Docket No. 492A
Gravel Pit Solar
East Windsor, Connecticut

Paula Stolinas 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 Paula Stolinas on September 25,
2025. Paula Stolinas’ interrogatories are provided in plain text and GPS’s responses are provided in
italicized text.

Pollinators, Bats & Ecosystem Disruption

Reference: Exhibit I — Natural Diversity Database Findings and Conservation Measures Report;

L.

Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (pp. 12-18)

Exhibit I discusses birds, turtles, and vegetation, but does not address the impact of the solar array
on bees and other pollinators. With the loss of hundreds of acres of cultivated crops (tobacco, corn,
squash, pumpkins), what assessment has GPS conducted regarding the loss of pollinator food
sources and habitat? Please provide any studies, surveys, or expert consultations related to
pollinator impacts.

No adverse impacts on these species are anticipated. The proposed protection measures will
benefit protected and non-protected wildlife. GPS will incorporate pollinator species into the
Project seed mixes, that will enhance the pollinator habitat especially in the active agricultural
lands. Also see response to Traczyk Interrogatory 7.

Have GPS or its consultants evaluated whether radiofrequency emissions from solar panels may
interfere with pollinator navigation systems, including bees used at Gilson Farm (Wapping Road),
and other local beekeeping operations? If so, provide the findings. If not, state that clearly.

GPS has not evaluated radiofrequency emissions, and it is not a requirement of the Connecticut
Siting Council (“Council”). The Expansion will improve pollination at the site by enhancing
pollinator habitat through restoring the site with a meadow mix and installing up to five apiaries
at the site.

Has GPS evaluated whether radiofrequency emissions or habitat disruption from the solar array
may affect local bat populations? Provide any studies or assessments conducted or acknowledge if
none exist.

GPS has not evaluated radiofrequency emissions, and it is not a requirement of the Council. The
solar array will not be operating and generating during the evening hours when bats are active.
The Project's meadow habitat is expected to increase invertebrates that would provide additional
food sources for bats.



Wildlife Displacement & Road Safety

Reference: Exhibit I — Natural Diversity Database Findings and Conservation Measures Report;
Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (pp. 12-18)

4. Exhibit I does not address the impact of land clearing and fencing on local mammals such as deer,
bear, fox, and bobcat. What measures has GPS taken to assess and mitigate habitat loss and
displacement of these species? Provide any studies, modeling, or agency consultations.

See response to Traczyk Interrogatory 7.

5. Residents have observed increased road crossings and collisions involving displaced wildlife. What
strategies will GPS implement to minimize wildlife encroachment into residential areas and reduce
risks to gardens, pets, children, and traffic safety?

GPS is not aware of any evidence linking observed changes in wildlife movement or collisions to
activities associated with the Gravel Pit Solar project. Wildlife behavior and movement patterns
can fluctuate naturally due to a variety of factors unrelated to the Project, including seasonal
changes, variations in food and water availability, weather conditions, and broader regional
development. GPS has designed the Project to not adversely impact wildlife and does not intend
to prevent wildlife movement.

Community Character & Property Values

Reference: Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (pp. 20-25); EcoWatch Study on Property Values
Near Solar Farms

6. What assessment has GPS conducted regarding the cumulative impact of solar arrays in East
Windsor, particularly in the Windsorville section, on the town’s rural character and agricultural
identity? Provide any visual simulations, land use studies, or community impact assessments.

Cumulative analyses were completed for visual, noise, and electric and magnetic frequencies for
the Approved Project and the proposed Expansion. The reports were provided to the Council as
Exhibits L, O, and P, respectively. They can be accessed at the links provided below:

Exhibit L - Cumulative Visibility Assessment
Exhibit O - Acoustical Study
Exhibit P - Electrical and Magnetic Field Reports

7. Has GPS evaluated the potential impact of solar development on nearby residential property
values? If so, provide any appraisals, studies, or market analyses. If not, state that clearly.

No, GPS has not specifically evaluated residential property values.

While concerns are often raised that large solar farms may depress nearby residential property
values, the empirical evidence suggests that any effect is usually modest and highly context-
specific. For example, a comprehensive research from Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory
analyzing ~1.8 million home sales across six U.S. states found homes within 0.5 mi of utility-scale
solar installations sold for on average ~1.5 % less than more distant homes, and homes within
0.25 mi about 2.3 % less. However, that same analysis found no statistically significant impact in
certain states (including Connecticut), in those markets the effect was close to zero within the
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margin of error. In rural settings, many solar impact studies (including studies in New England)
show that residential effects may be negligible.

This study also does not take into account tax, jobs creation, reduced cost of energy, and other
benefits solar projects like the Approved Project and the proposed Expansion typically provide.

Health, Safety & Catastrophic Risk

Reference: Exhibit H — Operations & Maintenance Plan; Exhibit Q — Emergency Management and

8.

10.

Evacuation Plan; Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (pp. 14-16)

What materials are used in the solar panels, wiring, racking and posts, proposed for the Expansion
project, and what chemicals are present that may leach into soil or groundwater via rainwater runoff
or panel or other materials degradation? Provide manufacturer specifications and any
environmental risk assessments.

GPS is committed to installing solar modules that are not classified as hazardous waste through
Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure (“TCLP”) testing. Test results will be provided prior
to the start of construction.

In the event of a catastrophic incident (e.g., lightning strike, fire, aircraft crash), what emergency
protocols are in place to protect nearby residents? Include evacuation procedures, contamination
response plans, and criteria for determining when areas are safe to return.

Emergency responders will be notified regarding any catastrophic event such as lightning strike,
fire, aircraft crash, and GPS affiliates will collaborate to assist with any investigation required if
such event were to occur, supporting the determination of whether evacuations are required and
when areas are safe to return. Prior to construction, final spill prevention plans will be developed
to respond to any potential contamination response plans, and any cleanup will be done in
accordance with federal and state requirements.

What long-term health and safety risks to local communities have been evaluated in connection
with panel degradation, storm damage, or hazardous material exposure? Provide any relevant
studies or mitigation plans.

Solar energy projects are not known to pose risks to long-term human health or to the safety of
local communities. Solar facilities are passive systems that generate electricity without combustion,
emissions, or noise, and they do not release pollutants into the air, soil, or water.

o See response to Council Interrogatory 73 for panel management.

o See response to Interrogatory 8 above regarding hazardous materials.

o Seeresponse to Riordan Interrogatory 28 regarding insurances for fire which is applicable
to force majeure type storm events.



Well Water, Emergency Access & Water Supply

Reference: Exhibit G — Soil Science Reports; Exhibit K — Stormwater Management Report;

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Coordination with East Windsor Emergency Services

A large portion of East Windsor homes and businesses rely solely on well water. What assessment
has GPS conducted to identify and protect these wells during construction, operation, and
emergencies? Provide any well inventories or groundwater protection plans.

GPS did not evaluate impacts on potential residential drinking water wells, however, the
Expansion is not expected to impact drinking water wells and no impacts to the existing condition
of the ground water are anticipated from the Expansion, especially near residences. Moreover,
there are no requirements through the Council to perform soil or groundwater testing. There are
no drinking water wells on the project site, and the project is setback from abutting property
lines. In addition, the Town of East Windsor’s 2016 Plan of Conservation and Development p.15
provides a map illustrating that majority of the drinking water wells in close proximity to the
Expansion are currently outfitted with granulated activated carbon filters which may indicate
that the water is already being treated to mitigate existing contamination in the vicinity.

Residents report that East Windsor Town Hall and the local Health Department do not maintain
records of homes and businesses with wells. Has GPS independently verified well locations near
the Expansion parcels? If so, provide data sources and findings. If not, explain why.

See response to Interrogatory 11 above.

How many water tankers are available to East Windsor during emergencies, and what mutual aid
agreements exist with neighboring towns? If East Windsor is responding elsewhere, who responds
locally in the event of a solar farm fire?

GPS is not aware of any current lack of tanker trucks or other firefighting apparatus in East
Windsor, and this was not brought up as a concern by first responders. The main concern the fire
department has is the potential electrical hazard that exists when firefighters are around the
panels.

In the event of a fire or other emergency at the Gravel Pit Solar site, GPS understands that the
Town’s emergency response would follow established mutual aid protocols. Under these
arrangements, the Broad Brook and Warehouse Point Fire Departments would be the primary
responders, with mutual aid support available from surrounding communities, including South
Windsor, Hazardville, and Windsor Locks.

GPS will continue to coordinate with the Town’s emergency services to ensure that site access
and response procedures remain current and effective.

Does East Windsor have adequate water pumps and pressure to respond to emergencies at solar
sites? Provide any coordination documents or assessments.

GPS is not aware of any lack of water pumps or other equipment that are needed to contain a

fire.

If additional water resources are needed for homes and businesses restricted to wells, who bears
the cost, the homeowner or the solar developer?



16.

GPS does not intend to use groundwater to source water for dust suppression during
construction, and minimal to no water uses are planned for the operation of the facilities.

Water sources such as ponds may be seasonally restricted due to freezing. How has GPS
accounted for seasonal limitations in emergency water access?

Fire risk is typically lower in the winter months. Windsorville Pond is a filling location that is
equipped with a dry hydrant piping system that allows water to be drawn below the ice.

Road Safety & Infrastructure

Reference: Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (pp. 22-23); Coordination with East Windsor

17.

18.

Public Works

Many East Windsor roads are narrow and lack sidewalks or bike paths. What assessment has GPS
conducted regarding the impact of construction and maintenance traffic on road safety, especially
where school buses, pedestrians, and large trucks share the same routes?

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.

Daily safety training for construction covers all potential risks, and road safety is a key topic for
workers.

What mitigation measures will GPS implement to reduce traffic conflicts, delays, and risks to
pedestrians and cyclists during construction and operation?

See response to Interrogatory 17 above.

Decommissioning, Soil Integrity & Emergency Planning

Reference: Exhibit P — Decommissioning Plan; Exhibit H — Operations & Maintenance Plan

19.

20.

What specific provisions have been made for decommissioning, decontaminating, and restoring the
site once the project reaches the end of its useful life? Provide the full decommissioning plan.

Please see Exhibit S — Decommissioning Plan, which is publicly available on the Council’s
website. This plan outlines the proposed activities associated with decommissioning that GPS is
proposing to undertake.

What inspection protocols will be established to ensure the long-term structural integrity of solar
panels and prevent deterioration that could lead to soil contamination?

As outlined in Exhibit H — Operations and Maintenance Plan, maintenance includes annual
mechanical and electrical inspections, panel cleaning, and perimeter fence checks. No harmful
chemicals will be used during cleaning, and inspections will follow manufacturers’ guidelines.

See response to Council Interrogatory 73 for panel management.
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21.

See response to Council Interrogatory 76 regarding hazardous materials.

What emergency plans are in place to address panel damage from natural disasters (e.g., tornado,
fire) or accidental/intentional human activity

The Expansion will be remotely shut down when a natural disaster is pending or immediately
once a spontaneous circumstance occurs like a tornado. Following a natural disaster event and
including vandalism, the site will be reviewed for damage, and equipment will be replaced as
needed.

See response to Council Interrogatory 73 interrogatories for panel management.

Cumulative Impact of Multiple Arrays Near Residential Homes

Reference: Exhibit L. — Visual Impact Assessment; Exhibit I — Conservation Measures Report;

Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (pp. 12-25)

Please note that in the interrogatory letter from Ms. Paula Stolinas, the interrogatories were not
sequentially numbered (i.e., the numbering went from 21 to 24). GPS renumbered the interrogatories,
so they are sequential (i.e., continued numbering from 21 to 22, etc.)

22.

23.

24.

My home and those of my neighbors are now surrounded by multiple solar arrays — including two
on Norcap’s property-Lodestar, the parcels adjacent to Norcap’s, parcels 028-65-0278, 038-65-026,
the Wapping parcel 017-66-022, and the Greenskies/Mulnite array nearby. Has GPS conducted any
cumulative impact analysis that considers the combined effect of these arrays on nearby residents?
If so, provide the study. If not, state that clearly.

See response to Interrogatory 6 above. GPS understands that construction of Greenskies has not
commenced. No other cumulative reports were prepared, and GPS did not analyze impacts to
projects not associated with GPS or its affiliates.

What is the cumulative visual impact of having multiple arrays concentrated in this section of East
Windsor? Please provide any visual simulations or modeling that show how the Norcap arrays, the
Wapping parcel, and the Greenskies array interact visually from nearby homes and roads.

See response to Interrogatories 6 and 22 above. A cumulative visual impact assessment was
completed for the Approved Project and the proposed Expansion. The results of that cumulative
analysis are publicly available on the Council’s website at Exhibit L — Cumulative Visibility
Assessment.

What is the combined noise impact from inverters, transformers, and maintenance activity across
these adjacent arrays? Provide any modeling that accounts for overlapping sound sources or
acknowledge if none has been prepared.

Cumulative noise modeling for the Approved Project and the proposed Expansion was completed
and submitted as Exhibit O — Acoustical Study, which is publicly available on the Council’s
website. The cumulative assessment demonstrates that noise will not exceed CT DEEP’s noise
standards.
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25.

26.

27.

What is the cumulative effect on wildlife movement and habitat fragmentation when multiple arrays
are built in proximity, especially in areas previously used for farming and open space? Provide any
ecological assessments that consider these projects together.

See response to Interrogatory 1 above.

What mitigation measures will GPS commit to for residents like me who are now surrounded by
multiple solar facilities — such as expanded vegetative buffers, conservation easements, or noise
barriers?

The Expansion was sited and designed to minimize and avoid impacts to the environment and the
community. See response to Riordan Interrogatory 6.

Has GPS evaluated the impact of this clustering of arrays on the rural character and identity of East
Windsor, particularly in the Windsorville section? Provide any land use studies, community impact
assessments, or visual character analyses.

See responses to Interrogatories 6, 22, and 23 above for the cumulative Visual Impact
Assessment.

As outlined in the East Windsor Order Appeal, the Expansion was designed to comply with the
East Windsor Plan of Conservation and Development (“PoCD”) where applicable and East
Windsor Zoning Regulations. As an example, Chapter 2 of the PoCD has a primary strategy to
preserve more open space. In response, GPS is proposing to donate approximately 70 acres of
open space that can be used for passive recreation. This land is targeted within the Open Space
map provided on page 11 as “Perceived Open Space” of the Current PoCD. This land is unique
and would have great value to the Town’s goal of more open space. The property includes mature
upland and riparian forests, significant vernal pools, and other important habitats, scenic views,
natural escarpments, existing trails, and access to Ketch Brook, a tributary to the Scantic River.
This will increase the Town-owned open space by approximately 10%. Gravel Pit Solar is also
planning to provide $10,000 to support trail maintenance and management of the property. The
remaining property associated with the Expansion is privately owned and not owned by the Town
or State for open space use. GPS is also proposing to donate $250,000 to the Open Space
Acquisition Fund to preserve additional open space.

Another primary strategy in Chapter 2 of the PoCD is to preserve community assets with town
actions to support preservation of historic and cultural assets and preserve agricultural
components of East Windsor. For historic and cultural aspects, Expansion was designed to avoid
impacts on archaeological resources and will preserve historical assets through barn
management, continuation of a regional tobacco shed survey, and an educational book. GPS has
commissioned Heritage Consultants to inventory existing tobacco structures in the Connecticut
River Valley for the State Historic Preservation Office. As part of the Expansion, Gravel Pit Solar
will fund the production of an educational book centering on tobacco farming in the state. This
report will be available to the public and will help preserve state, regional, and local history.

For agricultural components, the Expansion is planned to have a dual use of renewable energy
generation and agrivoltaics. GPS has been working closely with leading sheep breeders in the
state and is planning to have one of the largest agrivoltaics sites in the state. To further preserve
agricultural components in Town, GPS is also planning to continue farming activities proposed
outside of the permanent fence line. This would include at least five acres of land that will
continue to be farmed for tobacco or potentially flowers, continued use of the vacant barns



located along Plantation Road (two are in use at this time), and at least five apiaries to promote
pollination to support fruit and vegetable farming in the area.

See the full response to the East Windsor Order on the Council’s website here - Response to June
10, 2025 Order of the Town of East Windsor Planning and Zoning Commission, 07/10/25.

Property-Specific Questions — 28 Graham Rd (Steven & Melissa Thayer)

Reference: Site Plan Sheets; Exhibit L — Visual Impact Assessment; Exhibit O — Acoustical

28.

29.

Study

Do the developers plan to leave the existing trees between the solar field and the Thayer property
at 28 Graham Rd as a buffer? If not, what will they be replaced with?

Yes, as shown on Exhibit C — Site Plans, the trees along the eastern property line of Parcel 017-
66-022 between Dry Brook and 28 Graham Road will not be removed.

Where will the inverters be placed on the Wapping Rd parcel abutting the Thayer property? How
far will they be from surrounding homes, and what is the expected noise impact? Provide modeling
or acoustic studies.

The acoustic modeling was provided as Exhibit O — Acoustical Study, which demonstrates that
the Expansion complies with CT DEEP noise standards. The closest inverter is approximately
1,500 feet away from 28 Graham Road. Locations of inverters are provided on Exhibit C — Site
Plans and in the Exhibit G — Inverter Skid Distances in the response to the Council’s
interrogatories.

Property-Specific Questions — 60 Wapping & 28 Graham

Reference: Exhibit B — Vernal Pool Survey Technical Memorandum; Exhibit G — Soil Science
Reports; Exhibit I — Conservation Measures Report; Site Plan Sheets Adjacent to Parcels:
028-65-0278, 038-65-026, and 017-66-022 Concern: Vernal Pool Protection, Slope Stability, Tree

30.

31.

Removal, Buffer Zones

Parcels 028-65-0278 and 038-65-026 are directly adjacent to 60 Wapping Rd, where the proposed
solar array appears to be sited on a slope leading down toward a vernal pool. Has GPS conducted
any slope stability analysis or erosion modeling for this area, especially in connection with tree
removal? If so, provide full documentation. If not, state that clearly.

This slope will not be impacted by the Expansion, and GPS has not conducted any specific slope
stability analysis or erosion modeling. Notwithstanding this response, the Expansion includes
both temporary and permanent stormwater/erosion control features, and per the CT DEEP
Construction Stormwater General Permit process, temporary erosion control features will not be
allowed to be removed until the site has achieved final permanent stabilization by way of
vegetation or other permanent measures.

Will GPS be clear-cutting trees on the slope behind and beside 60 Wapping Rd and the proposed
array? If so, please provide:

a) the total acreage of tree removal.

b) the slope grade and soil type in the affected area.

c) any mitigation measures planned to prevent erosion or runoff into the vernal pool.
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32.

33.

34.

35.

a) There is no clearing or activities planned directly on the steep slope behind (west of) this
property. The nearest clearing limit is approximately 40 feet from this northeastern
property line of 60 Wapping Road, and the remainder will remain as vegetative buffer.
The contiguous acreage of tree removal in this area is approximately 2.0 acres.

b) Existing slopes in the forested site area north of 60 Wapping Road vary between 5% and
30% and are Manchester gravelly Sandy Loam, which have a hydrologic soil group
rating of “A” suggesting that they are well-draining soils.

¢) See Erosion and Sediment Control Plan C-5.3 for erosion and sediment control measures
for this parcel, which includes perimeter controls, stable access roads, temporary and
permanent stormwater basins, and vegetation schedules. Additional slope amendments
and protection are to be used if/as needed during or after mass earthwork. The area
north of 60 Wapping Road drains west and ultimately will end up in Permanent
Stormwater Basin MM3 which has been designed to capture and infiltrate tributary
stormwater runoff, while safely passing larger storm events towards the wetland and
vernal pool west of 60 Wapping Road.

What is the minimum buffer distance GPS will maintain between the solar array and the vernal
pool located near parcels 028-65-0278 and 038-65-026? Please provide the exact measurement and
cite any applicable DEEP or Siting Council standards.

The closest panel to the vernal pool is approximately 146 feet. This is greater than the 100-foot
vernal pool envelope, which complies with 2015 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Vernal Pool Best
Management Practices. In addition, the CT DEEP Natural Diversity Database is reviewing all
protection measures for compliance with DEEP standards.

Parcel 017-66-022 contains documented vernal pools and is directly adjacent to 28 Graham Rd.
What buffer distance will GPS maintain between the solar array and the vernal pool nearest this
property? Please provide the exact measurement and cite any applicable DEEP or Siting Council
standards.

There are no vernal pools observed on Parcel 017-66-022. See Exhibit B — Vernal Pool Survey
Technical Memorandum for vernal pool survey results.

Has GPS conducted any hydrologic modeling to assess how grading, tree removal, or construction
activity on parcel 017-66-022 may affect water flow into the vernal pool near 28 Graham Rd? If
so, provide the findings. If not, explain why no modeling was done.

Exhibit K - Stormwater Management Report represents the full sitewide hydrologic modeling
associated with the Expansion project and details the protective measures to known onsite
resources, or offsite areas. Notwithstanding that fact and acknowledging that no vernal pools
were discovered during the wetland delineations and vernal pool assessments on Parcel 017-66-
022, permanent stormwater basin MARI (constructed before electrical installation and to be used
as a sediment trap during construction) is proposed in this location as depicted on Exhibit C —
Site Plans.

What species were identified in or around the vernal pools near 60 Wapping Rd and 28 Graham Rd
during the Vernal Pool Survey (Exhibit B)? Were any obligatory or facultative vernal pool species
observed? Provide the full list and any proposed conservation measures.
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The vernal pool species observed and the proposed conservation measures were provided in
Exhibit B — Vernal Pool Survey Technical Memorandum. See Table 5 for the biological
observations during the vernal pool investigations, which include predacious diving beetles,
caddisfly larvae, fingernail clams, green frogs, wood frog egg masses and larvae, adult chorusing
wood frogs, and spotted salamander egg masses.

The vernal pool protection measures for the confirmed vernal pool on Parcel 028-65-027B
include various design, construction, and operation and maintenance measures such as time-of-
year restrictions, no disturbance within the 100-foot vernal pool envelope, using erosion control
measures that protect the vernal pool while allowing amphibian migration to and from the vernal
pool, and maintaining exclusionary barriers around stormwater components to prevent
amphibian access decoy vernal pools.

For a full list of protection measures, see Exhibit B — Vernal Pool Survey Technical
Memorandum.

36. Will GPS be removing trees or vegetation on the slope between 28 Graham Rd and the vernal pool?
If so, please provide:
a) the total acreage of tree removal.
b) the slope grade and soil type in the affected area.
¢) any erosion control measures planned to prevent runoff into the vernal pool or onto
residential property.

See response to Interrogatory 33 above.

37. What measures will GPS implement to prevent contamination or sedimentation of the vernal pools
during construction and operation of the arrays on parcels 028-65-0278, 038-65-026, and
017-66-022?

See response to Interrogatory 35 above, there are no vernal pools on Parcel 017-66-022.

38. Will GPS commit to preserving a vegetated buffer between the arrays and both 60 Wapping Rd

and 28 Graham Rd? If existing trees are removed, what species and density of replacement

plantings will be used to restore screening and habitat?

Yes, as shown on Exhibit C — Site Plans a vegetated buffer will be maintained between these two
properties and the arrays.

Property-Specific Questions — 60 Wapping

Referenced: Exhibit Q — Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan; Site Plan Sheets (Access
Road Layout); Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (Safety and Emergency Access section)

39. For the 60 Wapping Road parcel, what emergency access limitations exist given that only a single
access road is proposed, and no ingress is available from the opposite side of the array? Has the
petitioner conducted a fire-response time analysis or consulted with local emergency services to
assess the adequacy of this single-point access under fire, medical, or hazardous material scenarios?
Please provide documentation, including maps, response modeling, and any correspondence with
the Broad Brook Fire Department or East Windsor emergency officials.

See response to Riordan Interrogatory 21.
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