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Purpose of Exhibit

This is a selection of direct quotes from the 54 public comment letters attached below in
opposition to the reopening of Docket 492 and the proposed expansion of the grid-scale
solar array under Docket 492A. As difficult as it is to summarize the contents of the letters,
we do feel this captures the sentiments of many of our citizens in our community. We have
seen and experienced the fragmentation of our farmland and forests, we have seen the
shift or absence of wildlife that used to inhabit the Gravel Pit Solar site and we have see the
rural character of our town be changed to an industrial landscape. Itis difficult to lose

These statements reflect widespread concern about the fragmentation of forested
ecosystems and productive farmland, the destruction of wildlife corridors, and the erosion
of our towns rural character. The opposition is not to solar energy itself, but to the industrial
scale and ecological consequences of this specific proposal as a whole and the loss of
1,380 acres within a one mile radius.

Environmental Fragmentation and Irreversible Loss

. Forest and farmland fragmentation
. Loss of vernal pools and wildlife corridors
. Displacement of native species

“This isn’t just a clearing—it’s a permanent rupture in the ecosystem. Once the trees are
gone, the wildlife doesn’t come back.”
Author: Dahl (DO492_Dahl_a.pdf)

“The proposed expansion cuts through a known wildlife corridor. We’ve seen deer, foxes,
and nesting birds here for years.”
Author: Rabida M. (DO492_Rabida_M_a.pdf)

“Solar panels don’t belong in forests. They belong on rooftops, landfills, or already-
disturbed land, notin living habitats.”
Author: Madsen (DO492PE1422_Madsen_a.pdf)



“The vernal pools on this site are seasonal lifelines for amphibians. Destroying them for
solar is short-sighted and irreversible.”
Author: Rabida R. (DO492_Rabida_a.pdf)

“This project treats nature as empty space. But every acre here is alive, with roots, wings,

and water.”
Author: Swist (DO492_Swist_a.pdf)

Destruction of Rural Character

o Industrial fencing and gravel replacing open space
. Visual intrusion into residential viewsheds
o Incompatibility with agricultural and wooded landscapes

“This community is rural by design. We don’t want to live next to chain-link fences and
industrial-grade infrastructure.”
Author: Emmelmann Patricia (DO492_Emmelmann-Patricia_a.pdf)

“The expansion turns a quiet, wooded neighborhood into a utility corridor. It’s not
compatible with the character of this place.”
Author: Stolinas Scott and Paula (DO492_Stolinas-ScottandPaula_a.pdf)

“We’re not anti-solar, we’re anti-industrialization of rural land.”
Author: Wilson (DO492_Wilson_a.pdf)

“The visual impact alone is staggering. From our porch, we’ll see steel, gravel, and fencing
instead of trees and sky.”

Author: Wright (DO492_Wright_a.pdf)

“This isn’t afarm. It’s a factory. And it doesn’t belong here.”
Author: Stafford Robert (DO492_Stafford-Robert_a.pdf

Procedural Context and Project Scope

. Expansion exceeds original footprint
o Residents unaware of full scale
. Calls for full review and public accountability

“We were never properly notified. The scale of the expansion was hidden behind vague
language and outdated maps.”
Author: Paradise Nicole (DO492_Paradise_Nicole_a.pdf)



“The original approval was for a different footprint, a different scale, and a different impact.
This is a new projectin all but name.”
Author: Riordan Sean (D0O492_Riordan_motiontoreopen_a.pdf)

“There’s been no meaningful opportunity for public input. The process feels designed to
avoid scrutiny.”
Author: Szymanski Leo (DO492_Szymanski_Leo_a.pdf)

“If this expansion is so beneficial, why wasn’t it presented transparently from the start?”
Author: Emmelmann Peter (DO492_Emmelmann-Peter_a.pdf)

“The Council should not allow projects to evolve beyond their original scope without full
public review.”

Author: Chenette (DO492_Chenette_a.pdf)

Safety, Infrastructure, and Stormwater Risks

. Erosion, runoff, and flooding risks
o Emergency access limitations
. Fire and electrical hazard concerns

“The access roads are narrow and poorly maintained. Emergency vehicles would struggle
to reach the site.”
Author: Class (D0O492_Class_a.pdf)

“We’ve already seen erosion and runoff from the existing array. Expanding it will compound
the damage.”
Author: Flint (DO492_Flint_a.pdf)

“Solar panels are not risk-free. Fire hazards, electrical faults, and storm damage are real,
and we’re not prepared.”
Author: Chang (DO492_Chang_a.pdf)

“The site slopes toward residential areas. Increased runoff could flood basements and
contaminate wells.”

Author: Swist (DO492_Swist_a.pdf)

“No one has explained how emergency response will work if something goes wrong. That’s
unacceptable.”

Author: Bragg (DO492_Bragg_a.pdf)

Support for Responsible Solar

o Support for solar in appropriate locations



o Preference for brownfields, rooftops, and capped landfills
. Emphasis on ecological respect and community compatibility

“We support solar, but not when it’s imposed without accountability or ecological respect.”
Author: Szymanski Leo (DO492_Szymanski_Leo_a.pdf)

“There are better places for this—brownfields, commercial rooftops, capped landfills. Why
here?”
Author: Stolinas Scott and Paula (DO492_Stolinas-ScottandPaula_a.pdf)

“Solar should be part of our future, but it must be sited responsibly. This project fails that
test.”
Author: Wright (DO492_Wright_a.pdf)

“We’re not against clean energy. We’re against sacrificing forests and community character
for corporate convenience.”
Author: Paradise Nicole (DO492_Paradise-NicoleAddtl_a.pdf)

“Responsible solar respects people, place, and process. This proposal does none of that.”
Author: Stafford Robert (DO492_Stafford-Robert_a.pdf



