Paula Stolinas, Party

11 Miller Road

Broad Brook, CT 06016
Stolinas11@cox.net

February 26, 2026

Attorney Melanie Bachman
Executive Director
Connecticut Siting Council
10 Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

Docket No. 492A - Gravel Pit Solar, East Windsor, CT

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 Attorney Bachman:

Attached are the Proposed Findings of Fact and Closing Brief for the Paula Stolinas Party in
connection with Docket 492A.

Fifteen hard copies have been mailed to your attention.
Thank you,

] Pg ’
Paula Stolinas
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BEFORE THE CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL

DOCKET NO. 492A

PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CLOSING BRIEF

Party: Paula Stolinas

I. PROJECT SCOPE AND FOREST CLEARING

1.

The Applicant seeks approval of an expansion to the previously certificated solar facility
in East Windsor.

The expansion area includes forested land requiring clearing. (Tr. 1/6/26, p. 32; Tr.
10/9/25, p. 47).

Testimony confirms that forested acreage within the expansion footprint will be
removed and converted to solar array infrastructure. (Tr. 1/6/26, p. 35-36).

The Applicant acknowledged that forest clearing alters habitat conditions from existing
forest cover to managed meadow vegetation beneath solar panels. (Tr. 1/27/26, p. 14).

II. CUMULATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

5.

The proposed expansion must be considered in conjunction with the already-approved
120-MW facility and additional operational and approved solar array facilities in East
Windsor.

During questioning, the Council raised the issue of cumulative impacts to wildlife
habitat. (Tr. 1/27/26, p. 14).

In response, the Applicant characterized the ecological effect as a 'shift’ in habitat rather
than expressly acknowledging cumulative loss of interior forest habitat. (Tr. 1/27/26, p.
14-15).

The record does not contain a landscape-level cumulative fragmentation model
evaluating the combined footprint of the existing and proposed facilities.

No quantitative analysis of interior forest loss resulting from both phases combined
plus additional operational and approved solar array facilities in East Windsor was
submitted into evidence. (Tr. 1/6/26, p. 41-42).

I1I. WILDLIFE FRAGMENTATION AND CORRIDOR IMPACTS

10.

11.

12,

Forest clearing introduces new permanent edge conditions within previously
contiguous habitat blocks. (Tr. 10/9/25, p. 52-53).

Testimony acknowledged that interior forest species differ from species supported by
meadow habitat. (Tr. 1/27/26, p. 15).

The Applicant did not submit a corridor connectivity study evaluating disruption of
wildlife movement across the combined site. (Tr. 10/9/25, p. 55).



13. The record contains no edge-to-interior ratio analysis before and after expansion.
IV. PUBLIC OPPOSITION

14. Multiple members of the public testified in opposition to the expansion at the public
hearings. (Tr. 11/18/25, p. 18-24).

15. Public concerns included forest clearing, cumulative industrialization, and wildlife
impacts. (Tr. 11/18/25, p. 20-22).

16. The level of public participation reflects sustained community concern regarding the
scale and environmental impact of the expansion.

17. A petition with over 1900 signatures and well over 100 letters from East Windsor and
neighboring town residents, Town officials, and State Representatives opposed to this
project were received by the CT Siting Council.

CLOSING BRIEF
L. INTRODUCTION

The Connecticut Siting Council must determine under Conn. Gen. Stat. §16-50p that a
proposed facility will not have an undue adverse environmental effect and that adverse
effects are minimized.

The record in Docket 492A does not support such a finding.

I1. FAILURE TO ADEQUATELY ADDRESS CUMULATIVE IMPACT

When questioned regarding cumulative wildlife impacts, the Applicant described habitat
conversion as a 'shift.’ (Tr. 1/27/26, p. 14-15).

The record contains no cumulative interior forest acreage calculation, no regional
fragmentation modeling, no combined corridor analysis, and no quantitative additive
impact assessment.

Without such analysis, the Council cannot reasonably conclude that cumulative adverse
effects have been minimized.

III. FOREST FRAGMENTATION IS A PERMANENT ADVERSE EFFECT
Testimony confirms forest clearing within the expansion footprint. (Tr. 1/6/26, p. 35-36).

Forest fragmentation reduces interior habitat and increases edge effects. (Tr. 10/9/25, p.
52-53).

While meadow vegetation may provide some habitat value, it does not replace canopy-
dependent interior forest function. (Tr. 1/27/26, p. 15).



Absent cumulative and connectivity analysis, the statutory minimization requirement is not
satisfied.

IV. SUBSTANTIAL COMMUNITY OPPOSITION

The public hearing record reflects sustained opposition centered on environmental and
cumulative impacts. (Tr. 11/18/25, p. 18-24).

V.STATUTORY STANDARD NOT MET

Under §16-50p, the Council must determine that the facility will not have an undue adverse
environmental effect and that adverse effects are minimized.

Given the confirmed forest clearing, absence of cumulative modeling, lack of corridor
connectivity analysis, and incremental expansion of an already large facility, the Council
cannot make the required findings.

CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Party respectfully requests that the Connecticut Siting Council
deny the requested modification in Docket 492A.

Respectfully submitted,
Paula Stolinas

Party

11 Miller Road

Broad Brook, CT

February 26, 2026




