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Interrogatories for Docket 492A 
 
Julia Riordan-Party for Docket 492A 
 
Dear Siting Council & whom it may concern; 
 
Noise & Community Disturbance 
 
Reference: Exhibit O – Acoustical Study (pp. 1–47); Exhibit H – Operations & Maintenance 
Plan (pp. 10–14) 
 
1. Has a noise study been completed for this project? If so, provide the full report from 
Exhibit O. If no study has been done, please state that clearly in your response. 
2. Has a licensed acoustic engineer been retained to develop or review the noise plan in 
Exhibit O? Provide their credentials and any written findings. 
3. What are the written procedures and response times for handling resident noise 
complaints? Provide the complaint response protocol from Exhibit H, or confirm if it does 
not exist. 
4. Are there penalties or fines if GPS fails to respond to noise complaints in a timely 
manner? Provide documentation. 
 
 

Permits & Abutter Impacts 
 
Reference: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (pp. 1–30); Exhibit D – Abutters List and Notice 
(pp. 1–12) 
 
5. If the project is approved, identify all permits required for construction and operation, 
and state which entity will hold each permit. 
6. Describe in detail how abutters will be affected during construction and operation, 
including: noise, traffic, maintenance, proximity to property lines, panel positioning 



(including glare), and wildlife impacts. Provide any maps or studies from Exhibit C (Site 
Plans) that address these issues. 
 
Soil Compaction & Stormwater Management 
 
Reference: Exhibit G – Soil Science Reports (pp. 1–25); Exhibit K – Stormwater Management 
Report (pp. 1–40) 
 
7. What techniques will GPS use during construction to minimize soil compaction from 
heavy equipment? Provide any soil management plan from Exhibit G. 
8. Has the bulk density of soil been measured in their current undisturbed state? If so, 
provide results. If this testing has not been performed, please acknowledge that in your 
answer. 
9. Best practices (e.g., PV‑SMaRT) recommend panel height of at least 36 inches and 
groundcover that promotes deep root penetration. Will GPS commit to these practices? 
10.Provide maps or plans from Exhibit C showing the distance from the project fence line to 
the nearest residential properties at all sites. 
11. Provide a copy of the Stormwater Management Report (Exhibit K). Does it include 
diverting stormwater from a drainage area to an infiltration basin? If so, identify the 
location. 
12. During intense rainstorms, what is the overflow capacity of the infiltration basin 
described in Exhibit K, and could overflow direct water toward abutting properties? Provide 
modeling results, or if no such modeling has been prepared, indicate that plainly. 
13. Given the history of flooding at 24 Barber Hill Rd and neighboring properties, explain 
how the project will comply with Connecticut case law (Agnello v. Urbano; Berin v. Olson) 
prohibiting diversion of stormwater onto neighboring land. 
 
Wildlife & Habitat 
 
Reference: Exhibit I – Natural Diversity Database Findings and Conservation Measures 
Report (pp. 1–22); Exhibit B – Vernal Pool Survey Technical Memorandum (pp. 1–18) 
 
14. There are several tobacco barns on the land abutting my property, this is the same land 
now proposed for solar development.  The barns are on parcels 029-68-011, 029-68-010, 
038-68-030. These barns are currently used by coyotes for denning during their breeding 
season (January–March), with pups present through spring. If these barns are demolished 
as part of the project, what measures will GPS take to avoid disturbing denning coyotes and 
other wildlife that rely on these structures for seasonal shelter? Provide any wildlife 
management plan or agency consultation addressing this issue, or state clearly if none has 
been prepared. 
 
Glare & Reflection 
 



Reference: Exhibit L – Cumulative Visibility Assessment (pp. 1–36); Exhibit C – Site Plans 
(pp. 20–28) 
 
15. Will GPS provide a glare study to demonstrate the project will not create nuisance glare 
for all abutting properties? Provide the study. 
16. If glare issues are identified after installation, what corrective steps will be taken? Can 
panels be repositioned post‑installation? Provide any written guidance, or if there is no 
such guidance please acknowledge that. 
 
Project Changes & Oversight 
 
Reference: Exhibit A – Expansion Narrative (pp. 25–30); Exhibit S – Decommissioning Plan 
(pp. 1–15) 
 
17. If GPS sells the facility, will the new owner be bound by all agreements and conditions 
of approval? Provide documentation. 
18. If GPS seeks to expand the number of panels, must it apply to the Siting Council? Must 
it also apply to East Windsor Planning & Zoning? Identify the regulatory process. 
19. What entity will oversee compliance with project conditions after approval? 
20. Will abutting residents and local/state leaders be notified of any expansion proposals? 
Provide the notification procedure. 
 
Safety, Fire & Lightning 
 
Reference: Exhibit H – Operations & Maintenance Plan (pp. 12–18); Exhibit Q – Emergency 
Management and Evacuation Plan (pp. 1–24); Exhibit P – Electrical and Magnetic Field 
Reports (pp. 1–33) 
 
21. In the event of a brush or electrical fire on the project site, how will electric hazards to 
emergency responders be mitigated? Please identify the specific procedures, equipment, 
and training that are described in Exhibit Q, Emergency Management and Evacuation Plan, 
and explain how they address energized equipment, arc flash, and transformer or inverter 
fires. If Exhibit Q does not contain detailed procedures for these hazards, state that clearly 
and provide any other written protocols, manufacturer guidance, or NFPA‑compliant 
standards that will be followed. 
22. Identify all procedures in place with state and local emergency response teams to 
handle PV fires or equipment damage. Provide copies of agreements, or if no agreements 
exist, acknowledge that. 
23. Will East Windsor be required to fund additional fire department resources, equipment, 
or training to handle PV fires? Provide documentation of any agreements. 
24. Will firefighting equipment be able to reach electrical fires on the site, or would 
responders need to access through abutting properties? Provide access maps from Exhibit 
C. 



25. Is the Barber Hill Rd hydrant located over 1,000 feet away, sufficient for fire suppression 
near parcels 029-68-011, 029-68-010? Provide analysis of water pressure and pumping 
capacity uphill. 
26. Provide any lightning strike studies or correspondence with NOAA, CDC, or other 
agencies regarding lightning hazards. If you have not sought out such studies or guidance, 
acknowledge that in your response. 
27. Given the frequency of lightning strikes in this area, what specific lightning protection 
measures will be installed? Provide engineering documentation from Exhibit P. 
28. If a fire originating from the solar array spreads to abutting properties, who is financially 
responsible for damages? Provide a written statement of insurance coverage and liability. 
 
Cumulative Impacts 
 
29. My property is already bordered by Greensky’s Mulnite solar arrays, and with the Gravel 
Pit Solar expansion I will now have solar facilities in both my back and side yard. Has 
GPS/DESRI done any cumulative impact analysis that looks at the combined effects of 
Gravel Pit Solar (including the expansion) and the Mulnite arrays on nearby residents like 
me? If so, please provide it. If no such analysis has been prepared, acknowledge that in 
your response. 
30. What is the combined noise impact from inverters, transformers, and construction 
activity when the Mulnite arrays and the Gravel Pit Solar expansion are considered 
together? I would like to see any modeling that accounts for overlapping sound sources. If 
no such modeling has been done, please state that clearly. 
31. What is the cumulative visual impact of having multiple large‑scale arrays surrounding 
residential properties, including glare, panel visibility, and the loss of open space? Please 
provide any visual simulations or assessments that consider these projects together. If 
none have been developed, indicate that directly. 
32. With multiple arrays draining into the same watershed, what is the cumulative 
stormwater impact on Barber Hill Rd and surrounding properties? Has any hydrologic 
modeling been done that accounts for runoff from both Gravel Pit Solar and the Mulnite 
arrays? If so, provide it. If not, make that plain in your answer. 
33. What is the cumulative effect on wildlife corridors and habitat fragmentation when the 
Mulnite arrays and the Gravel Pit Solar expansion are combined? Provide any ecological 
assessments that consider the projects together or confirm if no such review has been 
conducted. 
34. Since my home will now be surrounded on multiple sides by solar facilities, what 
mitigation measures will GPS/DESRI commit to — such as expanded buffers, conservation 
easements, or noise barriers — to address the unique cumulative burden on me and my 
neighbors? 
 

Thank you for your attention to this matter; 

Julia Riordan 


