Paula Stolinas
11 Miller Road
Broad Brook, CT 06016

September 25, 2025

Melanie Bachman, Executive Director
Connecticut Siting Council

10 Franklin Square

New Britain, CT 06051

RE: Docket No 492A — Gravel Pit Solar Expansion
Dear Ms. Bachman and members of the CT Siting Council,

T am a resident of 11 Miller Road, Broad Brook. My husband & I are 3™ generation Stolinas’ raising the 4%
generation on our property. We have deep roots in East Windsor and love our community. We cherish the open
land, the strong history of farming, the routine of the tractors during the growing season, the presence of
wildlife in their natural habitats, and the peacefulness that is associated with country life.

I am also representing several of my neighbors on my Party Status and our interrogatory attached reflect a
collective effort to call attention to the negative effects that expanding the Gravel Pit Solar project would have
on our community. Many of our neighbors, our friends, have also lived in town for generations and share the
same feelings Scott & I have about our properties.

Because we have all lived in town for so long, we have seen many changes over the years. Some have been
good and beneficial for our town, others not as much. The most devastating change we’ve seen recently is the
sheer volume of grid-scale solar array “farms” in our town. While the development of green energy initiatives
is important in our State, the Siting Council’s first responsibility is “balancing the need for adequate and reliable
public utility services at the lowest reasonable cost to consumers with the need to protect the environment and
ecology of the state and to minimize damage to scenic, historic, and recreational values”. East Windsor
currently hosts the largest volume of solar arrays in the State of CT at a staggering 23%. Our town has already
disproportionally shouldered a large part of CT’s green energy initiative at the cost of previously open farmland
and woodland areas now covered in unsightly solar panels, chain link fencing surrounding the array properties,
unmaintained border control of the existing arrays, loss of wildlife habitat, fires, and noise. We implore you to
consider the current approved arrays in town, both complete and yet to be built, and the effect of this expansion
on East Windsor’s already precarious balance of farmland & woodland areas to solar array installations.

On behalf of myself, my family, and my neighbors, I respectfully request that you deny Docket No 492A, the
Gravel Pit Solar Expansion project.

Please find attached a list of Interrogatories pertaining to Docket 492A.
Thank you for your time and consideration.

Pata sStotindAd_

Paula Stolinas



Pollinators, Bats & Ecosystem Disruption

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

1. Exhibit | 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.

2. 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.

3. 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.

Wildlife Displacement & Road Safety

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

4. Exhibit | 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.

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?

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.

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.



Health, Safety & Catastrophic Risk

Reference: Exhibit H - Operations & Maintenance Plan; Exhibit Q - Emergency
Management and Evacuation Plan; Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (pp. 14-16)

8. 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.

9. 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.

10. 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.

Well Water, Emergency Access & Water Supply

Reference: Exhibit G — Soil Science Reports; Exhibit K- Stormwater Management Report;
Coordination with East Windsor Emergency Services

11. 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.
12. 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.

13. 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?

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

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

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

Road Safety & Infrastructure

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



17. 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?

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

Decommissioning, Soil Integrity & Emergency Planning
Reference: Exhibit P - Decommissioning Plan; Exhibit H— Operations & Maintenance Plan

19. 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.

20. 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?
21. What emergency plans are in place to address panel damage from natural disasters
(e.g., tornado, fire) or accidental/intentional human activity

Cumulative Impact of Multiple Arrays Near Residential Homes

Reference: Exhibit L — Visual Impact Assessment; Exhibit | - Conservation Measures
Report; Exhibit A — Expansion Narrative (pp. 12-25)

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.

25. 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.

26. 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.

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.
28. 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?



29. 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.

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

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

30. 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?
31. 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.

Property-Specific Questions — 60 Wapping & 28 Graham

Reference: Exhibit B — Vernal Pool Survey Technical Memorandum; Exhibit G — Soil Science
Reports; Exhibit | - 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 Removal, Buffer Zones

32. 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.
33. 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.

34. What is the minimum buffer distance GPS will maintain between the solar array and the
vernal pool located near parcels 028-65-0278 and 038-65-0267? Please provide the exact
measurement and cite any applicable DEEP or Siting Council standards.

35. 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.

36. 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.

37. 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.

38. 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.

(c) any erosion control measures planned to prevent runoff into the vernal pool or onto
residential property.

39. 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 017-66-0227

40. 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?

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)

41. 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.



