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To the Connecticut Siting Council
DOCKET NO. 492A – Gravel Pit Solar Expansion

CLOSING BRIEF OF JULIA RIORDAN

I respectfully urge the Council to deny the application submitted by GPS in Docket No. 492A for the
proposed solar array expansion in East Windsor.

While I support renewable energy development in principle, such development must be appropriately
sited and must not come at the expense of established agricultural land, residential neighborhoods, and
the long-term character of the community. The proposed expansion is inconsistent with the spirit and
intent of East Windsor’s longstanding commitment to preserving farmland and maintaining its rural
character. East Windsor has already borne a disproportionate share of renewable energy installations,
resulting in significant loss of open and agricultural land.

Impact on Property Values and Residential Character

The proposed expansion would extend industrial-scale solar infrastructure directly adjacent to residential
properties, including my own. The proximity of extensive panel arrays, security fencing, and associated
infrastructure materially diminishes residential property values and undermines the quiet, scenic character
that defines this community.

The visual impact of acres of fencing and panels, combined with construction activity, ongoing
maintenance operations, and security lighting, will fundamentally alter the rural environment that
homeowners relied upon when purchasing property in this area. The Council must weigh these adverse
impacts on neighboring residents’ quality of life.

Wildlife Habitat and Environmental Disruption

The proposed site currently serves as habitat for deer, coyote, fox, and other protected wildlife species.
Installation of perimeter fencing and large-scale ground disturbance will fragment habitat and disrupt
natural migration corridors. Such fragmentation forces wildlife into residential yards and roadways,
increasing vehicle collisions and negative human-wildlife interactions.

Although the application references “sheep grazing” or agricultural dual-use practices beneath the panels,
such representations are frequently not realized in practice. Without enforceable, documented
commitments and clear accountability mechanisms, these claims remain speculative and cannot be
considered a substitute for preservation of active farmland.

Soil Erosion, Stormwater Runoff, and Long-Term Land Degradation
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The construction phase of large-scale solar projects presents significant risks of soil erosion and
stormwater runoff due to land clearing, grading, pile driving, and vegetation removal. These disturbances
reduce soil stability and increase the likelihood of sediment flowing onto neighboring properties, clogging
drainage systems, and damaging lawns, wells, and nearby waterways.

Comparable developments have resulted in documented sedimentation issues and regulatory complaints
when erosion controls proved inadequate. Long-term soil compaction and altered drainage patterns
further threaten the land’s future agricultural viability. These risks are particularly concerning given the
site’s proximity to residential properties.

Procedural Clarification

At the January 27, 2026 hearing, counsel for the developer moved to have me removed as a party, and
the Council indicated that my submissions would be treated as public comment or limited-appearance
statements. Following the hearing, I submitted an administrative letter confirming my understanding that I
had been removed as a party; that letter was not acknowledged on the record. I subsequently learned
that I remain a party to this proceeding. I submit this Closing Brief to ensure my position and objections
are fully preserved and considered.

Conclusion

The proposed GPS solar expansion may reflect a commendable goal, but it is improperly sited. The
burden placed on East Windsor residents is undue. The project would eliminate prime farmland, degrade
wildlife habitat, expose neighboring properties to environmental risk, and erode the rural character of the
community.

For these reasons, I respectfully request that the Connecticut Siting Council deny the application in
Docket No. 492A.

Respectfully submitted,

Julia Riordan

24 Barber Hill Rd 
Broad Brook CT 06016

  


