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Chris English

From: Kathleen Ramsay

Sent: Wednesday, September 02, 2015 11:47 AM

To: George, Dean; 'Nick Artim'; Susan Shashok; Gary Baker; Laura Asermily; Brian Carpenter; 

Donna Donahue

Cc: Chris English

Subject: More on New Haven Solar Project

  

Dear Jeff, 

  

      Thanks for contacting me. 

  

      I was very surprised when you told me you have not seen the landscaping around the solar array.  Anyone who takes 

one look at it from Field Days Road can see that it does nothing to screen the array.  How can you challenge what I’m 

saying if you haven’t even seen the site as landscaped? 

  

      You keep saying that you followed the CPG landscaping requirements to the letter.  The Certificate of Public Good 

requires “at least” a certain number of trees.  More importantly, the trees must be “of sufficient height and caliper and 

be maintained to effectively minimize the visibility and potential aesthetic impacts associated with the Project.”  You 

keep ignoring this language.  The purpose of the trees is to screen the array from view. 

  

      I looked at the site photograph that you provided.  I don’t know the relationship between the photograph and the 

conditions imposed by the Certificate, but the problem with the photograph is that the circles depicting the planned 

trees are not drawn to scale.  The legend on the map indicates that 76 feet equals 15 millimeters (on my computer 

screen).  I measured the circles, and they are 2 to 4 millimeters wide (on my computer screen).  The circles create the 

illusion that the trees are 10 to 20 feet wide, and when the circles are drawn next to each other, they give the false 

impression that the trees will create an almost solid wall of vegetation.  I don’t know who prepared this photograph and 

what role it played in the PSB process, but it should have never been the sole thing to be relied upon (and probably was 

not so intended) in preparing a landscaping plan. 

  

      When you visit the site, you will see that it made no sense to have planted the trees along Field Days Road instead of 

next to the Project.  The Certificate says that the trees should be planted along the Project’s border, not the border of 

the property.  Yes, the photograph depicts the trees along the property line, but again, I don’t know what role this 

photograph played in the PSB process; and more importantly, the circles on the photograph give the false impression 

that the trees will create an almost solid wall of vegetation, so it probably didn’t matter that the photograph showed the 

trees to be planted alongside the road. 

  

      A total of 5 trees were planted along the border of my property.  Here, I’m not sure whether it would have made 

more sense to plant them alongside the array.  But the problem is that only 3 trees were planted in the area between 

my greenhouse and my shed.  That area is where the array is most visible from my house.  I’d say about another 8 to 10 

trees are needed there. 

  

      I should note that I made no mention in my Petition of the northern boundary of the array that faces Nancy Myrick’s 

property.  I think the landscaping is inadequate there also, but I leave that concern to Nancy. 

  

      As far as the landscaping along Field Days Road goes, a lot more trees are needed and, in my opinion, they should be 

planted alongside the array.  But that is more the Town of New Haven’s concern than mine.  Last night, the New Haven 
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Selectboard voted unanimously to have the Town join in my Petition, and also to request a hearing before the PSB.  So I 

suggest you contact the Town if you want to seek input regarding Field Days Road. 

 

Ed Rybka 

  

  

 


