F, Section 2.4 “Agency Coordination” (p. 11); Exhibit A– 
Section 3.1 “Alternatives Considered” (pp. 9–10); Docket 492 – Exhibit F, Section 2.3 (pp. 10–11) 
 
GPS has not consulted with the CT Department of Agriculture or local farmland preservation 
boards. GPS held a concierge meeting with CT DEEP and a site walk with CT DEEP staff. The 
Department of Agriculture was notified regarding the Project and correspondence Exhibit E – 
List of Municipal Official and Government Agencies Notice. 
 

53. Identify any remaining farmland parcels adjacent to or within the project boundary that will be 
functionally unusable for agriculture due to fragmentation, access loss, or infrastructure barriers. 
Provide maps and analysis of agricultural viability postconstruction. 
Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit C “Site Plans” (Sheets 3–6); Exhibit G, Appendix C (pp. 4–
7); Docket 492 – Exhibit C (Sheets 2–5) 
 
GPS objects to this request because there is no Appendix C in Exhibit G and it would be unduly 
burdensome to try to find the correct reference. Notwithstanding this objection, any farmland that 
is not on lands sited on the Approved Project or proposed Expansion is still able to be farmed. In 
addition, see response to Traczyk Interrogatory 7. 
 

54. Was reuse of the existing Gravel Pit Solar site or other disturbed lands considered as an alternative 
to siting on active farmland? Provide all internal evaluations, correspondence, or feasibility studies 
addressing agricultural preservation as a siting criterion.  
Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, Section 3.1 “Alternatives 
Considered” (pp. 9–10); Exhibit E – Wildlife Assessment (pp. 6–9); Docket 492 – Exhibit A, 
Section 3.1 (pp. 9–10) 
 
As outlined in Section 3.4 in the filed MTR application narrative, siting within the Approved 
Project and locating on other disturbed lands were the first steps in the evaluation process. 
Thorough details regarding site selection are provided in Section 3.4 of the Motion to Reopen 
application narrative. 
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55. Identify all provisions of the East Windsor POCD and Zoning Regulations that emphasize farmland 
protection and explain how the proposed expansion was evaluated against those provisions. 
Referenced in: East Windsor POCD – Chapter 6 “Supporting Agriculture” (pp. 53–58); Zoning 
Regulations – Chapter II, §200.1 “Prohibited if Not Permitted” (p. 13); Docket 492A – Exhibit A 
– Section 1.5 (p. 6) 
 
See Response to June 10, 2025 Order of the Town of East Windsor Planning and Zoning 
Commission, 07/10/25. Gravel Pit Solar notes that, if approved, the Expansion will be required to 
comply with any conditions imposed by the Council. 
 

56. Identify all barns, sheds, or agricultural structures proposed for removal as part of the expansion. 
For each, provide documentation of structural conditions, current or recent agricultural use, and 
justification for demolition. Include any correspondence with local historic preservation bodies or 
agricultural commissions. Provide any past leasing agreements that may have existed. 
Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit C “Site Plans” (Sheets 3–6); Exhibit A – Expansion 
Narrative, Section 1.2 “Project Description” (p. 3); Docket 492 – Exhibit C (Sheets 2–5) 
 
GPS is proposing to remove four tobacco sheds, which are indicated in Exhibit C – Site Plans 
and are described in Exhibit L – Cumulative Visibility Assessment and Exhibit M – CT SHPO 
Correspondence. 
 

57. The petitioner has characterized portions of the expansion site as “fallow” or “underutilized.” 
Provide detailed land use history for each affected parcel over the past 10 years, including crop 
records, lease agreements, soil amendments, and any active agricultural management. Explain the 
criteria used to designate farmland as fallow and how this designation aligns with USDA or CT 
Department of Agriculture standards.  
 Referenced in: Docket 492A – Exhibit R, Section 2.1 “Farmland Classification” (pp. 2–3); Exhibit 
A – Expansion Narrative, Section 3.2 “Site Selection Rationale” (p. 8); Docket 492 – Exhibit G 
“Soil and Agricultural Use Report” (pp. 3–5) 
 
GPS objects to this request because there is no Section 2.1 “Farmland Classification” in Exhibit 
R, no Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative, no Section 3.2 “Site Selection Rationale associated with 
Docket 492A, or Exhibit G – Soil and Agricultural Use Report associated with Docket 492 and it 
would be unduly burdensome to try to find the correct reference. Moreover, the request is 
burdensome in that it seeks information not otherwise in Gravel Pit Solar’s possession. 

Soil Compaction and Recovery 

58. How deep will the solar racking poles be driven into the ground, and what engineering data supports 
this depth? Provide geotechnical reports, soil borings, structural calculations, and foundation design 
criteria used to determine installation depth. 
Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan, “Panel Installation and Racking” section; Site 
Plan Sheets – Foundation Details 
 
The racking pile is expected to be installed to a 10-14-foot depth. For the geotechnical report, see 
response to Council Interrogatory 60 and Exhibit J – Non-Stormwater Geotechnical Boring 
Report Summary that was submitted in response to the Council’s interrogatories.  
 

59. Quantify the total volume of soil that will be displaced, compacted, or altered by racking 
installation, trenching, and access road construction. Include maps or diagrams showing subsurface 
disturbance zones and depth profiles. 
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Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan (pp. 2–4); Exhibit C – Site Plans (Sheets 3– 6); 
Exhibit K – Stormwater Management Report (pp. 3–6) 
 
GPS objects to this request because there is no requirement through any permits to perform these 
computations and it would be overly burdensome to compile the requested information.  
Notwithstanding this objection, the Exhibit K - Stormwater Management Report for the 
Expansion outlines that an assumed loss of full/half Hydrologic Soil Group for the pre-/post-
construction stormwater modeling due to potential soil compaction has been taken into 
consideration. Given this fact, GPS believes that detailing only certain portions of the site to be 
potentially compacted is not warranted. Also, see response to Riordon Interrogatory 7. 
 

60. Provide any studies, pilot projects, or third-party assessments demonstrating that soils classified as 
Farmland of Statewide Importance can be restored to pre-construction agricultural productivity 
following solar decommissioning. Include timeframes, success metrics, and limitations. 
Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan (pp. 2–4); Exhibit G – Soil Science Report, 
Appendix C (pp. 4–7) 
 
See response to Traczyk Interrogatory 10. 
 

61. Explain how driven racking systems will affect soil compaction, permeability, and drainage 
characteristics over time. Provide modeling or field data showing whether these impacts are 
reversible and how they affect long-term agricultural viability. 
Referenced in: Exhibit G – Soil Science Report, Appendix C (pp. 4–7); Exhibit K – Stormwater 
Management Report (pp. 3–6); Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan (pp. 2–4) 
 
Driven racking systems may result in localized compaction, but these acute locations would not 
impact the overall permeability or drainage class of the site. Refer to response to Riordon 
Interrogatory 7 for more details.  

Emergency Response Planning 

62. Please identify all local, regional, and state emergency management agencies consulted in the 
preparation of the Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan. Clarify whether this plan reflects 
the protocols and expectations of the Town of East Windsor and its emergency services. If it does 
not, please explain how emergency coordination will be handled and whether an alternative plan is 
in place. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan 
 
Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan represents a draft Emergency 
Management and Evacuation Plan that establishes the minimum safety and coordination 
standards for the Expansion. Final site-specific emergency response plans will be developed by 
the Expansion’s qualified contractors and are refined throughout construction and operations. 
These plans evolve as site conditions change from civil work through equipment installation, 
commissioning, and into operations and maintenance. Plans are also periodically updated to 
incorporate new safety regulations, lessons learned, and input from first responders. 
 

63. Describe the process by which the petitioner coordinated with the East Windsor Fire Department, 
mutual aid partners, and regional emergency planning committees. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan 
 
GPS will coordinate with the East Windsor Fire Department prior to construction regarding the 
Expansion and will inquire if further coordination is needed outside of East Windsor.  

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/13-exhibit-k---stormwater-management-report.pdf?rev=0c2aa47d1e954a75969795a5ed42e05a&hash=624BF3DBDEA86165FED00F507A43130E
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/19-exhibit-q---emerg-mgmt-and-evac-plan.pdf?rev=9b3e0956149645fb9949136038ef279a&hash=CBFFAF903D8893D1A60B517FDBF13817


 
64. Provide copies of any written agreements, memorandum of understanding, or correspondence with 

emergency responders regarding fire suppression, evacuation, or incident command 
responsibilities. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan 
 
See response to Riordan Interrogatory 22. 
 

65. What is the minimum evacuation radius recommended by NFPA or CT Fire Code for inverter fires 
and brush fires in the array, and how many homes fall within this zone? Please provide supporting 
documentation, including fire safety modeling, GIS overlays, or correspondence with emergency 
officials. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Expansion Narrative 
(Fire Safety section) 
 
See responses to Paradise Interrogatories 1 through 10 and 17. 
 

66. Has the Fire Marshal been consulted during the design phase of the Expansion project, and what 
timeline exists for formal review, comment, and approval of emergency response protocols? Please 
provide documentation of consultation, meeting records, and anticipated decision milestones. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Expansion Narrative 
(Emergency Coordination section) 
 
GPS will coordinate with the East Windsor Fire Departments prior to the start of construction to 
review the proposed project areas and site plans to accommodate any comments and feedback 
regarding the project design and safety measures. 

Evacuation Modeling and Coordination 

67. Provide the modeled evacuation times for site personnel and nearby residents under worst-case fire 
or hazardous incident scenarios. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Expansion Narrative 
(Emergency Response section)  
 
Based on the 9/18/2025 brush fire incident the response time was less than 3 minutes; this may 
vary but a rapid response time is expected. See responses to Paradise Interrogatories 1 through 
10.  
 

68. Identify the designated evacuation routes, staging areas, and communication protocols for notifying 
residents and first responders. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Site Plan Sheets 
 
See response to Interrogatory 62 above.  
 

69. State whether the petitioner has coordinated with the Town of East Windsor’s Emergency 
Operations Plan, and if not, explain why. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Town EOP (if cited) 
 
See response to Interrogatories 62 above and 66 above.   
 
 



Training and Preparedness 

70. Describe the training programs, drills, or tabletop exercises that will be conducted with local fire 
departments and emergency management officials prior to project commissioning. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Expansion Narrative 
(Training section) 
 
See response to Riordan Interrogatory 21. 
 

71. Provide the petitioner’s plan for ongoing refresher training and funding commitments to ensure 
local responders remain prepared throughout the project’s operational life. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Expansion Narrative 
(Training and Budget section) 
 
See response to Riordan Interrogatories 21 and 23. 

Compliance and Best Practices 

72. Identify all NFPA (National Fire Protection Association) codes, Connecticut State Fire Safety 
Codes, and OSHA standards applicable to the facility, and explain how compliance will be verified. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Expansion Narrative 
(Code Compliance section) 
 
See response to Paradise Interrogatory 17. GPS and its contractors will follow all applicable 
OSHA standards, including but limited to applicable construction phase and occupational safety 
and health standards.  
 

73. Provide documentation of any third-party peer review of the Emergency Management and 
Evacuation Plan. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan 
 
See response to Interrogatory 63 above. Final plans will be task and site specific and conditions 
at the site. No third-party review was completed for the draft Emergency Management and 
Evacuation Plan. 
 

74. State whether the petitioner has reviewed and incorporated lessons learned from fire incidents at 
other large-scale solar facilities in the U.S. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Expansion Narrative 
(Risk Mitigation section) 
 
See response to Paradise Interrogatory 1.  

Electrical Safety, Grounding, and Grid Stabilization 

75. What fire suppression measures are proposed for all the arrays and the substation, and have the 
Broad Brook Fire Department or other local fire officials reviewed and approved the emergency 
access plans? Please provide documentation of any consultation or approval. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Exhibit A – Expansion 
Narrative (Safety section) 
 
See responses to Riordan Interrogatory 21 and Paradise Interrogatory 3. 
 



76. Has a ground potential rise (GPR) study been conducted to assess touch and step voltage risks at 
the perimeter fence for each site location and how will these be mitigated to protect nearby residents 
and wildlife? 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Electrical Safety section); Substation Design 
Sheets; IEEE Std 80 (if cited) 
 
The Expansion was designed to meet all appropriate safety standards, and certified electrical 
engineers will design grounding protection based on specific geotechnical data that is collected 
at the site and safe for the community and wildlife.  
 

77. What is the expected failure mode of the inverters, and how will thermal runaway, arc faults, or 
other electrical hazards be mitigated during end-of-life or malfunction scenarios? 
Referenced in: Exhibit H – Operations & Maintenance Plan; Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative 
(Electrical Equipment section) 
 
See response to Council Interrogatory 33 for failure protections at the site.  
 

78. What containment and remediation protocols exist for transformer oil leaks, and how will soil and 
groundwater be monitored for contamination over the project’s lifespan? 
Referenced in: Exhibit G – Stormwater Management Report; Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative 
(Hazardous Materials section) 
 
Spill kits will be available at the site for any leak or spill. The inverters will use FR8 that is 
vegetable based and breaks down rapidly. Inadvertent spills will be managed following all state 
and federal requirements.  
 

79. Will any nighttime reactive power or voltage regulation functions be enabled, and how will these 
be coordinated with Eversource to prevent grid instability? 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Electrical Interconnection section); ISO-NE or 
Eversource correspondence (if submitted); Electrical One-Line Diagrams 
 
No power will be generated in the evening. Eversource owns the Gravel Pit Switchyard and has 
the ability to remotely and immediately disconnect the Gravel Pit Solar facility if there is grid 
instability.  

Noise 

80. What are the modeled noise levels at full operational load across all equipment, and how do these 
compare to local ambient noise thresholds and CT DEEP noise regulations? 
Referenced in: Exhibit M – Noise Study (pp. 2–6); Technical Report – Appendix D (Noise 
Modeling Inputs) 
 
The modeled operational noise levels are provided in Exhibit O – Acoustical Study, which 
demonstrates that operational noise is below the CT DEEP noise standards. 
 

81. What mitigation strategies will be implemented to minimize noise, dust, and traffic disruptions for 
nearby neighborhoods, and how will residents be notified in advance? 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Section 1.5, p. 6); Exhibit F – Stakeholder 
Outreach Summary (Appendix F-2, pp. 3–7) 
 



See response to Stolinas Interrogatory 26 for noise and 17 for traffic. Dust suppression will be 
implemented using water trucks and is anticipated to use the existing manmade pond on the 
Approved Project during construction. 

Contractor Compliance 

82. What specific solar safety certifications and environmental compliance records do the selected 
contractors hold, and have they previously worked on projects with similar ecological sensitivity? 
Referenced in: Exhibit H – Operations & Maintenance Plan (pp. 3–6); Exhibit A – Expansion 
Narrative (Section 1.2, p. 3) 

Contractors are required to maintain and document safety logs and incident reports and must 
comply with all applicable environmental rules, regulations, and permit conditions. All personnel 
must hold appropriate safety certifications relevant to their roles (e.g., laborers, electricians, 
equipment operators). 

Each contractor is also required to maintain records demonstrating compliance with applicable 
environmental regulations and project-specific permit requirements. 

Security and Sabotage Prevention 

83. Given that the Gravel Pit Solar Expansion spans multiple sites and is part of a growing network of 
utility-scale arrays in East Windsor, what physical and digital security measures will be 
implemented to detect, deter, and respond to vandalism or sabotage across all interconnected 
parcels? How will the petitioner mitigate risks of coordinated or cascading attacks targeting 
inverters, transformers, perimeter fencing, or stormwater infrastructure? What coordination exists 
with local law enforcement and emergency responders to investigate intentional harm, and what 
incident reporting protocols, surveillance systems, and third-party security assessments have been 
established to protect public safety and grid reliability? 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Exhibit A – Expansion 
Narrative (Security section); Site Plan Sheets (access control) 
 
GPS objects to the interrogatory to the extent it seeks information regarding proprietary internal 
security protocols. See response to Council Interrogatory 33 regarding isolation and shutdown of 
the facility. The site is monitored 24/7 remotely, and operation staff are on site Monday through 
Friday during normal working hours. If intentional harm is determined to have occurred, the 
appropriate governmental and law enforcement authorities will be notified. Including but not 
limited to: 
  
State authorities:  

• CT Department of Emergency Services and Public Protection / Division of Emergency 
Management and Homeland Security  

• CT Public Utilities Regulatory Authority   
 

Federal authorities  

• Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
• North American Electric Reliability Corporation 
• Department of Homeland Security and FBI (for intentional acts) 
• DOE Office of Cybersecurity, Energy Security, and Emergency Response 



Local police are typically the first to respond for scene control and investigation, especially if it 
is typical vandalism.  If there is a more targeted attack, such as cyber security or harm to the 
transmission grid, State and federal outreach will occur.   

Fire Safety & Suppression, Well Safety 

84. Given the absence of municipal hydrants and reliance on private wells in the surrounding area, 
identify the specific fire suppression systems, equipment, and water supply infrastructure proposed 
for the project site, including hydrants, cisterns, dry hydrants, tanker delivery systems, or nearby 
ponds. Explain how fire apparatus will access all solar array fields, including road widths, turning 
radii, and load-bearing capacity of access roads. 
Referenced in: Exhibit I – Technical Report; Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation 
Plan; Site Plan Sheets 
 
GPS  objects because there was no Exhibit I provided in the Technical Report (draft application 
provided to the Towns of East and South Windsor). In addition, Exhibit I of the filed MTR is the 
Natural Diversity Database Findings and Conservation Measures Report and does not hold any 
relevance to the interrogatory and it would be unduly burdensome to try to find the correct 
reference. Notwithstanding this objection, see responses to Council Interrogatory 44 and 
Paradise Interrogatory 3 
 

85. State whether the petitioner has conducted a fire risk assessment specific to photovoltaic facilities, 
including risks of grassland/wildfire spread and electrical arc faults. Provide copies of such 
assessments and describe how fire risk will be mitigated given the lack of public water 
infrastructure. 
Referenced in: Exhibit I – Technical Report; Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation 
Plan; Expansion Narrative (Fire Safety section) 
 
A fire risk assessment has not been conducted but will be completed by qualified professionals 
after the construction phase of the Project.  

 
86. Provide documentation of consultation with local fire officials regarding water supply limitations, 

access constraints, and proposed mitigation strategies. 
Referenced in: Exhibit Q – Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Correspondence with 
East Windsor Fire Department 
 
See responses to Paradise Interrogatories 1 through 10.  

 
87. What geotechnical studies have been conducted to assess the impact of racking post installation on 

subsurface hydrology and nearby well water quality? 
Referenced in: Exhibit I – Technical Report; Exhibit G – Stormwater Management Report; 
Geotechnical Appendices 
 
See response to Interrogatory 58 above. 

Temperature Increase, Public Health Risk, and Ecological Impact 

88. Has the petitioner collected or reviewed any empirical temperature data from comparable solar 
installations to assess localized heat increases and Urban Heat Island (UHI) effects? Please provide 
surface and ambient temperature measurements, monitoring protocols, and any third-party studies 
used to inform the Expansion design. 



Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Environmental Impacts); Technical Appendices; 
EPA Heat Island Compendium (if cited) 
 
GPS objects to this interrogatory as there is no Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative or Technical 
Appendices and it would be unduly burdensome to try to locate the correct references. In 
addition, there is no EPA Heat Island Compendium cited. Notwithstanding this objection, see 
responses to Berube Interrogatories 7 through 9. 
 

89. Has the petitioner evaluated potential heat-related risks to vulnerable populations (e.g., elderly 
residents, low-income households, outdoor workers) in proximity to the project site? Please provide 
any public health consultations, exposure modeling, or mitigation strategies proposed to address 
increased ambient temperatures. 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Public Health section); Exhibit Q – Emergency 
Management and Evacuation Plan 
 
See responses to Berube Interrogatories 7 through 9. 
 

90. Please quantify the anticipated cumulative thermal load introduced by the solar installation, 
including changes in ambient air temperature, soil temperature, and microclimate conditions across 
the project site and adjacent parcels. Include modeling assumptions, boundary conditions, and 
mitigation factors considered. 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Thermal Impacts); Technical Modeling 
Appendices 
 
GPS objects to this interrogatory as there is no Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative or Technical 
Modeling Appendices and it would be unduly burdensome to try to locate the correct references. 
See responses to Berube Interrogatories 7 through 9. 
 

91. Has the petitioner assessed whether increased surface and ambient temperatures associated with 
the solar installation may affect local plant communities, pollinators, amphibians, or other 
temperature-sensitive species? Please provide any ecological modeling, field studies, or NDDB 
consultations addressing thermal stress, habitat shifts, or species displacement. 
Referenced in: Exhibit F – Ecological Assessment; Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Wildlife and 
Vegetation sections); NDDB correspondence 
 
See responses to Berube Interrogatories 7 through 9. 
 

Decommissioning Financial Assurance 

92. What methods will be used to remove driven racking poles during decommissioning, and to what 
depth will extraction occur? Provide engineering documentation showing whether full removal is 
feasible without damaging soil structure. 
Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan, “Panel Installation and Racking” section; Site 
Plan Sheets – Foundation Details 
 
These details are provided in Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan of the Motion to Reopen 
application. Piles will be removed completely. 
 

93. Provide detailed protocols for restoring soils classified as Farmland of Statewide Importance to 
pre-construction agricultural productivity. Include timelines, soil amendment plans, compaction 
reversal techniques, and third-party verification standards. 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/motion_expansionfiling/21-exhibit-s---decommissioning-plan.pdf?rev=dfad6061f3394b3dbb81a8d503e44369&hash=1353FC5A4A2C6B7ECC9FB6FC5F017F89


Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan (pp. 2–4); Exhibit G – Soil Science Report, 
Appendix C (pp. 4–7) 
 
Please refer to Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan and Section 6 of the Motion to Reopen. Also 
refer to Exhibit R – Agricultural Soil Protection Plan. 
 

94. List all infrastructure elements to be removed during decommissioning, including fencing, access 
roads, concrete pads, electrical equipment, and underground conduit. Clarify which components 
will remain in place and justify why. 
Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan (pp. 2–4); Exhibit P – Electrical Infrastructure 
Summary (pp. 2–6) 
 
These details are provided in Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan of the Motion to Reopen 
application. Piles will be removed completely. 
 

95. Identify all hazardous materials associated with panel construction, racking, and electrical 
components. Provide disposal protocols, vendor certifications, and compliance documentation with 
CT DEEP and EPA standards. 
Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan (pp. 2–4); Exhibit H – Operations & 
Maintenance Plan (pp. 3–6) 
 
See responses to Council Interrogatories 43 and 76. 
 

96. What financial assurance mechanism will be used to guarantee full decommissioning and site 
restoration? Provide documentation of any performance bonds, surety agreements, escrow 
accounts, or other instruments committed to this purpose. Include the bond amount, calculation 
methodology, renewal terms, and beneficiary designation. Clarify whether the financial assurance 
is sufficient to cover full removal of infrastructure, soil remediation, and restoration of Farmland 
of Statewide Importance to agricultural productivity. 
Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan, Section 4 “Financial Assurance” (p. 5); Exhibit 
A – Expansion Narrative, Section 1.5 “Public Benefit and Land Use” (p. 6)  
Interrogatory 20 – Agricultural Monitoring Post-Decommissioning 
 
 GPS will post a decommissioning bond, if required. 
 

97. Will the petitioner commit to post-decommissioning agricultural monitoring to verify soil recovery 
and productivity? If so, provide duration, metrics, and responsible parties. If not, explain why such 
monitoring is not guaranteed. 
Referenced in: Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan (pp. 2–4); Exhibit G – Soil Science Report, 
Appendix C (pp. 4–7) 
 
GPS will post a decommissioning bond, if required. 

Agreements 

98. Please identify all lease agreements, easements, or other instruments that establish site control for 
each parcel included in the proposed expansion. Include the duration, renewal terms, and any 
provisions related to decommissioning, land restoration, or land use restrictions. Please also 
identify any title searches, parcel reviews, or legal assessments conducted to determine the presence 
of conservation easements, encumbrances, or conflicting land use designations. 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Section 1.2, p. 3); Exhibit C – Site Plans (Sheets 
1–2) 
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GPS objects to this interrogatory as site control documents are confidential. Refer to Exhibit A of 
the East Windsor interrogatory responses.  

Conservation Easement 

99. Please identify whether the 70-acre conservation easement parcel was originally considered for 
solar development. If so, explain why it was excluded from the final site plan. Clarify whether the 
decision to set aside this parcel was based on ecological value, community feedback, or land use 
constraints. Describe the extent and impact of prior ATV activity on the parcel, and whether this 
affects its conservation value or future usability. Will Gravel Pit Solar be responsible for 
maintaining this land in perpetuity, and will it be accessible to the public, including individuals 
with mobility limitations? 
Referenced in: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (Section 1.5, p. 6); Exhibit E – Wildlife 
Assessment (pp. 6–9); Exhibit G – Soil Science Report (pp. 4–7) 
 
Regarding the responsible party for maintaining the conservation area, see response to Council 
Interrogatory 26. The 70-acre area was selected due to its high ecological value (e.g., wetlands, 
vernal pools, forest, Ketch Brook, etc.) and to assist East Windsor with their primary strategies 
outlined in the POCD to preserve more open space, conserve community resources, and protect 
environmental quality. Also refer to the Section 3.4 of the Motion to Reopen regarding the siting 
process for the Expansion.  


