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October 2, 2025 

VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL  

 

Melanie Bachman, Esq. 

Executive Director 

Connecticut Siting Council 

10 Franklin Square 

New Britain, Connecticut 06051 

Re: Docket No. 492A - Gravel Pit Solar Certificate of Environmental 

Compatibility and Public Need for the construction, maintenance, and 

operation of a 120-megawatt-AC solar photovoltaic electric generating facility 

on eight parcels generally located to the east and west of the Amtrak and 

Connecticut Rail Line, south of Apothecaries Hall Road and north of the South 

Windsor town boundary in East Windsor, Connecticut and associated electrical 

interconnection. 

Dear Ms. Bachman: 

 

On behalf of the applicant, Gravel Pit Solar (“Gravel Pit”), enclosed please find Gravel Pit’s 

Responses to the Council’s Interrogatories in connection with the above-referenced proceeding. 

 

Due to the volume of the Phase I and II ESA Reports (Exhibits F1 and F2, respectively), the 

exhibits are provided electronically and can be accessed at the following URL: 

 

https://vhb.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/4256900/Ej5n7ZOpb5JPvE_V2CLsZjMBg8errAyXVwvabYFZy

x4pkg  

 

If any Council member prefers hard copies of the ESA Reports, Gravel Pit will promptly provide 

printed copies upon request. 

 

BECAUSE GRAVEL PIT’S RESPONSES TO 13 AND 16 OF THE COUNCIL’S 

INTERROGATORIES CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT GRAVEL PIT CONSIDERS 

COMMERCIALLY VALUABLE, CONFIDENTIAL AND PROPRIETARY 

INFORMATION CONSTITUTING TRADE SECRETS WITHIN THE MEANING OF 

123529170.3 

https://vhb.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/4256900/Ej5n7ZOpb5JPvE_V2CLsZjMBg8errAyXVwvabYFZyx4pkg
https://vhb.sharepoint.com/:f:/s/4256900/Ej5n7ZOpb5JPvE_V2CLsZjMBg8errAyXVwvabYFZyx4pkg
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CONN. GEN. STAT. § 1-210(b)(5)(A) AND EXEMPT FROM PUBLIC DISCLOSURE 

PURSUANT TO CONN. GEN. STAT. § 1-210(b)(5)(A-B), THE COMPANY SUBMITS 

THE INFORMATION SUBJECT TO THE COUNCIL’S GRANT OF THE ATTACHED 

MOTION FOR PROTECTIVE ORDER, WHICH WOULD LIMIT DISCLOSURE OF 

THE CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION TO THE COUNCIL. 

 

Please feel free to contact me should you have any questions or require additional information. 

 

 

Very truly yours, 

 

David W. Bogan 

Enclosure 

Copy to: Service List 

 
 



 

Docket No. 492A 
Gravel Pit Solar  

East Windsor, Connecticut 
 

Pre-Hearing Interrogatories 
September 17, 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 the Connecticut Siting Council 
(“Council”) on September 17, 2025. The Council’s interrogatories are provided in plain text and GPS’s 
responses are provided in italicized text.  

 
Notice 

 
1. Referencing Motion to Reopen (MTR) p. 25, has Gravel Pit Solar (GPS) received any comments since 

the MTR was submitted to the Council?  If yes, summarize the comments and how these comments 
were addressed. 
 
GPS received nine emails that were not spam or ad solicitations since the April 29, 2025, submittal of 
the MTR. Refer to Exhibit A for a correspondence log.  

 
2. Referencing MTR p. 25 and Attachment D, of the certified letters sent to abutting property owners, 

how many certified mail receipts were received to date?  Which abutting property owners did not 
acknowledge receipt of the certified mailing?  Describe any additional attempts to notify these property 
owners. 
 
Ninety-one certified mail return receipts have been received out of the 108 notifications that were 
sent. Six abutting property owners did not acknowledge receipt. These individuals are as follows: 
Sean & Mary Hevner, 2 Napoleon Dr., Broad Brook, CT 06016; Andre Charbonneau (Trustee), 125 
Edwin Rd, South Windsor, CT 06074; Barbara Gilson (Trustee), 57 Wapping Rd, Broad Brook, CT 
06016; John Jacuby, 34 Graham Rd, Broad Brook, CT 06016; Amie & John Fayer, 37 Morris Rd, 
Broad Brook, CT 06016; Jayne & Karl Reichle, 151 Windsorville Rd, South Windsor, CT 06074. 
Please refer to the 2025 Revised Expansion Parcels table in Exhibit B for further details. 
 
Informational mailers were sent to member of the community regarding the Expansion and included 
the email address to the Gravel Pit Solar website – www.gravelpitsolar.com. The distribution list 
included some abutters as well as non-abutters primarily in East Windsor. These fliers were sent to 
make the greater community aware of the Expansion and not just the abutters. 
 

3. Describe outreach efforts to each member of the State legislature whose district encompasses the 
proposed expanded facility site. 
 
Project team members met with representatives Foster, Hall, and Senator Anwar in advance of the 
submittal of the MRT. Multiple meetings were held with Rep. Foster, Rep. Hall, and Sen. Anwar over 
the last year. Each legislator was formally notified of the proposed Expansion and provided with a 
summary of the Project scope and anticipated filing timeline. The legislators’ preliminary responses 
were neutral in nature, and no direct opposition to the Expansion was expressed. Rep. Foster later 
expressed concern about solar development in general in the area.  
 
Representatives Foster and Hall requested access to application materials for their review. In 
response, web links to the Draft Application (as provided to the Town) were emailed on 02/27/2025 

https://www.gravelpitsolar.com/


and 02/28/2025, and web links to the MRT were emailed on 04/30/2025. To date, no written 
comments or formal feedback has been received from Representatives Foster or Hall. Senator Anwar 
did not provide additional remarks beyond the initial neutral acknowledgement of the Project. 

 
Public Benefit 

 
4. Referencing MTR p. 9, GPS notes that, “ISO-NE estimates ‘more than 7,000 MW of coal, oil, and 

nuclear plant will have retired or announced plans to retirement in the coming years.”  What is the date 
of the estimate, and have there been any updates to the estimate by ISO-NE? 
 
This is taken from ISO-NE’s Resource Mix page and has been updated in ISO-NE presentations in 
February and April 2025, with the Regional Profile (2025) indicating the figure has grown to 
“almost 8,000 MW” when counting retirements since 2013 plus units that may retire in the next few 
years. The April 2025 presentation deck indicates that an estimate 750MW of generating coal, oil, 
and nuclear resources have announced plans for retirement. 
 
Resource Mix - https://www.iso-ne.com/about/key-stats/resource-mix 
April 2025 ISO New England Overview and Regional Update - https://www.iso-ne.com/static-
assets/documents/100023/isone_2025_04_23_nh_bia.pdf 

 
5. Referencing MTR pp. 23 and 24, pursuant to CGS §16-50p(c), a public benefit exists when a facility is 

necessary for the reliability of the electric power supply of the state or for the development of a 
competitive market for electricity. Public benefit exists if the Council finds and determines a proposed 
electric generating facility contributes to forecasted generating capacity requirements, reduces 
dependence on imported energy resources, diversifies state energy supply mix and enhances reliability.  
Please respond to the following: 
a) Would the proposed facility expansion be necessary for the reliability of the electric power supply 

of the state?  Explain why or why not. 
b) Would the proposed facility expansion be necessary for the development of a competitive market 

for electricity?  Explain why or why not. 
c) Would the proposed facility expansion contribute to the forecasted generating capacity 

requirements?  Explain why or why not. 
d) How would the proposed facility expansion reduce dependence on imported energy resources?   
e) How would the proposed facility expansion diversify the state’s energy supply mix?   
f) Would the proposed facility expansion enhance reliability?  Explain why or why not.  

 
a) The Expansion would support reliability for the State's electric power supply. By adding 

additional solar capacity to the grid, the Expansion improves system resilience, especially during 
peak demand and heavy loading. This power can reduce stress on the existing generation and 
transmission assets by enhancing system stability and lowering the risk of supply disruptions.  
 

b) The Expansion would promote competitive market by increasing the diversity of resources 
bidding into the ISO-NE market. New renewable energy projects increase supply options, which 
helps keep wholesale electricity prices competitive and provides market participants. The 
Expansion also aligns with Connecticut’s Renewable Portfolio Standard (“RPS”), which relies 
on market mechanisms to achieve compliance. 

 
c) The Expansion would contribute to forecasted generating capacity requirements. ISO-NE’s 

Regional System Plan has identified ongoing needs for clean energy additions to meet both load 
and renewable mandates. While Connecticut’s load is relatively flat, capacity retirements of older 
fossil units and policy-driven decarbonization targets require new generation. By providing 

https://www.iso-ne.com/static-assets/documents/100023/isone_2025_04_23_nh_bia.pdf
https://www.iso-ne.com/static-assets/documents/100023/isone_2025_04_23_nh_bia.pdf


additional capacity, the facility contributes to ISO-NE’s resource assisting to ensure sufficient 
supply to meet future demand. 

 
d) The Expansion would help reduce dependence on imported fossil fuels (natural gas and oil) that 

currently dominate Connecticut’s generation mix, which are imported fuels transported through 
pipelines or global supply chains. This reduces exposure to fuel price volatility and supply 
disruptions originating outside the state and region.  

 
e) The Expansion directly diversifies Connecticut’s energy supply mix by adding utility-scale solar 

generation. Connecticut remains heavily dependent on natural gas, which accounts for the 
majority of in-state generation. Expanding solar capacity diversifies both technology and fuel 
sources, creating a more balanced portfolio that includes renewable, carbon-free energy. This 
diversification supports energy security, environmental goals, and grid resilience. 

 
f) The Expansion would make a meaningful incremental contribution to system reliability by adding 

capacity to reduce reliance on imported energy sources from other neighboring regions and 
Canada. Solar production correlated with daytime demand eases stress on transmission and 
generation during peak periods, which reduces dependence on fuel delivery infrastructure like 
pipelines. 

 
6. Was the proposed 30 MW facility expansion selected as part of any Requests for Proposals?  Explain.  

 
The Expansion will be bid into the current Connecticut Department of Energy and Environmental 
Protection (“CT DEEP”) Request for Proposal (“RFP”).  
  

7. Referencing MTR p. 9, would the existing Power Purchase Agreements (PPAs) for the GPS facility be 
amended to allow for the 30 MW facility expansion, or would new PPAs be associated with the 
proposed 30 MW facility expansion?  Explain. 
 
The Expansion would be contracted separately under a separate PPA from the existing GPS facility's 
offtakers. 
 

8. Which entities would purchase the energy, capacity and renewable energy certificates (RECs) resulting 
from the proposed 30 MW facility expansion? 
 
As indicated in response to Comment 6, the Expansion is going to be bid into the current CT DEEP 
RFP. Therefore, GPS anticipates Eversource to purchase the energy, capacity, and RECs from the 
Expansion. 

 
9. Referencing MTR p. 23, submit a copy of the Tax Stabilization Agreement with the Town of East 

Windsor. 
 

A redacted copy of the Tax Stabilization Agreement is provided in Exhibit C.  
 

Expanded Facility Development 
 
10. Is the project, or any portion of the project, proposed to be undertaken by state departments, institutions 

or agencies, or to be funded in whole or in part by the state through any contract or grant? 
 
The Expansion, in whole or in part, will not be undertaken by any state departments, institutions or 
agencies, nor funded in whole or in part by the state through any contract or grant. 

 



11. If GPS transfers the facility to another entity, would GPS provide the Council with a written agreement 
as to the entity responsible for any outstanding conditions of the Certificate and quarterly assessment 
charges under CGS §16-50v(b)(2) that may be associated with this facility, including contact 
information for the individual acting on behalf of the transferee? 
 
Yes. If GPS transferred the facility to another entity, GPS would provide the Council with a written 
agreement as to the entity responsible for any outstanding conditions of the Certificate and quarterly 
assessment charges under CGS §16-50v(b)(2) that may be associated with this facility, including 
contact information for the individual acting on behalf of transferee if the facility assigned or 
transferred to a different entity. 

 
12. Would GPS construct the expanded facility if the solar array area footprint was reduced and/or if the 

facility design features (ex. row spacing, panel height, etc.) were modified? Explain. 
 
The Expansion is obligated to transfer 30 megawatts alternating current (“MWac”) to the grid per 
the Large Interconnection Agreement between Gravel Pit Solar and Eversource. The Expansion 
would accommodate changes to the facility as long as it can meet 30 MWac of nameplate capacity 
and those changes do not compromise total energy production.  

 
13. Referencing MTR p. 22, provide the projected total project cost for the proposed expanded facility.  A 

Motion for Protective Order may be submitted for any confidential/proprietary information.  
 
A Motion for Protective Order will be submitted separately to provide the Council with the projected 
total project costs. 

 
Proposed Expanded Facility Site 

 
14. Referencing MTR p. 7, GPS notes that a “…significant portion of the Expansion is located on properties 

that have already been approved by the CSC for the construction, maintenance and operation for 
approximately 10 MW AC of renewable solar energy in Petitions 1422 and 1463.”  Does GPS have an 
agreement with CF Mulnite LLC (CFML) to transfer its Declaratory Rulings in Petitions 1422/1422A 
and 1463/1463A if the proposed facility expansion is approved?  Explain. 
 
There is a mutual agreement between GPS and CFML where GPS has the rights to all of the 
underlaying agreements, studies, and permits including the Declaratory Rulings. 

 
15. The Petition 1463A Partial Development and Management (D&M) Plan Drawing C-3.2 indicates that, 

“Interconnection routing across adjacent parcels shall be coordinated with landowner and possible 
proposed solar project, as necessary.”  Would development of the expanded GPS facility conflict with 
CFML’s interconnection pole access? Explain.            
See https://portal.ct.gov/csc/3_petitions/petition-nos-1461-1470/pe1463a  
 
GPS is aware of the overlap and is working closely with the CFML team to alleviate any alignment 
and layouts conflicts.  
 

16. Referencing MTR pp. 17, pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes (CGS) § 16-50, submit a copy of 
the unredacted option agreements or lease agreements for the proposed expanded facility site parcels.  
A Motion for Protective Order may be submitted for any confidential/proprietary information.  
 
Copies of the option, lease, and easement agreements will be provided separately and are subject to 
A Motion for Protection Order. 

 

https://portal.ct.gov/csc/3_petitions/petition-nos-1461-1470/pe1463a


17. Has the Department of Agriculture (DOAG) purchased any development rights for any portion of the 
expanded facility site as part of the State Program for the Preservation of Agricultural Land?   

 
The Expansion is not sited on any lands where the Department of Agriculture purchased the 
development rights as part of the State Program for Preservation of Agricultural land. 

 
18. Referencing MTR Exhibit A– Project Layout Figure, for each of the four proposed expanded solar array 

areas, provide the distance, direction and address of the nearest property line and nearest residence from 
the solar array area perimeter fence. 

 
A figure was created to show the distances, direction, and address of the nearest property line and 
nearest residence from the solar array perimeter fence, which is included as Exhibit D. 

 
19. Referencing MTR Exhibit A – Project Layout Figure, for each of the four proposed expanded solar 

array areas, provide the approximate total length of the proposed access routes. 
 
The approximate lengths of the proposed access routes are provided in the table below. 
 

Proposed Solar Array Area Access Route Length (Feet) 
Area 1, Norton: Parcel 046-49-004 4,049 
Area 2, Martin/Maslak: Parcels 028-65-027B 
and 038-65-02 

2,133 

Area 3, Mulnite: Parcels 038-68-030, 029-68-
010, and 029-68-011 

11,015 

Area 4, Markowski: Parcel 017-66-022 1,349 
 

 
20. Referencing MTR, Exhibit A - Project Layout Figure, there is a municipal boundary line to the south 

identified as “North Windsor.” Explain. 
 
The Project Layout figure was revised to correctly label South Windsor, which is included as Exhibit 
E. 
 

21. Referencing MTR Figure 2 – Expansion Project Site Selection Evaluation, are any of the sites that were 
evaluated and/or selected located on brownfields?  
 
Yes, a Phase I and Phase II Environmental Site Assessment study (Phase I and II “ESA”) were 
conducted at the Expansion properties. The Phase II ESA indicates that the Expansion properties 
soils contain arsenic, or one or more pesticides detected above Pollutant Mobility Criteria and/or 
Direct Exposure Criteria, which would qualify the Expansion site as located on within a land 
considered a brownfield. The Phase I and II  ESA reports are included as Exhibits F1 and F2. 

 
22. Referencing MTR p. 19, what is the parcel number for the 6.1-acre Groszyk parcel? Should this parcel 

be identified separately from the 41.9-acre NorCap Parcel as 3.5.1.6 rather than 3.5.1.5? 
 

This parcel was inadvertently omitted from Section 3.5.1 Easement Parcels but was included in 
Section 1 Table 1 on MTR p. 2. It is an approximate 6.1-acre parcel owned by Dana Groszyk. The 
property has frontage along Wapping Road and contains three barns, cleared areas, and wooded 
areas. An underground collection line within an easement will be installed along the eastern edge of 
the parcel adjacent to Wapping Road. The collection line will not disturb the existing barns as they 
are not within the Expansion's easement footprint. 

 



23. Referencing MTR p. 19, would any of the four tobacco barns on the Groszyk parcel be incorporated 
into the expanded facility site? 
 
No, the four tobacco sheds are not within the Expansion's footprint. 

 
24. Provide the amounts of cut and fill (in cubic yards) to develop each of the four proposed expanded solar 

array areas.  If there is excess cut material, would this material be removed from the site or deposited 
on the site?  Explain. 
 
The cut and fill amounts for the four proposed solar array areas are provided in the table below. 
Note that the Expansion will result in an overall net cut of approximately 95,248.8 cubic yards of 
material. Any topsoil will be reused on site. GPS would like to retain the flexibility to reuse the 
remainder of the net cut soil onsite or disposed of offsite, which will be determined by the contractor. 
 

Parcel ID Cut Volume (CY) Fill Volume (CY) Net Cut Volume (CY) 
Area 1, Norton: Parcel 
046-49-004 228,682.5 167,884.6 60,797.9 

Area 2, 
Martin/Maslak: 
Parcels 028-65-027B 
and 038-65-02 

14,887.3 3,166.4 11,720.9 

Area 3, Mulnite: 
Parcels 038-68-030, 
029-68-010, and 029-
68-011 

20,286.5 40.8 20,245.7 

Area 4, Markowski: 
Parcel 017-66-022 2,689.7 205.4 2,484.3 

Totals 266,546.0 171,297.2 95,248.8 
 
 

25. Referencing MTR p. 1, Table 1 – Gravel Pit Expansion Parcels and MTR p. 38-39, is the proposed 70-
acre conservation area on Parcel 025-49-017A part of the expanded facility “site” as that term is defined 
under Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies §16-50j-2a(29)?  
 
No, there are no facilities or associated equipment proposed on this parcel. 

 
26. Referencing MTR p. 38-39 and the 70-acre conservation area on Parcel 025-49-017A: 

a) What entity would be responsible for establishing and maintaining the conservation area?; 
b) Does GPS have an agreement with the property owner or a third party separate from the facility 

site lease for access and control over the 70-acre conservation area?;  
c) Does GPS have an agreement with the property owner or a third party separate from the facility 

site lease to allow access to the 70-acre conservation area?;  
d) What if the property owner or third party seeks control over the 70-acre conservation area for 

agricultural or other beneficial use purposes?; and  
e) What if the property owner or third party seeks to restrict access to the 70-acre conservation area? 

 
a) The entity who holds the conservation easement or who will own the property will be responsible 

for maintaining the area.   
 

b) DESRI Gravel Pit Land Holdings, LLC owns the property where the 70-acre conservation area is 
contained. 

 



c)  DESRI Gravel Pit Land Holdings, LLC owns the property and has the ability to provide access 
rights from Plantation Road to the 70-acre conservation area. 

 
d) The conservation area is planned for preservation of natural resources, and the agreement will 

include deed restrictions that will not allow agricultural or other development uses. 
 

e) The property owner or third party will have the right to exclude public access. The property has 
been offered to the Town as part of the Tax Stabilization Agreement proposal letter (see Exhibit C 
for the Tax Stabilization Proposal Letter). Based on feedback received during a site visit 
conducted on April 1, 2025, with two members of the Planning and Zoning Department and one 
member of the Police Department, GPS believes that Town would be interested in providing 
public access for light recreation.  

 
27. Where is Parcel 025-49-017A located? Submit a map of the proposed 70-acre conservation area. 

 
Parcel 025-049-017A is a property associated with Docket No. 492 and is located north of Plantation 
Road, east of Rye Street, and west of the railroad. A map showing the parcel and the proposed 70-
acre conservation area was submitted to the Siting Council on July 10, 2025, in the formal response 
to East Windsor's Order.  
 
The formal response can be accessed on the Council’s website at this link; please see p. 23 of the 
PDF for the map of the proposed 70-acre conservation area: https://portal.ct.gov/-
/media/csc/1_dockets-medialibrary/media_do400-
499/do492/motiontoreopen04_29_2025/certificateholderssubmissions/do492a_responsetotownpz.pdf
?rev=1775346b7a3c43458d78c39c08d658df&hash=5D629EE9AC8705913CE474A7007DEADB 

 
28. Referencing MTR pp. 38-39, what is the approximate total cost of the proposed 70-acre conservation 

area over the life of the project, including, but not limited to, costs associated with its development, 
maintenance and protection from damage and trespass, such as unauthorized use by ATVs or other third 
parties? 
 
GPS is currently anticipating subdividing and donating the land to the Town or an interested party. 
Any costs associated with maintaining the property would be the responsibility of the recipient of the 
70 acres and their intended use of the property. As part of the Tax Stabilization Proposal Letter, GPS 
has offered $10,000 over a 5-year period for trail maintenance and a potential small parking area 
located north of Plantation Road (see Exhibit C for the Tax Stabilization Proposal Letter).   

 
Proposed Expanded Facility and Associated Equipment 

 
29. Referencing MTR p. 7, the existing facility is a mix of fixed tilt and tracker solar arrays.  The proposed 

expanded facility would have fixed tilt solar arrays only.  Explain. 
 
Two different types of technology at this project size are not as cost effective for construction. GPS 
wishes to reserve the right to investigate the use of fixed tilt and/or tracker solar arrays in the future. 

 
30. How would wiring between the solar panels and the inverters be protected from potential damage from 

weather exposure, vegetation maintenance, or animals, including, but not limited to, sheep? 
 

The majority of external above-ground wiring associated with the solar array will be strung to the 
underside of the solar modules and/or placed within trays associated with the racking structure. This 
will keep the wiring off the ground and under the modules to best protect from weather exposure, 
vegetation maintenance conflicts, or animal conflicts. 

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
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


 
31. Identify the distance and direction from each inverter skid to its nearest abutting property line.  Also 

identify the address of each abutting property.  
 

A new map entitled “Inverter Skid Distances” has been created to address this request, and is 
enclosed as Exhibit G. 

 
Energy Output 

   
32. Referencing MTR p. 8, GPS notes that the proposed expanded facility would increase solar capacity 

by 9 percent at a single location.  How was 9 percent determined?  
 
This calculation is based on the September 2024 SEIA Connecticut “State Spotlight report” that 
indicated approximately 1,601 MW of installed solar statewide. The GPS facility at the expanded 150 
MWac size represents approximately 9% of statewide installed capacity (150 MW ÷ 1,601 MW = 
9.4%). 
 
For transparency, SEIA’s current Connecticut “State Spotlight” lists higher installed capacity 
(approximately 1,945 MW as of Sept. 2025); under that updated denominator, 150 MWac is 
approximately 7.7%. 
 

33. If one section of any solar array experiences electrical problems causing the section to shut down, could 
other sections of the system still operate and transmit power to the grid? By what mechanism are 
sections electrically isolated from each other?    
 
Yes. If one section of the array inverter block or an individual string is experiencing an electrical 
problem and needs to be temporarily shut down (for example, a ground fault, blown fuse, or inverter 
trip), the unaffected array inverter block or string can continue to operate and transmit power to the 
grid. Each array block can be isolated at the inverter and each string at its combiner box.  
 

34. Referencing MTR p. 9, if approved, which ISO-NE Forward Capacity Auction(s) does GPS plan to 
participate in for the expanded facility, and what are the anticipated capacity commitment period(s)?    
 
If approved and construction can begin in 2026, GPS anticipates participating in the Forward 
Capacity Auctions 20. 

 
35. Provide the projected capacity factors (expressed as a percentage on an AC/AC basis) for the existing 

120 MW AC facility alone (based on the final installed solar panel configuration), the proposed 30 MW 
AC expanded facility alone (based on the proposed solar panel configuration), and for the combined 
150 MW AC expanded facility.  

 
The projected capacity factor for the existing 120 MWac facility is approximately 20.1%. The 
capacity factor for the proposed 30 MWac Expansion is approximately 20.9%. The combined 150 
MWac facility is projected to be approximately 20.3%.  

 
Electrical Interconnection 

 
36. Referencing MTR p. 6, what is the status of the interconnection agreement for the full 150 MW output? 

 
The Interconnection Agreement is in final draft form and is anticipated to be executed in October 
2025.   

 



37. Referencing MTR pp. 6-7, Eversource’s 1200 Line is adequate to support 150 MW of capacity.  Would 
the interconnection from the switchyard to the 1200 Line also be adequate to support the expanded 
facility? 
 
Yes, the interconnection from the existing GPS switchyard to the previous 1200 Line is adequate to 
support the expanded facility as confirmed by an ISO-NE system impact study. 

 
Public Health and Safety 

 
38. Has GPS consulted with the DEEP Dam Safety program regarding permitting requirements for the 

proposed stormwater basins, if applicable? 
 
This was discussed with CT DEEP during the concierge meeting held on March 13, 2025, and the 
Dam Safety Program stated that since the stormwater basins will be excavated below grade, permits 
or registrations are not required. Please refer to Exhibit F page 5 of the PDF of the filing. 

 
39. What security measures would be employed to protect the expanded facility and associated equipment 

from vandalism or intrusion? 
 
The Expansion will have a security fence to prevent vandalism or intrusion. Per the National Electric 
Code, all gates must remain locked while not being accessed by personnel. 

 
40. Describe how the proposed expanded facility would comply with the current Connecticut State Fire 

Prevention Code. 
 
GPS is firmly committed to safety as its highest priority. The Expansion will be designed and 
constructed in full compliance with all applicable State and Federal codes. GPS and its contractors 
will coordinate directly with the East Windsor Fire Department both prior to construction and before 
the start of operations to ensure adherence to all Connecticut State Fire Prevention Codes. 
 
As part of operational readiness, GPS will provide first responder training early in the operational 
phase. This training will cover site access, equipment locations, and internal roadway systems to 
ensure that fire and emergency personnel can respond quickly and effectively. 
 
At the existing facility, GPS has already worked with the East Windsor Fire Department to implement 
a comprehensive signage system within the site during construction that will remain in the 
operational phase of the Project. This system is designed to support clear communication and 
expedite emergency access, and similar measures will be implemented for the Expansion. In addition, 
approximately 40 East Windsor first responders participated in an operation site training in 2025 to 
be well informed regarding the site and how best to respond if unexpected emergency were to occur.  

 
41. Referencing MTR p. 60, please explain how the “gravel roads will also act as a fire break.” 

 
The gravel roads will be 15 feet wide of non-flammable material that creates a clear separation 
between vegetated areas. This reduces the potential for fire to spread across the site by limiting 
available fuel sources and slowing fire progression. 

 
42. In the event of a brush or electrical fire, how are potential electric hazards that could be encountered 

by emergency response personnel mitigated? What type of media and/or specialized equipment would 
be necessary to extinguish a solar panel/electrical component fire? 
 



The facility will include a remote shutoff, which will allow electric generation to be turned off in the 
event of an emergency. Pending approval of the Expansion, GPS and its operational affiliates will 
work with local emergency responders on emergency response plans for the site. 

 
43. Would fire suppression water or other runoff from a solar panel/electrical fire be considered hazardous 

and require cleanup by a hazardous materials response contractor? 
 
Except for petroleum housed within the medium voltage transformers, there are no known hazardous 
materials included in the electrical equipment. If the oil is released from these transformers 
appropriate measures will be taken to report and cleanup areas affected by the release. Therefore, 
runoff of fire suppression water would not be expected to be considered hazardous or require cleanup 
by a hazardous materials contractor unless there is a release of petroleum from the array. In 
addition, it is unknown at this time what fire suppression materials would be used by local emergency 
response. Pending approval of the Project, GPS and its operational affiliates will work with local 
emergency responders on emergency response plans for the site.  
 

44. What is the distance of the nearest municipal fire hydrant to the proposed expanded facility? What 
alternative water sources are available to the fire department? How would water be brought to the site 
in the event of a fire? 

 
The distances to the nearest known fire hydrants for each solar array area are provided in the table 
below. For areas without a nearby fire hydrant, it is anticipated that a tanker truck would need to be 
utilized for fire suppression. GPS intends to coordinate with Town of East Windsor emergency 
responders for protocols and training pursuant to application approval. There are no known 
accessible water supply ponds in the area. 
 

Parcel ID Fire Hydrant Distance Nearest Roads/Crossroads 
Area 1, Norton: Parcel 046-
49-004 

+/- 1,000 feet from closest 
parcel boundaries 

Intersection of Dempsey Road 
and Napoleon Drive 

Area 2, Martin/Maslak: 
Parcels 028-65-027B and 038-
65-02 

No known fire hydrants in 
vicinity N/A 

Area 3, Mulnite: Parcels 038-
68-030, 029-68-010, and 029-
68-011 

0 feet from closest parcel 
boundary 

Barber Hill Road immediately 
adjacent to Parcel 029-68-011 

Area 4, Markowski: Parcel 
017-66-022 

No known fire hydrants in 
vicinity N/A 

 
45. Would any lighting be installed at the proposed expanded facility site? If so, for what purpose and what 

type would be installed (ex. motion activated, preset timer)? 
 
No lighting is proposed for the expanded facility. 

 
46. Referencing MTR p. 50, would notice to the Federal Aviation Administration be necessary for the 

temporary use of a crane during construction?  If a crane is used, what would be the crane height needed 
to install expanded facility equipment? 
 
The height of any crane is unknown at this time, but the boom is not expected to be higher than 100 ft 
tall. Based on the existing ground elevations and proximity to Skylark Airport and Bradley 
International Airport, submission to FAA for a Determination of No Hazard could potentially be 
required depending on the height and location of the crane, as existing ground elevations vary across 
the Expansion parcels. If required based on the selected construction equipment, a 7460-1 



Determination of No Hazard request will be filed with FAA to obtain clearance before the crane is 
mobilized to the site.  

 
47. Would the proposed expanded facility have lightning protection? If yes, describe. 

 
Yes, all electrical components and perimeter fencing will be grounded, and electrical equipment will 
be surge protected.  

 
48. Describe how the proposed expanded facility would comply with the Council’s White Paper on the 

Security of Siting Energy Facilities, available at: https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/CSC/1_Dockets- 
medialibrary/Docket_346/whitepprFINAL20091009114810pdf.pdf  Would safety signs be located on 
the expanded facility fence? 
 
Looking at the Council October 8, 2009 White Paper on the Security of Siting Energy Facilities found 
on the web (we were not able to use the link provided by the Council but believe this is the White 
Paper referred to: https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/dockets-and-other-pending-
proceedings/dockets300-
400/docket_346/whitepprfinalpdf.pdf?rev=2be05a915ef64a858f9fdb83bb8e41f1&hash=58B2D9EA6
E251AEE484E77A494E09A68), GPS can confirm that that facility will comply. The facility is 
required to comply will all applicable North American Electric Reliability Corporation (NERC) as it 
is a utility scale facility and interconnecting to Transmission system. The Expansion will adhere to all 
federal, state, and local safety codes. Please provide any more recent versions of this white paper if 
applicable for consideration.  
 
Yes, safety signs will be installed on all gates at a minimum. Additionally, signage will be added as 
needed following coordination with East Windsor first responders.  

 
49. What is the length of the racking posts and to what depth would the posts be installed into the ground?   

Would the installation of racking posts cause vibrations that could affect subsurface water quality?   
 

GPS anticipates that driven steel piles will be typically installed to a 10-to-14-foot embedment depth. 
Geotechnical embedment information has been collected, and additional pull testing can be 
anticipated prior to construction which will further inform the structural design. GPS does not 
anticipate that the installation of racking posts will affect subsurface water quality due to vibrations. 

 
Environmental Effects and Mitigation Measures 

 
50. Referencing MTR p. 3 and Exhibit A - Tree Clearing Map, of the total acreage of clearing for the 

proposed expanded facility, how many acres of clearing are within core forest? 
 
According to a review of CT DEEP’s Forestland Habitat Impact Area online map viewer, there is no 
proposed clearing within core forest. 

 
51. Referencing MTR Exhibit J, for each DEEP NDDB letter, provide the expanded site parcel number to 

which the letter applies. Why are some references in the DEEP NDDB letters to numbered 
“Expansions”? 
 
The numbered NDDB letters were a tracking mechanism for GPS. As GPS was evaluating parcels for 
potential development for the Expansion, NDDB requests were submitted to determine whether a 
given parcel had potential species concerns. 
 

https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/CSC/1_Dockets-%20medialibrary/Docket_346/whitepprFINAL20091009114810pdf.pdf
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/CSC/1_Dockets-%20medialibrary/Docket_346/whitepprFINAL20091009114810pdf.pdf
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/dockets-and-other-pending-proceedings/dockets300-400/docket_346/whitepprfinalpdf.pdf?rev=2be05a915ef64a858f9fdb83bb8e41f1&hash=58B2D9EA6E251AEE484E77A494E09A68
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/dockets-and-other-pending-proceedings/dockets300-400/docket_346/whitepprfinalpdf.pdf?rev=2be05a915ef64a858f9fdb83bb8e41f1&hash=58B2D9EA6E251AEE484E77A494E09A68
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/dockets-and-other-pending-proceedings/dockets300-400/docket_346/whitepprfinalpdf.pdf?rev=2be05a915ef64a858f9fdb83bb8e41f1&hash=58B2D9EA6E251AEE484E77A494E09A68
https://portal.ct.gov/-/media/csc/dockets-and-other-pending-proceedings/dockets300-400/docket_346/whitepprfinalpdf.pdf?rev=2be05a915ef64a858f9fdb83bb8e41f1&hash=58B2D9EA6E251AEE484E77A494E09A68


For the specific parcel number for each NDDB letter, please refer to Exhibit I Conservation 
Measures Plan, Table 2 on p. 6 as well as the table below. 
 

Parcel ID NDDB Determination No. Parcel ID NDDB Determination No. 

Markowski, Parcel 
ID: 017-66-022 202204318 

Dana Groszyk, 
Parcel ID: 027-65-
033 

N/A1 

Martin/Maslak, 
Parcel ID: 028-
65-027B  

202205979 
Jean Martin, 
Parcel ID: 038-65-
024 

202306621 

Martin/Maslak, 
Parcel ID: 038-
65-026  

202205976 
Connecticut Light 
& Power, Parcel 
ID: 038-65-025 

202306619 

Mulnite, Parcel 
ID:029-68-010  202010288 

John Gudaitis, 
Parcel ID: 038-
68-028 

N/A1 

Mulnite, Parcel 
ID:029-68-011  201908948 

David Woodin & 
Michael Methot, 
Parcel ID: 046-49-
002 

202305096 

Mulnite, Parcel 
ID:038-68-030  201908948 

DESRI Gravel Pit 
Land Holdings, 
Parcel ID: 048-65-
007 

202002957 

Norton, Parcel ID: 
046-49-004 202204315 

DESRI Gravel Pit 
Land Holdings, 
Parcel ID: 057-65-
001 

202002957 

Northern Capital 
Region Disposal 
Facility, Inc., 
Parcel ID: 027-
65-031 

202204316 - - 

1. These parcels were included in a comprehensive NDDB submission on April 25, 2025, and GPS is still awaiting a 
response from NDDB. 

 
52. Referencing MTR p. 41, how would GPS avoid the creation of decoy vernal pools? 

 
As provided in Exhibit B of the MTR, creation of decoy vernal pools will be avoided by implementing 
the following measures: 
 

• Removing temporary sediment trap MM4 after construction as infiltration testing indicated 
that it could potentially hold water for an extended period of time and it is in a migration 
pathway to/from the vernal pool 

• Surrounding permanent basins MM1 and MM3 with an amphibian exclusion barrier 
(fencing) to prevent amphibians from entering the basins 

o This exclusion fencing will be maintained post-construction and basins MM1 and 
MM3 will be monitored by a biologist for two years post-construction 

o If the basins are found to infiltrate quickly following a storm event (i.e., water does 
not pond for sufficient time for vernal pool species breed) or if the basins hold water 
for sufficient time to allow successful vernal pool breeding (i.e., three or more 



consecutive months), the exclusion fencing will be removed. If neither of these 
scenarios are present, the exclusion fencing will remain in place. 

• Any equipment and vehicle ruts greater than four inches deep will be smoothed prior to site 
stabilization 

 
53. Referencing MTR p. 43, why are the 2012 Connecticut Guidelines for Soil Erosion and Sediment 

Control referenced as being incorporated into the Stormwater Pollution Control Plan? 
 
This was erroneous. The most up-to-date reference document at the time of this response is the 2024 
Connecticut Guidelines for Soil Erosion and Sediment Control. 

 
54. Referencing MTR pp. 39-42 and Exhibit B, would the proposed expanded facility comply with the 

2015 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Vernal Pool Best Management Practices? 
 
Yes, the Expansion complies with the 2015 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Vernal Pool Best 
Management Practices as well as the following guidance resource provided on the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers Vernal Pool webpage: Best Development Practices: Conserving Pool-Breeding 
Amphibians in Residential and Commercial Development in the Northeastern U.S. Specifically, 
Exhibit B evaluates critical terrestrial habitat surrounding the vernal pool (VP) and provides the 
following best management practices toward vernal protection measures in accordance with the 2015 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Vernal Pool Best Management Practices: 

 
• Expansion avoids disturbance within the VP depression and envelope (extends 0-100 feet 

from the VP depression’s edge) 
• Expansion excludes roads and driveways from the VP envelope.  
• Expansion maintains directional corridors to critical terrestrial habitat areas and connecting 

wetlands (Ketch Brook riparian corridor).  
• Expansion minimizes impedance to amphibian terrestrial passage. 

o Syncopated (staggered) silt fence will be used in the vernal pool migration corridor. 
o Perimeter fence will allow amphibian migration. 
o No curbing proposed. 

 
55. Referencing MTR p. 49, Section 6.6.3, GPS notes that there is consultation with the State Historic 

Preservation Office (SHPO) regarding the demolition of four tobacco sheds, and correspondence will 
be provided upon receipt.   What is the status of such consultation with SHPO?  Provide a copy of such 
correspondence if available. 
 
Consultation with CT SHPO is ongoing. Current correspondence was provided in Exhibit M of the 
MTR and as Exhibit A of the Appeal to the East Windsor Order, which was submitted to the Council 
on July 10, 2025. Gravel Pit Solar will provide updated SHPO correspondence upon receipt. 

 
56. Referencing MTR p. 61 – Table 1 and Exhibit A Figure – Farmland Soils Map, provide the approximate 

acreage of Prime Farmland Soils and Farmland Soils of Statewide Importance that would be occupied 
by the proposed expanded facility on each parcel and in total. 

 
The table below is modified from the table provided on MTR p. 61 Table 1. It outlines the acreage of 
Prime Farmland and Farmland Soils of Statewide Importance on the entire Expansion parcels as 
well as the acreage that will be occupied by the Expansion. All areas in the table are provided in 
acres. 
 



Parcel ID 
Parcel 
Size 

Prime Farmland 
Soil – Entire 

Parcel 

Prime Farmland 
Soil – Expansion 

Occupation 

Farmland Soils of 
Statewide 

Importance – 
Entire Parcel 

Farmland Soils of 
Statewide 

Importance – 
Expansion 
Occupation 

Martin/Maslak, 
Parcel ID: 
028-65-027B 

25.1 12.5 8.1 0.1 0.01 

Norton, Parcel 
ID: 046-49-
004 

62.3 30.7 16.9 0.0 0.0 

David Woodin 
& Michael 
Methot, Parcel 
ID: 046-49-002 

11.4 9.6 0.3 0.0 0.0 

Martin/Maslak, 
Parcel ID: 
038-65-026  

7.1 2.1 0.9 1.1 0.3 

Mulnite, 
Parcel ID:038-
68-030 

24.9 24.9 14.4 0.01 0.0 

Mulnite, 
Parcel ID:029-
68-010 

42.1 42.1 39.4 0.0 0.0 

Mulnite, 
Parcel ID:029-
68-011 

11.5 11.5 11.0 0.0 0.0 

Markowski, 
Parcel ID: 
017-66-022 

27.4 27.4 23.5 0.0 0.0 

DESRI Gravel 
Pit Land 
Holdings, 
Parcel ID: 057-
65-001 

97.9 75.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 

DESRI Gravel 
Pit Land 
Holdings, 
Parcel ID: 048-
65-007 

132.4 15.8 0.0 3.7 0.0 

Dana Groszyk, 
Parcel ID: 027-
65-033 

6.1 6.1 0.4 0.0 0.0 

Connecticut 
Light & Power, 
Parcel ID: 038-
65-025 

1.0 0.05 0.04 0.9 0.07 

Jean Martin, 
Parcel ID: 038-
65-024 

0.2 0.2 0.1 0.05 0.01 



Parcel ID 
Parcel 
Size 

Prime Farmland 
Soil – Entire 

Parcel 

Prime Farmland 
Soil – Expansion 

Occupation 

Farmland Soils of 
Statewide 

Importance – 
Entire Parcel 

Farmland Soils of 
Statewide 

Importance – 
Expansion 
Occupation 

Northern 
Capital Region 
Disposal 
Facility, Inc., 
Parcel ID: 
027-65-031 

41.9 31.9 0.5 7.6 0.0 

John Gudaitis, 
Parcel ID: 
038-68-028 

7.2 5.6 0.3 1.7 0.05 

Totals 498.3 295.9 115.8 15.2 0.4 
 

 
57. Referencing MTR pp. 35 and 64, which array area(s) would be utilized for sheep grazing? 

 
GPS is planning to utilize sheep within the easternmost solar array area on Mulnite Parcels 038-68-
030, 029-68-010, and 029-68-011. GPS will consider expanding sheep grazing onto other parcels but 
needs to assure the success of vegetation management by avoiding over grazing, and not 
overwhelming sheep herding professionals who would likely need to scale up their flock to graze the 
entire Expansion site.  

 
58. Referencing MTR p. 38, would the entire perimeter fence include a six inch gap at the bottom to allow 

turtles to pass through? If so, how would the sheep be protected from predation? 
 
The Expansion fence will not have a six-inch gap where sheep will be used on Parcels 038-68-030, 
029-68-010, and 029-68-011. The elimination of the gap at the bottom will aid in the protection of 
sheep from predators. 

 
59. Referencing MTR p. 65, approximately where at the expanded facility site would the apiaries be 

located? 
 
GPS plans to locate the apiaries on Parcels 038-68-030, 029-68-010, and 029-68-011 outside of the 
perimeter fence. 

 
60. Referencing MTR Figure – Floodplain, Surface & Groundwater Resources Map, is the entire proposed 

expanded facility, except for the proposed collector line crossing of Ketch Brook, located within the 
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Zone X (unshaded)?  Explain. 

 
Yes, except for the buried collector line that is crossing Ketch Brook and will be installed via horizontal 
directional drilling (no fill, water, or surface impacts), the entire proposed expanded facility is within 
an unshaded Zone X. 

 
61. Referencing MTR pp. 42-44, would any of the proposed expanded facility site be located within a 

DEEP-designated Aquifer Protection Area (APA)?  If yes, which portion(s) of the expanded facility?  
How would impacts be mitigated? 

 
No, the Expansion's footprint is not within an Aquifer Protection Area. This was discussed with CT 
DEEP during the concierge meeting held on March 13, 2025, and the Aquifer Protection Program 



stated that since the Expansion is not located within an aquifer protection area, nothing is required 
for the Aquifer Protection Program. Please refer to Exhibit F page 4 of the PDF of the MTR. 
 

62. Referencing MTR pp. 44-45, what is the status of the DEEP General Permit (Stormwater Permit)?   
 

As the CT DEEP Stormwater General Permit (SGP) is an issued-for-construction permit, this permit 
will be acquired in the future along with final construction plans and documents for the Expansion, 
pursuant to application approval. It is anticipated that proof of SGP approval will become a 
condition of this application’s approval. 

 
63. Referencing MTR p. 27 and in accordance with DEEP General Permit Section 3 (b) (15), is the 

construction limit of disturbance associated with any of the expanded facility site parcels within 100 
feet of any Cold Water Habitat? 

 
Per the CT DEEP Cold Water Habitat online map viewer, Ketch Brook is listed as Cold-Water 
Habitat. No portions of the Expansion or associated construction are proposed within 100 feet of the 
banks of Ketch Brook. The collection line that is proposed to cross Ketch Brook will be installed by 
horizontal direction drilling and will be entirely below ground. The bore pits (entry and exit pits for 
the drilling) were sited greater than 300 feet away from Ketch Brook and the drilling will not disturb 
the ground surface or vegetation within Ketch Brook or its associated 100-foot buffer. 

 
64. Referencing MTR pp. 44-45, would the proposed expanded facility comply with Appendix I of the 

DEEP Stormwater Permit?  Explain.  If no, could the proposed expanded facility be modified to comply 
with Appendix I requirements? 

 
Yes, the proposed expanded facility was designed to comply with the guidelines of Appendix I of 
CTDEEP Stormwater General Permit. This includes, but is not limited to, suggested buffer distances 
to property lines and known wetlands, and stormwater management computations and design. 

 
65. Provide a Spill Prevention Plan. 

 
A Preliminary Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure Plan (SPCC Plan) is included as 
Exhibit H. The final SPCC Plan will be prepared by the contractor prior to the start of construction 
and will be provided to the Council. 
 

66. Referencing MTR Narrative p. 64, provide a Sheep Grazing Plan that includes, but is not limited to: 
a) Identification of flock protection animals such as dogs, llamas or donkeys, if necessary; 
b) How many days per week would the sheep farmer/manager visit the site? 
c) How would sheep be managed if electrical contractors/personnel were dispatched to the site for 

nonscheduled maintenance or emergency repair work? 
d) How would sheep be managed in the event of an emergency? 
e) Provide a copy of a sample sign for contact information for the sheep farmer/manager and DOAg 

Animal Control Officer and the location where the sign would be prominently displayed on the 
fence.  

f) How would water be provided at the site for the sheep? 
 

GPS has not finalized plans for sheep grazing. Prior to operations, GPS will work with the sheep 
herder to determine the appropriate Sheep Grazing Plan. 
 

67. Submit photographic site documentation with notations linked to the site plans or a detailed aerial image 
that identify locations of site-specific and representative site features.  The submission should include 
photographs of the site from public road(s) or publicly accessible area(s) as well as Site-specific 



locations depicting site features including, but not necessarily limited to, the following locations as 
applicable:      

 
For each photo, please indicate the photo viewpoint direction and stake or flag the locations of site-
specific and representative site features. Site-specific and representative site features include, but are 
not limited to, as applicable: 
1.         wetlands, watercourses and vernal pools; 
2.         forest/forest edge areas; 
3.         agricultural soil areas; 
4.         sloping terrain; 
5.         proposed stormwater control features; 
6.         nearest residences; 
7.         Site access and interior access road(s); 
8.         utility pads/electrical interconnection(s); 
9.         clearing limits/property lines; 
10.       mitigation areas; and 
11.       any other noteworthy features relative to the Project. 

  
A photolog graphic must accompany the submission, using a site plan or a detailed aerial 
image, depicting each numbered photograph for reference.  For each photo, indicate the photo location 
number and viewpoint direction, and clearly identify the locations of site-specific and representative 
site features show (e.g., physical staking/flagging or other means of marking the subject area). 
 
A photolog and graphic showing representative site condition photos are included as Exhibit I. 

 
Facility Construction  

 
68. How would construction traffic be managed during construction?   
 

Construction traffic will be directed by the selected EPC responsible for constructing the Expansion.  
Generally, it is anticipated that the volume of traffic of construction vehicles will be low, and that 
proper work zone signage and measures (flaggers, police detail) will be employed on an as-needed 
basis. In addition, in response to a request from the Town of East Windsor, GPS has agreed to limit 
construction vehicle traffic on Rye Street. 

 
69. Has a comprehensive geotechnical study been completed for the site to determine if conditions support 

the overall design? If so, summarize the results. If not, has GPS anticipated assumed subsurface 
conditions?  Explain. 

 
Yes, a comprehensive geotechnical study including boring investigation pits was completed, as well 
as in situ test pits and infiltration testing in the location of each of the proposed permanent 
stormwater basins. A summary of the geotechnical boring investigation is included as Exhibit J.   
 
Results from the stormwater basin testing can be found within Exhibit K (Stormwater Management 
Report) from the original MTR. The link to Exhibit K on the Council’s website for Docket 492A is 
provided below. Both sets of geotechnical testing showed a consistent stratum of soils extremely 
sandy and well-draining in nature. 
 
Exhibit K - Stormwater Management Report 
 

70. How would the racking system support posts be driven into the ground? In the event that ledge is 
encountered, what methods would be utilized for installation?  

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


 
Due to the sandy nature of the site, it is currently anticipated that the foundation design will consist 
of H-piles installed into the native soils by a piledriver.  In the event that ledge is encountered at any 
pile locations, various methods could be employed but most likely a rock drill would be used in the 
specific location(s) of refusal. 

 
71. Would blasting be required to develop the expanded facility site or stormwater features? 
 

Due to the sandy nature and soil depths observed at the site, it is not anticipated that blasting will be 
utilized to develop any portions of the Expansion. 

 
Facility Maintenance 

 
72. Would the inverters and transformers last the life of the expanded facility?  If not, at what time interval 

would this equipment need to be replaced? 
 

The typical life span of the inverters and transformers is 10-12 years and would be replaced with new 
inverters. 

 
73. How are damaged solar panels detected?  Would replacement modules be stored on-site in the event 

solar panels are damaged or are not functioning properly? If yes, in what location? 
 

The Expansion will be reviewed periodically and monitored 24-7. If modules are broken and 
production is lower at a particular inverter, the block of modules will be monitored for damage or 
malfunction. In addition, an infrared aerial scan to detect broken or malfunctioning panels. Spare 
modules will be stored nearby and likely in barns located within the current fence line of the existing 
Gravel Pit Solar facility. Any broken modules will temporarily stored on site and removed to a 
recycling facility or disposed of at a licensed disposal facility.  

 
74. Referencing MTR Exhibit H – Operations and Maintenance Plan, under what circumstances would 

snow be removed from the solar panels? Describe snow removal methods. 
 

The tilt of the modules and smooth glass finish will promote snow organically sliding off of the array 
during or following normal storm conditions. If snow needed to be removed it would be done with a 
soft bristled rake or broom. 

 
Decommissioning 

 
75. Referencing MTR Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan, would the decommissioning of the proposed 

expanded facility include the stormwater basins?  
 

At the time of this response, it is anticipated that all site features down to three feet below grade will 
be removed at time of decommissioning. While it is also anticipated that the stormwater basins will 
be backfilled as part of this work, GPS wishes to reserve the right to coordinate the feasibility and 
benefits of keeping any or all stormwater basins with each landowner at that time. 

 
76. Submit Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (TCLP) laboratory test results that indicate the 

proposed solar modules would not be characterized as hazardous waste at the time of disposal under 
current regulatory criteria? If test results are not available, and if the project is approved, would 
Lodestar install solar modules that are not classified as hazardous waste through TCLP testing? 
 



GPS is committed to installing solar modules that are not classified as hazardous waste through 
TCLP testing. 

 
77. If the facility is approved, would GPS post a decommissioning bond? Describe how this would be 

accomplished.  Does the option/lease agreement(s) require GPS to post a decommissioning bond?  
 

GPS is committed to decommissioning the Expansion on lands that will be purchased and leased 
properties include language that required decommissioning. If the Expansion is approved, GPS 
would post a decommissioning bond if required. 


