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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 5

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 167 feet

Viewpoint Location: Intersection of County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road) and Miller Road

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1/Module 2

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
06/18/2021

X

X

`

The appearance of the level open space is foreshortened / distorted by the array and
proposed plantings in the foreground1.51.5

The array and mitigation plantings block views of the ag. field and forest beyond. Sim.
view is a significant shift in the vegetation typology. Forest clearing visible above array.

33

Ag. land use no longer present in view. Sim. land use and screening
vegetation are a different type than existing view.

33

Water may be present in drainage swale in foreground, but does
not appear to be effected by proposed elements.

n/an/a

Contrast of sky against tree line of forest beyond appreciably altered
by array and mitigation plantings.

33

Local residence and travelers will likely experience a dramatic change in scenic quality in the sim.
view compared to the open ag. aesthetic of the ex. condition. Mitigation plantings help to improve
the shift in aesthetics at the edges of the array in the sim. view.

2.53

Open view of an ag. field mid. ground, with a road and drainage

area in the foreground, and dense trees/ shrubs in the

background. A mature deciduous treeline is visible along the

horizon. Views of open space over the ag. use are dominant from

this angle. The composition is composed of several horizontal

lines rather than a singular focal point; the sky, the

deciduous treeline, and the brown ag. field / drainage and

 the road. Viewer appears level with project site. Tall wind

structure noted on the right side of view. Partially cloudy sky

observed.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 5

Intersection of County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road) and Miller Road

FSDFD
FDFD
SF
DS
FSD
F
SDFSDF
SD
FS
F

Planting scheme helps to screen and break up the dense industrial aesthetic of the array

 component's edges. The numerous evergreen trees shown will improve the view

mitigation during the late fall, winter, and early spring. The deciduous plantings shown

will be less effective. The mitigation plantings extend above the view line of the array,

this approach is a strong planting strategy compared to lower shrubs or grass

alternatives. As the vegetation establishes over time, the screen effectiveness will improve.

The relatively medium height of the volunteer plantings in the drainage area effects the

 rating of this view - bottom of array appears less impactful than if these plantings were

cut down. The leaf-on condition of the trees in the forest in the background makes the

skyline appear more dramatically altered in the sim. view conditions.

The sim. view is less of a rural / ag. feeling than the existing. The array creates many more

hard edges and metallic surfaces that hinder the open view and feel of the space. The

mitigation planting help to soften these edges but further enclose the previously open

space. The overall quality of the space feels more industrial and enclosed. For the

traveler, the sim. view gives more of a sense of a closed corridor with less outward

views across an open agricultural landscape.
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 15

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 170 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area, South Ripley 

Cemetery

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1/Module 3

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
06/18/2021

X

X

The undulating topography in the mid. ground is not obscured. The
tree line of rolling hills in the background is also not obscured.

00

The array in the sim. view does obscure the small patches of grassland visible.
Generally, the major vegetation elements remain unchanged.

.5.5

There is a visible change to the grassland ag. land use that is partially obscured
however, this original land use does not strongly influence the overall scenic quality.

11

Water is not immediately visible in the view.n/an/a

The added mass in the mid. ground of the array and mitigation plantings impacts
the spatial feeling of the sky however, the skyline appears mostly unchanged.

1.5

Sim. views at this angle do not greatly impact the broader feel and
scenic quality from the existing image..5.5

Partially open view of grassland, obscured by a dense shrub

hedge and roadside in the foreground, and a dense forest

in the background with views of several more visible grass fields

and residences beyond. The landform slopes away from the

viewer and undulates / rolls upward in elevation in the

background. The layering of these vegetation types and

topographic movement create a dynamic scene. The

overhead wire and ag. building in the mid. ground are well

obscured by the foreground vegetation. The dense deciduous
texture of the forest and the hedge provide a nice contrast against the
partially cloudy sky above.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 15

County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Mitigation planting screen appears to partially obscure the visible parts of the array

but not entirely. The mitigation plantings visually blend nicely into the existing shrub

hedge that is partially obscuring the array view. The seasonal color that is noted in

the mitigation plantings contrasts with the existing color and texture of the

vegetated scene.

The foreground shrub hedge row that is obscuring mid. ground view appears

lush and un-maintained. The leaf-on condition at the time of this photo adds to

the overall screening effectiveness and dense green texture in the foreground and

forested background.

The sim. views with mitigation plantings effectively blend into the existing

topography and vegetation screening. Some parts of the array are visible on the left

side of the view however these industrial elements do not greatly change the scenic

quality of this view, and thus not greatly impacting the viewer's enjoyment.
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 16

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 179 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 4

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
07/15/2021

X

X

Physical grading is not visible in sim. view however, the profile of the rolling
grassland and forested treeline is now being obstructed by the array and mitigation plantings.2.52.5

The mitigation plantings introduce a new vegetative type compared
to the existing conditions. Some grassland is also lost to the paving shown.

1.5.5

The land use appears to be a complete change from the existing condition. The
grassland shown at the boundary of the project maintains some feeling of continuity from
the existing view.

33

Water is not immediately observable in the view.n/an/a

Sim. view elements changes the skyline geometry and open feel
of the view.

33

Open feeling of the view has changed as well as sight distance.22

Open view of a ag. grassland with a vegetated drainage

swale in the foreground and a dense forested tree line in

the background, as well as on the left side of the view.

The topography rises away from the viewer and then

slopes back down in the background, causing the

tree line to disappear against the grade of the grassland.

The drainage swale has low, volunteer vegetation with some

small shrubs. The grassland appears to be maintained low

and a consistent green texture. The partially cloudy skyline is

unobstructed against the treeline.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 16

County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Mitigation plantings in the sim. view partially obscure some of the edges of the

components. The planting scheme appears to be primarily trees. The mitigation trees

in the locations shown contrast the existing grassland vegetation but seem to match

in color and texture to the forested background. Parts of the array are still visible

because mitigation plantings are not continuous along component edges. Some of

the proposed trees appear with flowers which contrasts the existing vegetation types.

The low height of the volunteer plantings in the drainage area effects the

 rating of this view. The leaf-on condition of the trees in the forested background

makes the skyline appear in greater contrast in the sim. view conditions. The low cut of

the grassland vegetation makes the mitigation plantings appear in greater contrast to

existing conditions.

The change in skyline geometry and the loss in the topographic undulation / profile

line in the grassland makes the more industrial nature of the array field feel less enjoyable.

The hard horizontal line of the array occurring in the mid. ground feels like a big

contrast to the gentle rolling grassland line in the background of the existing view. The

proposed scheme appears less open and more corridor-like.
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 20

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 84 feet

Viewpoint Location: NYS Route 76 (Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: NYS Route 76, Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 2/Module 4

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
07/15/2021

X

X

Notable change in the perception of the rolling topography and skyline as it is being obscured by
the arrays. The mitigation planting screens the array field on the right side of the image.2.53

Existing forested area clearing noted. Mitigation plantings
seem to blend more naturally with the tall volunteer plantings in the drainage area.

22

Overall change in land use perceptible in sim. views. The grassland
appears continuous with the previous land use texture.

33

Water is not immediately observable in the view.n/an/a

The proposed arrays and mitigation plantings break the existing
skyline geometry and overall openness of the existing view.

32.5

Elements in the sim. view feel more industrial. Proposed elements
obscure much of the existing draw distance.

33

Expansive view of numerous rolling grasslands with layers

of shrub and forested areas in the background that creates

a mosaic effect and adds to the feeling of openness. A

drainage area is noted in the foreground. Grassland vegetation

height is not continuous between foreground and mid. ground,

giving the sense we are viewing across multiple properties.

Islands of thick tree and shrub vegetation with grassland

surrounding in the mid. ground. Dense forested island at the

center of the view acts as a focal point. Partially cloudy sky.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 20

NYS Route 76 (Sherman Road)

Mitigation plantings screen most of the array field in this view, but not all. Many of the

visible components occur in the background as a dark gray mass.

Mitigation plantings on the right side of the view blend with the tall volunteer planting

in the drainage area and completely screen the large array field in the background. The

mitigation plantings shorten the view and obscure project components, land form, and

create a new skyline geometry.

The tall volunteer planting in the drainage area helps to blend mitigation plants into

the existing view. The leaf-on condition of the forest/ tree line provides a strong visual

 contrast against the rolling grassland in the foreground. A leaf-off condition might

greater emphasize the change in skyline geometry. The grassland in the foreground is

 relatively low and this variable may alter the visibility of project components on

the left side of the view.

The loss of sight distance and land use change are notable. Mitigation plantings

in the 5-7 year view create a semi-continuous visual buffer to the project components

beyond. This perceived border of vegetation in the foreground softens the impact of the

 visual changes however, many of the changing parameters noted will negatively impact

the viewer's enjoyment.
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TOTAL Total all scores above

AVERAGE Average all scores above
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Existing Conditions

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 24 (Please view images for this viewpoint side by side, and provide 

one rating for the full view) 

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 654 feet

Viewpoint Location: NYS Route 76 (Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: NYS Route 76, Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1/Module 4

Kenneth Gifford
07/15/2021

X

X

The array field obscures most of the mid. ground hedge, creating relief between foreground
and the rolling hills beyond. Physical elevation differences do not appear present.11

Similar to landform, some of the vegetation aesthetic is altered by the array field and
mitigation plantings.

11

Land use does change however, much of the foreground grassland
remains the same.

1.51.5

Water is not immediately observable in the view.n/an/a

Skyline geometry of background forest is not modified. Skyline perception changes
in sim. view occur in the far mid. ground and do not effect the open feeling of the scene

.5.5

The change to the industrial land use and the overall size of the component field will distract from
the long distance views beyond. This is minimized by the unchanged foreground grasslands.11

In the foreground, moderately open grassland with wildflowers,

 an overhead utility line, and relatively flat topography.

On the South side, the mid. ground has a residence, some

mature trees, and a linear berm with dense shrub

vegetation that transitions into a deciduous forest in the

background. The line created by the berm aligns with a tree

line / hedgerow looking West. Beyond the mid. ground are long

open views towards rolling hills, vegetated by deciduous forest

which creates a unified skyline geometry. Sky is partially cloudy.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 24

NYS Route 76 (Sherman Road)

The mitigation plantings partially screen the array field and appear semi-continuous

compared to the linear components beyond. The top of the array field extends

above the height of the plantings, leaving a dark horizontal line interrupting the scene.

The plantings appear dark and contrast highly with the grassland foreground. There

is not a similar hedgerow for these plantings to blend into, so the mitigation plantings

do not look fully naturalized or developed traditionally from agricultural practices.

The grasslands in the foreground have wildflowers and was left to grow a medium height.

The rating was heavily influenced by the stark contrast between the light foreground

and the dark array field. Similarly, in the background deciduous forest, the leaf-on

condition and the highlights from the sun provided great contrast to the proposed dark

horizontal line.

The shift in land use and the overall size of the array field will distract from

the long views beyond however, the foreground grassland that is remaining provides

a good visual and physical buffer to the proposed components. The overall feeling of

the open ag. scene feels to be mostly preserved.



Component
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Description of Contrast
Project Components Project w/Mitigation

Landform

Vegetation

Land Use

Water

Sky

Viewer Activity

TOTAL Total all scores above

AVERAGE Average all scores above
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

www.edrdpc.com

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 40

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 118 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
06/21/2021

X

X

The mass of the array components obscures the strong skyline
geometry of the mid. ground and background grassland and forest types.33

Much of the mid. ground and background plantings are not obscured.
Mitigation plantings are a contrasting texture to foreground hedge.

2.52.5

A large percentage of the view has shifted in land use type in the
sim. view.

33

Water is not immediately observable in the view.n/an/a

A large percentage of the existing mid. ground and background
skyline geometry is obscured in the sim. view.
Large changes in land use, skyline / landform are notable however,
the existing hedgerow shrub area does provide a physical buffer.

2.52.5

Open Ag. grassland in the mid. ground with a large change in

topography, sloping right to left. The topography creates

a strong skyline geometry with rolling deciduous forests

in the background providing depth to the scene, extending

into the distance on the left side of the view. Small portions

of the top of the tree line are also visible beyond the grassland

geometry to the right. The foreground has a bright green lower

maintained grass area with a distinct mow line and a tall scrub /

shrub hedge bisecting the two grassland types. An overhead

utility is noted in the scene, as well as a partially cloudy sky.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 40

County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Mitigation plantings only partially screen array field, with much of the array field still

visible. The mitigation plantings  blends into the foreground shrub hedge however

there is a color/ texture difference between the existing and mitigation plantings. The

absence of understory plantings leave much of the lower parts of the project components

exposed.

The various heights of the grasslands in the view create a strong compositional relationship

with the skyline geometry that is obscured in the sim. views. The leaf-on condition

and the height of the shrub hedge to remain greatly impacts the effectiveness of the

mitigation plantings.

The total land use change and overall loss of the existing skyline geometery will

be notable by users of the site. The industrial look of the array component's rear

construction is very visible and is a notable change from the open ag. feel from the

existing. The existing shrub hedge to remain is a notable physical barrier to the site user.



Component
Score

Description of Contrast
Project Components Project w/Mitigation
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TOTAL Total all scores above

AVERAGE Average all scores above
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 44

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 344 feet

Viewpoint Location: Sinden Road

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
07/15/2021

X

X

The mitigation plantings and the array field changes the quality and scenic nature of the existing
topographic variation with color, line, and texture being notably different than the existing view.
However, the physical topography appears mostly unchanged.

22

Similar to landform, the existing vegetation quality is greatly obscured
with a high contrasting texture although, much of the grassland type remains

22

Total change in land use type that comprises a majority of this view.33.5

Ag. pond appears mostly unchanged / unobstructed.5.5

Mitigation plantings alter skyline geometery1.5

Overall scale of array field and land use change are notable.
Mitigation do not provide strong relief from this change.

33

Open ag. grassland foreground and mid. ground with

rolling topography sloping down then up and away from the

viewer. The open grassland is interrupted by an ag. pond on

the right side of the view. In the mid. ground, numerous tree

/ shrub hedges in an orthogonal layout, fragmenting the

grassland into parcels. The mid. ground dense tree hedge

adjoins the dense deciduous forest background with strong

lines, further enforcing the orthogonal parcels and rolling

topography. The forest background creates a strong skyline

geometry against the partially cloudy sky.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 44

Sinden Road

A large portion of the project components are screened by mitigation plantings.

The plantings appear to be mostly trees that appear as a row rather than continuous.

Plantings are in the foreground and have a dense leaf texture takes up much of the

area in the center of the existing view. There are no similar vegetated areas in the

foreground for the mitigation plantings to adjoin, making the trees seem less

naturalized against the existing grassland.

The height and bright green color of the grass gives the existing view a very scenic quality

that contrasts highly with the array field and mitigation plantings  in the sim. views. The

bright sky and leaf-on condition of the forested background also contributes to this

contrast.

The array field is very large and much of it remains visible in mitigation planting views.

The overall shift in land use type and color / texture change is notable. The topographic

 variation remains however, the contrasting industrial texture of the project components

changes some of the scenic quality from the existing view. The components are set back

from the road which allow for some physical buffer and maintains the general open

feeling.



Component
Score

Description of Contrast
Project Components Project w/Mitigation

Landform

Vegetation

Land Use

Water

Sky

Viewer Activity

TOTAL Total all scores above

AVERAGE Average all scores above
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 56

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 139 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 2/Module 3

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
06/21/2021

X

X

All of the rolling topography and expansive views have been
obscured by the array field and mitigation plantings.

32

The ag. field and forest beyond are no longer visible in the sim. view.
Mitigation plantings introduce a new planting typology.

33

Total change in land use between existing and sim. views. No existing
land uses are visible.

3.53.5

Water is not immediately observable in the view.n/an/a

Existing skyline geometry has been fully obscured.3

Change in view extents, land use, and visibility of array components
are notable. Overall feeling of open space has been disrupted.

3.53.5

Open ag. field in the mid. ground with grassland strip in front.

Foreground is a sparsely vegetated drainage area and road.

Background extends far into the distance with rolling topography

and dense deciduous forest undulating and rising above the

viewer's eye line to create a strong horizontal skyline geometry.

The view is composed of a series of low horizontal vegetation

types in the foreground and mid. ground, contrasted by the

spacious forest background. This creates a series of distinct

natural color horizons against a clear blue sky.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 56

County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Mitigation plantings fully screen the array field on the right side of the view, and

do not screen on the left. Plantings extend above the skyline geometry of the

components. There is no existing tree/ shrub vegetation to blend proposed plantings

into however, the color and texture of the mitigation plantings contrast nicely against

the low grass in the existing and sim. views.

Drainage area plantings seem sparse and in leaf-off condition, mitigation screening

may be improved as swale establishes.

The total land use change, and loss of the distance view are notable. Components

and mitigation plantings are close to the viewer and create more enclosure where there

was previously an open feel. The view into the components feels more industrial and

cold. Viewer may be a bit more protected from the weather.
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Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 59

Distance to Nearest Visible Project Component: 132 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 4
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Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 63S

Distance to Nearest Visible Project Component: 217 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1/Module 4
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Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 63SE

Distance to Nearest Visible Project Component: 218 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1/Module 3/Module 4



Component
Score

Description of Contrast
Project Components Project w/Mitigation

Landform

Vegetation

Land Use

Water

Sky

Viewer Activity

TOTAL Total all scores above

AVERAGE Average all scores above
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 69

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 417 feet

Viewpoint Location: South Ripley Cemetery off of County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Tourists/Recreational Users

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area, South Ripley 

Cemetery

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 3

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
07/15/2021

X

X

Change in forest coverage flattens the perception of topographic
undulation.

11

Loss of dense deciduous forest on the right side of the view is an
change from the existing view.

33

The scrub mid. ground in the existing view is serving a backdrop to
the cemetery. The change shown in the project component area is notable.

3.53.5

Water is not immediately observable in the view.n/an/a

The loss of forest in the mid. ground changes the skyline geometry
but this does not subtract from the overall felling of openness.
Users of the cemetery will strongly note the loss of vegetation and
introduction of the industrial aesthetics of the components.

3.54

Semi-open lawn and cemetery in foreground. Numerous

headstones aligned with viewer's sight-line.  Some deciduous

trees noted on the left edge of the view. Mid. ground tall

grass / shrub /scrub have a consistent red-brown coloration.

Background is a dense deciduous forest with a continuous

skyline geometry against the clear blue sky. Forest tree line

extends perpendicular towards the viewer on the right side of

the image. 4 main horizontal layers of the composition are

green grass, red-brown scrub, brown forest, and blue sky.
Topography slopes gently away from viewer.
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Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 69

South Ripley Cemetery off of County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Mitigation plantings only partially screen the array with the top portions still visible and

continuous in the view. Proposed plantings are dark and evergreen and

have a high contrast with the adjacent surrounding leaf-off deciduous vegetation.

Heights of mitigation plantings are varied however,the contrast in color and texture make

plantings look less naturalized.

The leaf-off condition of the deciduous forest creates a high contrast with the mitigation

plantings. The height of the scrub greatly influences the effectiveness of the screening

and overall impact of the project components. The clear sky matches in color the

project components and minimizes the contrast with the existing scene.

The component area is the visual backdrop for the cemetery in this view. The industrial

aesthetic of the project components, the loss of the forest vegetation type, and the

overall change to the scene composition strongly detracts from the cemetery user's

scenic quality given the existing land use type.



Component
Score

Description of Contrast
Project Components Project w/Mitigation

Landform

Vegetation

Land Use

Water

Sky

Viewer Activity

TOTAL Total all scores above

AVERAGE Average all scores above
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Visual Impact Rating Form
South Ripley Solar Project
Town of Ripley, Chautauqua County, New York
EDR Project No: 19020

Viewer Description: (Please describe this view in your own words.)

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Scenic Quality: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Viewer Exposure: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Low

Continuous 

Occasional/Brief

Moderate

Repeated/Regular

Rare

High

Rating Panel Information:

Your Name:

Date:

Contrast Rating:
(Please rate the level of contrast between the existing view, Project components, and Project components with mitigation) 

Contrast Rating Score Chart

0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 75

Distance to Nearest Visible Array: 7,450 feet (1.41 miles)

Viewpoint Location: County Route 622

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site:

Mitigation Planting Scheme: None Visible.

Existing Conditions

Kenneth Gifford
06/21/2021

X

X

Minor change in visible land form in relation to the total image
.5.5

Some clearing is noted in the background but does not significantly
change the overall composition of the image

11

The array fields and forest clearing are visible but are not a major
component to the larger view

11

A water body is visible in the center of the mid. ground but does not
appear to be impacted by the project components / sim. work.

Minimal change to skyline geometry in sim. view.

Viewer may notice change in land use type but it does not
significantly alter their experience.

11

Open scene where viewer's sight line travels a long distance

across numerous land uses and vegetation types. Foreground

is grassland w/ sparse woody shrubs and trees. In the mid.

ground; a horizontal treeline, sprawling lawn/ grassland with

a road bisecting it, islands of dense tree coverage in the

center of the view, and residences on the right side of the

view. The background is mostly deciduous forest coverage

with grassy lots, and ag. building/ residences layered in the

center of the image. Topography is gently rolling hills with a
continuous skyline geometry against a partially cloud sky.

Page 24 of 24

Effectiveness of mitigation planting scheme (seasonal/variability, etc.):

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

(atmospheric conditions, seasonal, etc.):

Viewpoint 75

County Route 622

Mitigation planting view not provided.

Sim. photo taken during leaf-off conditions. Foliage may better screen project

components. The level of reflectivity of project components may change the level of

scenic difference. Array field are rendered very dark in this view which blends into the

shadowed areas of forest cover.

Sim. view changes a relatively small amount of the existing view. Project components

are visible however they do not dramatically alter the scenic quality or viewer

enjoyment of the scene because of the small footprint compared to the overall view.



Sarah Hogan
06/20/2021

X

X

`

The agricultural fields are relatively flat. The size of the panels creates
a strong line in the middle ground.34

The panels block the view of the horizon and mature trees. The
proposed vegetation helps soften the hard edge created by the panels.

24

The panels contrast significantly with the existing land use of agri-
cultural field.

33

NANANA

The panels create a hard contrasting line against the sky in this view.
The blue sky contrasts with the dark panels.

2.54

The panels will have a significant impact on the scenic quality of this view given their close
proximity to the road; blocking the views across the field. The mitigation helps soften the edge of
the panels.

34

13.519

2.73.8

Country road with an open view of flat agricultural fields. A

road and drainage ditch is in the foreground. The golden

agricultural fields contrast with the dark green stand of mature

trees in the background. The trees create a contrasting

line along the horizon with the blue sky. The dark green color

and texture of the mature trees creates a strong linear focal

point and draws the eye to the center of the view. The sky

and roadway are  dominant features in this view. The road

creates a strong line in the foreground.

The planting mitigation breaks up the hard line created at the horizon between the

contrasting panels and blue sky while softening the edge of the array. Some larger

deciduous trees might help draw the eye up as a lot of the plantings seem small/unnatural.

The evergreens feel out of place along the road side but understand their use for screening

and are an effective strategy in screening the panels. Infilling with a more natural roadside

hedgerow planting scheme might make help blend the plantings into the landscape

more effectively.

The bright blue sky contrasts significantly with the panels creating a hard line. If the sky

were an overcast cloudy day it may have influenced the rating. The mitigation efforts

help break up the form of the panels. Seasonal "leaf-off" conditions for the deciduous

mitigation would have influenced my rating.

The panels are highly visible from the road and dominate the middle ground. The scenic

quality of the view across the agricultural field has been greatly impacted by the installation

of this array. There is no longer an open view across the fields. The mature trees in the

background are no longer visible. The view has a sense of enclosure now given the

proximity of the panels to the road edge.



Sarah Hogan
06/20/2021

X

X

The panels do not project into the horizon. They blend with the
rolling hill land form.0.5

The existing roadside vegetation does a great job screening the panels. The
mitigation helps soften and blend these panels into the landscape.

01

The land is previously disturbed and has development already occur-
ing with a farm/residence in the view.

12

NANANA

The panels do not contrast with the sky given their location below
the horizon and buffered by the texture of the vegetation.

00

The panels have minimal to insignificant impact on the scenic quality of this view given their location
in the middle ground. The existing vegetation that helps soften the panels within the landscape by
buffering the hard angular lines of the panels.

.51

X4.5

.3.9

Country roadside view of rolling hills with mature trees in the

distance and along the horizon. Existing road side vegetation

gives texture along the edge of the road. The road creates

a strong line in this view. The utility pole creates a strong vertical

line / element that protrudes the horizon creating a significant

focal point in the view. An existing roof line contrasts with the

green roadside vegetation and mature trees in the background.

The sky is dominant and contrasts with the dark green horizon.

The topography appears to be gently  rolling hills and slopes

away from the viewer.

The height of the existing road side vegetation helps effectively screen the panels. The

mitigation efforts help soften the harsh line created by the top of the panels. The

utility pole and overhead wires draw the eye up. The contrasting roof line and structures

in the distance help draw your way away from the panels.

"Leaf off" conditions would have influenced my rating given more visibility of the solar

panels. Seasonal color may have influenced the rating creating more contrasting colors

against the dark panels.

Minimal/insignificant impact to the viewer during "leaf out" conditions. The panels

are screened by the existing road side vegetation and the proposed mitigation helps

create a texture that softens the hard lines/edge of the panels in the middle ground.



Sarah Hogan

X

X

3

3

3

NA

3

4

16

3.2

Open road side view over green fields in the middle ground.

There appears to be low growing roadside vegetation

(drainage ditch/swale) before transitioning to a consistently

green textured field. Dark green mature trees create a strong

horizon from left to right before fading into the green field.

There is an existing power line that contrasts with the sky above

the horizon. The sky is partly cloudy. The topography appears

to be slightly rolling.

07/17/2021

3 The mitigation helps break up the strong horizontal lines of the panels. The under-story 
shrubs and evergreen trees help buffer the views to the panels and fencing/access road. 

2

3

NA

3

3.5

14.5

2.9

The panels, fence and service road are relatively flat. The panels dominant the view 
and prohibit the views across the filed towards the mature trees and horizon.

The panels contrast significantly with the existing land use of open agricultural fields

NA

The sky contrasts with the form of the panes and proposed vegetation

The panels significantly change the view across the open field.

The mitigation plan is effective at breaking up the consistent view of the panels. The plan benefits from under story 
 
shrubs and evergreens to help screen the view the panels.The plan would recommend benefit from recreating a  
 
roadside hedgerow with varying heights of deciduous and evergreen trees mixed with medium to large  
 
shrubs.

"Leaf off" conditions would have influenced my rating given more visibility of the solar panels. The panels are less 
 
contrasting against the green fields and roadside vegetation. Seeing the panels and mitigation during the non-growing 
 
season against tan/brown fields or even snow covered ground may have influenced my rating.

The panels are visible from the road and dominate the middle ground. The scenic quality of the view across the field 
 
has been moderately impacted by the installation of this array. There is no longer an open view across the fields. The 
 
mature trees in the background are no longer visible. The horizon is impacted by the hard lines of the panels. The 
 
panels are still visible and the lines contrast against the sky even with mitigation.



Sarah Hogan

X

X

4

3

4

NA

2

4

17

3.4

Open view of rolling green fields from edge of existing road.

Pockets of mature tree stands occur in the middle ground and

background create a rolling horizon line. The dark green trees

contrast with the blue, partly clouded sky. The view is

dominated by the green fields and roadside vegetation in the

foreground. There are pockets of shrubs and defined lines of

grassland vegetation.

2

1

4

NA

.5

2

9.5

1.9

The strong lines of the panels contrast against the rolling topopgraphy

xx

The panels contrast with the existing land use of open agricultural fields.

NA

The hard lines of the panels contrast with the bright blue sky. The mitigation definitley 
helps buffer this contrast.

The panels and with mitigation moderately change the view across the landscape.

07/17/2021

The panel and fence visibility is greatly reduced in this view. The planting types and textures feel out of place (more 
 
ornamental) creating more contrast between the existing vegetation within the view. The panels have been effectivily 
 
screened. 
 

"Leaf off", non growing season and winter conditions would have influenced my rating creating more contrast between 
 
grass fields, existing vegetation and the panels.

The visibility of the panels and fence has been greatly reduced by the mitigation. The existing vegetation and rolling 
 
topography help offset the contrast.  



Sarah Hogan

X

X

1

1

3

NA

.5

2

7.5

1.5

Open view across green field from existing road edge. Mature

trees create a horizon in the distance/background. An existing

barn and storage buildings can be seen in the middle ground

to the right of the view. An existing home can be seen in the

middle ground to the left of the view. There are four existing

utility poles that create strong vertical lines. The utility poles

draw the eye to the middle ground of the view. The green

fields and blue sky are dominant features.

0

3

1

NA

.5

2

6.5

1.3 

Land form is gently rolling. Panels do not seem to contrast with the 
land form in this view

The dark colored middle ground vegetation helps camouflage the 
panels. The proposed plantings feel insignificant in screening.

The panels contrast with the existing land use of open filed

NA

The panels are located beneath the middle ground vegetation and 
have minimal contrast against the blue sky/horizon.

The location of the panels in the distance feels less intrusive in this 
view

07/17/2021

In this view the plantings seem dark against the solar array, unnatural to the surrounding green fields and minimal. 
 
The dark middle ground vegetation helps camouflage the panels.

Lighting conditions during the time of day this view was taken. The partly cloudy sky appears to cast shadows on the 
 
trees in the middle ground appearing darker than they truly are. Leaf off conditions and seasonal weather (snow, 
 
golden fields, etc) would have influenced this rating.

The size of the array field impacts the scenic quality of this view, however the location of the array field set off the 
 
road a distance and buffered by the grassland reduces the impact of this installation.



Sarah Hogan
06/20/2021

X

X

The panels inhibit the views towards the horizon and contrast with the surrounding
topography. The panels are installed on the rising topography creating a more
dramatic impact.

44

The mitigation doesn't seem effective. The foreground plantings help
draw the eye away from the panels.

22

The panels contrast with the surround land use of agricultural fields44

NANANA

The panels hard lines contrast against the blue sky44

The location of the panels rising with the land form greatly impact
the view.

44

1818

3.63.6

Open view from road side edge. Existing lawn shoulder along

road before transitioning to roadside vegetation. A golden

agricultural field rises in the middle ground to create a

horizon against the blue sky in the center of the image. The

existing roadside vegetation creates a focal point as it

breaks ups the horizon from mature trees on the left in the

far distance to golden agricultural fields. An existing utility pole

can be seen with overhead wires. The topography has dramatic

rise in elevation from left to right in this view.

The mitigation plantings do not seem effective. The sparsely screen the panels and

adjacent fence and seem out of place with regards to the plant species in the sim.

Leaf off conditions and seasonal weather (snow, golden fields, etc) would have

influenced this rating.

The size of the array field rising with the land form greatly impacts the scenic quality of t

his view. The installation needs more mitigation to help screen the panels.



Sarah Hogan

X

X

2

4

4

.5

2

4

16.5

2.75

Gravel road in the foreground. Rolling green farm fields

with a pond, farm equipment, fence and cattle in the middle

ground. Existing power lines contrast against the blue sky.

Mature trees create a strong contrasting horizon in the middle

ground. Existing hedgerows also can be seen creating linear

vegetation within the view. The topography appears to be gentle

and sloping away from the gravel road  then up to the horizon.

The panels work with the land form, however the mature trees in background have 
been cleared to accommodate the panels

Significant amount of mature trees have been removed to accommodate the panel 
installation. Mitigation efforts very effective closer to the roadside edge.

The panels contrast with the farming land use.

An agriculture pond is minimally impacted

The sky is minimally impacted with tree removals the amount of sky increases in 
\this view.

The view is moderatly impacted. The mitigation is effective being closer to the road.

1

1

4

.5

1

2

9.5

1.58

07/17/2021

The mitigation is effective. The plantings would benefit from a road side hedgerow application. Although effective at 
 
screening the panels, some of the planting species  feel out of place.

Leaf off conditions and seasonal weather (snow, golden fields, etc) would have influenced this rating.

The scenic quality is impacted. The size of the array/panels and mitigation is expansive over the existing landscape. 



Sarah Hogan
06/20/2021

X

X

The land form and views towards the horizon are greatly impacted
by the installation

3.53.5

Existing vegetation has been cleared to accommodate the panels..51

The panels contrast with the farming land use.44

NANANA

The panels have a strong contrast against the sky44

The view has been greatly impacted/disrupted by the panel
installation

44

1616.5

3.23.3

Open view from an existing road. The  trees are not in leaf

and view is dominated by the blue sky and even horizon.

Appears to be mown lawn area between the golden

agricultural fields and mature trees in the middle ground.

There are power lines in the middle ground but they blend

in with the mature trees in the middle ground.

Mitigation is effective but views towards the panels and fencing can still be seen on

the left hand side of the view.

Leaf on conditions and seasonal weather (snow, green fields, etc) would have

influenced this rating. Sky conditions (gray sky/overcast/cloudy) would have influenced

this rating.

The scenic quality is greatly impacted. The size of the array/panels is expansive over the

existing landscape. The panels proximity to the road enclose the view and prohibit

any views into the background
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Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 59

Distance to Nearest Visible Project Component: 132 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 4

The view has been greatly impacted/disrupted by the proposed structure



0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 63S

Distance to Nearest Visible Project Component: 217 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1/Module 4

Minimal vegetation was cleared. The proposed mitigation is contrasting in color to the 
proposed wall but does effectively help soften the hard lines of the proposed structures.



0 .5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4

Appreciable StrongModerateMinimal

Viewpoint Information:

Viewpoint Number: 63SE

Distance to Nearest Visible Project Component: 218 feet

Viewpoint Location: County Route 6 (NE Sherman Road)

Landscape Similarity Zone: Rural Upland

Viewer Type: Local Residents, Through-Travelers/Commuters

Visually Sensitive Site: Concord Grape Belt State Heritage Area

Mitigation Planting Scheme: Module 1/Module 3/Module 4

There is significant clearing of existing vegetation. The mitigation helps soften the screen wall, 
however the proposed installation is contrasting with sky and surrounding landscape. 

The view has been greatly impacted/disrupted by the proposed installation



Sarah Hogan

X

X

2

3

4

NA

1

4

14

2.8

The foreground includes headstones and appear to be

a cemetery. There is mown lawn in the foreground the

topography is gentle slopes. The cemetery transitions from

mown lawn to field with mature trees in the middle ground.

Mature trees bound the cemetery on the right hand side

creating a strong tree line that bisects the mature trees in

the distant background. The blue sky is a dominant feature in this

view. The white headstones draw the eye towards the foreground.

2

2

4

NA

1

4

13

2.6

The panels highlight the change in land form/topography

A significant amount of mature trees have been cleared

Land use is contrasting

NA

Minimal contrast to the sky

 Those who visit the cemetery will notice the panels.

07/17/2021

The plantings are partially effective and could benefit by moving them up the slope towards the cemetery. The panels 
 
contrast against the dark evergreens/vegetation.

Leaf on conditions and seasonal weather (snow, green fields, etc) would have influenced this rating. Sky conditions 
 
(gray sky/overcast/cloudy) would have influenced this rating.

The scenic quality is greatly impacted  by the harsh lines and development of the panels. The land use of the 
 
cemetery is contrasting yet compatible. If plantings were moved up closer to the cemetery to create a sense of 
 
enclosure to the user's of the cemetery while screening the panels would be beneficial.



Sarah Hogan
06/20/2021

X

X

Insignificant change to the land form
X0

Minor clearing in the distance.X0

Contrasting to the surround land use of agricultural fields, farms,
open fields, etc.

X1

A pond is visible in the middle ground but not impacted by the arrayX0

panels do not contrast with the blue skyX0

The viewer may notice the array if they are looking for them but over-
all they are insignificant to the overall view composition.

X0

X.5

X.17

The foreground has an existing agricultural field buffered

by roadside vegetation. The trees are not in leaf. The landscape

is visually broken up by a road traversing in the middle

ground, buildings and agricultural fields scattered throughout

the middle ground and power poles can be seen along the

road and a body of water (pond) in the center of the view.

Mature trees define the horizon. The topography appears to be

gently rolling hills.

No mitigation plantings have been provided.

Leaf on conditions and seasonal weather (snow, green fields, etc) would have

influenced this rating.

The arrays are visible but the overall scenic quality is maintained.
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representative project experience 
South Ripley Solar Project, NY - Evaluate visual impacts | rating panel for solar arrays in Chautauqua County, New York. 

High Street Solar Array, RI - Mitigate visual impacts from solar arrays in a decommissioned stone quarry parcel in Ashaway, Rhode Island. 

Palmer Circle Solar, RI - Mitigate visual impacts from solar arrays in a residential parcel in Hope Valley, Rhode Island. 

Comolli Solar, RI - Evaluate visual impacts from solar arrays in a decommissioned stone quarry parcel in Hopkinton, Rhode Island. 

Atlantic Shores Wind Project, NJ - Evaluate visual impacts | rating panel for wind turbines in outer continental shelf on coast of New Jersey. 

Maxson Hill Road Solar, RI - Mitigate visual impacts from solar arrays in a wooded parcel in Hopkinton, Rhode Island. 

Sunrise Wind Project - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in outer continental shelf on coast of New York, New Jersey, Connecticut, 
Rhode Island, and Massachusetts. 

Heritage Wind Project, NY - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in Barre and Orleans County, New York. 

Horseshoe Solar, NY - VIA Report Provided, field survey and viewshed evaluation for a visual impact assessment in Livingston and Monroe County, New 
York. 

Amherst Solar, MA - Visual impacts from solar arrays in a decommissioned golf course in Amherst, Massachusetts. 

Plymouth Solar, MA - Screening Planting Plan Mitigate visual impacts from solar arrays in a wooded parcel in Plymouth, Massachusetts. 



 
 

Revolution Wind Project, MA & RI - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in the Atlantic Ocean off the coast of Massachusetts and Rhode 
Island. 

Skipjack Wind Project, MD - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in the Atlantic Ocean off the coast of Maryland. 

Alle-Cat Wind Project, NY - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in Allegany, Cattaraugus and Wyoming Counties, New York. 

Canisteo Wind Project, RI - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for rating panel for wind turbines in Steuben County, New York. 

South Fork Wind Project, NY & RI - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in the Atlantic Ocean off the coast of New York and Rhode 
Island. 

Baron Wind, NY - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in Steuben County, New York. 

Timbermill Wind, NC - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in Perquimans Chowan Counties, North Carolina. 

Lighthouse Wind, NY - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines in Somerset and Yates Counties, Western New York. 

Offshore MD - Evaluate visual impacts, rating panel for wind turbines offshore of Maryland. 

Moosehead Lake Recreational Resource Assessment, ME - Investigation coordination of recreational resources in the Moosehead Lake Region, Maine. 

Antrim Wind Power, NH - Provided Expert Witness with Court Testimony. Authored a Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) for a 28.8-MW, 9-turbine wind farm 
project in the Town of Antrim, Hillsborough County, New Hampshire. The VIA described the visible components of the proposed project, defined the visual 
character of the study area, and inventoried and evaluated existing visual resources. The study also evaluated potential project visibility within the study 
area, identified key views and assessed visual impacts associated with the proposed wind power project. 

Block Island Wind Farm, RI - Evaluated visual impacts for wind turbines and transformer station improvements on Block Island, Rhode Island. 

Howard Wind Farm, NY - Evaluated visual impacts for wind turbines in Steuben County, New York. 

Allegheny Wind, PA - Evaluated visual impacts for wind turbines in Cambria and Blair Counties, Pennsylvania. 

New England East-West Solution (NEEWS) - Evaluated visual impacts for transmission line and transformer station improvements in New England. 

Interstate Reliability - Evaluated visual impacts for transmission line and transformer station improvements in NE. 

Maxson Hill Road Solar, RI - Mitigate visual impacts from solar arrays in a wooded parcel of Hopkinton, Rhode Island. 

Southern Rhode Island Transmission Project – Prior to Terraink, Expert Witness with Court Testimony that was not challenged. Oversaw preparation of 
the Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) and the Supplemental Tower Hill Tap Line VIA prepared for the proposed upgrade and extension of approximately 26 
miles of an existing L-190 115 kilovolt transmission line in southern Rhode Island. Coordinated fieldwork, defined landscape similarity zones and viewer 
groups, identified sensitive resources/receptors, supervised the development of viewshed maps and visual simulations, participated in the preparation of 
the VIA report and provided expert witness testimony on visual issues. 

Tompkins County Public Safety Communications System - Prior to Terraink, directed preparation of Visual Impact Assessment component of the Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) prepared for the siting of nine new towers for wireless communications in Tompkins County, New York. Coordinated 
fieldwork, defined landscape similarity zones and viewer groups, identified sensitive resources/receptors, supervised the development of viewshed maps 
and visual simulations and participated in the preparation of the VIA report. 

New York State Statewide Wireless Network - Prior to Terraink, participated in the preparation of the Generic Visual Impact Assessment (GVIA) report 
component of the DEIS prepared for the siting of wireless communications towers throughout New York State. Defined landscape similarity zones and 
viewer groups, identified sensitive resources/receptors, supervised the development of visual simulations and participated in the preparation of the GVIA 
report. 

Visual Impact Assessment, Top Notch Wind Power Project - Prior to Terraink, evaluated visual impacts for Fairfield, Norway and Little Falls in Herkimer 
County, New York. The VIA report described visible components of the proposed project, defined the visual character of the study area, and inventoried and 
evaluated visual resources and viewer groups. The study also evaluated potential project visibility within the study area, identified key views and assessed 
visual impacts associated with the proposed wind power project. 



 
 

Visual Impact Assessment, Cohocton Wind Power Project -  Prior to Terraink, evaluated visual impacts for Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) report for 
an 82 MW, 41-turbine project proposed in the Town of Cohocton in Steuben County, New York. The VIA report described visible components of the proposed 
project, defined the visual character of the study area, and inventoried and evaluated visual resources and viewer groups. The study also evaluated potential 
project visibility within the study area, identified key views and assessed visual impacts associated with the proposed wind power project. 

Visual Impact Assessment, Marble River Wind Farm - Prior to Terraink, assessed visual impacts for Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) report from 200 
MW, 109-turbine project proposed for a 19,310-acre site in the Town of Clinton and Ellenburg in Clinton County, New York. The VIA report described visible 
components of the proposed project, defined the visual character of the study area, and inventoried and evaluated visual resources and viewer groups. The 
study also evaluated potential project visibility within the study area, identified key views and assessed visual impacts associated with the proposed wind 
power project. 

Visual Impact Assessment, Jordanville Wind Power Project - Prior to Terraink, coordinated study and prepared Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) report 
for a proposed 150 MW 75-turbine project proposed in the Towns of Stark and Warren in Herkimer County, New York. The VIA report described visible 
components of the proposed project, defined the visual character of the study area, and inventoried and evaluated visual resources and viewer groups. The 
study also evaluated potential project visibility within the study area, identified key views and assessed visual impacts associated with the proposed wind 
power project. 

Visual Impact Assessment, Dairy Hills Wind Farm - Prior to Terraink, evaluated visual impacts for Visual impact Assessment (VIA) report for a 160 MW, 
80-turbine project proposed in the Towns of Castile, Covington, Perry, and Warsaw in Wyoming County, New York. The VIA report described visible 
components of the proposed project, defined the visual character of the study area, and inventoried and evaluated visual resources and viewer groups. The 
study also evaluated potential project visibility within the study area, identified key views and assessed visual impacts associated with the proposed wind 
power project. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Jocelyn Gavitt, PLA 
 Principal  

 
education 
SUNY College of Environmental Science and Forestry, Master of Science 
in Landscape Architecture, 2007. 
Cornell University, Bachelor of Science in Landscape Architecture, 1993. 
University of Copenhagen, Denmark International Study Program, 1992. 

professional certification 
Registered Landscape Architect, New York State License #1768-1  
Registered Landscape Architect, North Carolina State License #910 

presentations / publications 
“Cultural Ecosystem Services as Part of Greenspace Management.” 
GGavitt, J.M. and Smardon, R.C., 2019. Calculating Cultural Ecosystem 
Services as part of Greenspace Management?. Journal of International 
Business Research and Marketing, 4(4), pp.7-12. 

Presented at the 5th Fabos Greenspace Conference at the University of 
Massachusetts, Amherst March 30th 2019 

Community Participatory Practices: Case Study, Oneida, NY. April 2015, 
Upstate ASLA Conference, Saratoga Springs, NY 
employment history 
Principal, Gavin Associates, Cazenovia, NY, 2003-Present. 

Visiting Instructor, Department of Landscape Architecture, SUNY College 
of Environmental Science and Forestry, 2004-Present. 

Principal, Trinity Architecture and Planning, Inc. Winston-Salem, NC, 
1999-2001. 

Landscape Architect/Project Manager, Architectural Design Associates, 
PA, Winston-Salem, NC, 1997-1999. 

Landscape Architect/Project Manager, GS Miller Landscape Architecture, 
Winston-Salem, NC, 1995-1997. 

Landscape Architect/Intern, Pashek Associates, PA, Pittsburgh, PA, 
1993-1995. 

Landscape Architect/Intern, Fallingwater, Mill Run, PA, 1993.

 
representative project experience 
Energy Project Visual Impact Assessments - Provided expert visual assessment for Environmental Design Research, PC on the following projects: 

• Sunrise Wind, Outer Continental Shelf 

• Heritage Wind, Orleans County, NY 

• Revolution Wind, Coastal New England 

• High Bridge Wind, Chenango County, NY 

• Mohawk Solar, Montgomery County, NY 

• Bluestone Wind, Broome County, NY 

• Allegany, Cattaraugus and Wyoming Counties, NY 

• Canisteo Wind, Steuben County, NY 

• South Fork Wind Farm, Offshore, Atlantic 

• Galloo Island, NY 

• Baron Wind, NY 

• Timbermill Wind, NC 

• Clear River Energy Transmission, RI 

• Cassadaga Wind Project, Chautauqua County, NY 

• Merrimack Valley Reliability Project, NH & MA 

• New England East-West Solution (NEEWS), New England 
States 

• Block Island Wind Project, MA 

• Allegany Wind Project, Cattaraugus County, NY 

• Rhode Island Reliability Project, RI 

• Howard Wind Project, Steuben county, NY  

• NY Regional Interconnect, NY  

• Dutch Hill Wind Project, Cohocton, NY 

 

 

Local Waterfront Revitalization Plan, Cazenovia, NY - Preparation of a Waterfront Revitalization Plan for the Village and Town of Cazenovia through 
funding from the LWRP program. Compiled inventory and analysis, conducted public meetings, designed projects to meet community needs. 

Village of Manlius, NY, Main Street Revitalization - Coordination with village board and committee. Design and implementation of streetscape 
improvements including custom furniture, lighting, paving. 



 
 

Town of Eaton Park Masterplan, Morrisville, NY - Conceptual drawings, site documentation and cost estimates for Village Park funding proposal. 

North Center Street Park, East Syracuse, NY - Conceptual and Design Development Drawings for Village Park, done in conjunction with O’Brien and 
Gere. 

Downtown Revitalization Initiative, Cazenovia, NY - Development of plans and submission for grant funding for several projects in the village. Worked in 
conjunction with CACDA executive director. 

Arise at the Farm, Chittenango, NY - Drainage and planning drawings for working therapeutic horse farm. 

Mattituck Laurel Civic Association, Long Island, NY - Led SUNY ESF studio in master plan study for hamlet of Mattituck, addressing traffic issues and 
connectivity of village center to water. Continuing to consult with community to prioritize and fund projects. 

Cazenovia Lake Valuation Study, NY - Study conducted with Richard Smarden, PhD to value the benefit revenue streams to the Cazenovia community 
associated with the presence of a healthy lake. Methods included literature review, data collection, surveys and real estate comparisons through GIS data 
bases. 

Vineyard Haven Resiliency Planning Study, Martha’s Vineyard, MA - Coordinated planning effort with Vineyard Haven interest groups through SUNY 
ESF studio process. Study focused on resiliency strategies for land planning in the sensitive flood plain areas of Vineyard Haven. 

Scajaquada Creek Corridor, Buffalo, NY - Coordinated design and planning effort partnering Buffalo Niagara Waterrkeeper’s and student designers from 
SUNY ESF. Project proposed to daylight existing stream, reestablish habitat in an urban setting, and revitalize a post industrial superblock through smart 
growth redevelopment. 

Creekside Playground Design and Project Implementation - Coordinated community planning process for natural playground through SUNY ESF studio 
process. Presently working as consultant with community to develop plans and coordinate implementation of playground. 

Oneida Flats Planning Study, NY - Utilized community participatory methods to include residents and city in master plan visioning process for flooded 
neighborhood. Included extensive research, analysis and information sharing. 

Oneida Rail Trail Conceptual Plan, NY - Studio based design project: Conceptualization of segments of the proposed Oneida Rail Trail. Project included 
organized community participation. 

GoCaz.com, Economic Development Project, Cazenovia, NY - Creation, coordination and implementation of GoCaz.com, a program to promote outdoor 
recreational activities in and around the Cazenovia area. Project includes grant writing assistance, interactive GIS website, mobile phone adaptation design, 
trail mapping, signage design, and marketing. 

International Boxing Hall of Fame, Canastota, NY - Created a master plan and wrote a grant that was funded through NYS Economic Development Funds 
for $1M. Assisted in securing legislation for site to be turned over from NYS Thruway Authority to LDC. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Sarah Hogan, PLA 
 Senior Project Manager 

 

education 
Bachelor of Landscape Architecture, State University of New York 
College of Environmental Science & Forestry, 2003  

registration 
Registered Landscape Architect: NY #002463 

professional affiliations 
American Society of Landscape Architect - Member  

Town of Henrietta Conservation – Board Member  

employment history 
Senior Project Manager, Environmental Design & Research, Landscape 
Architecture, Engineering & Environmental Services, DPC, Rochester, 
NY 2019 - present 

Project Manager, Environmental Design & Research, Landscape 
Architecture, Engineering & Environmental Services, DPC, Rochester, 
NY 2018 - 2019 

Project Manager & Landscape Architect, Fisher Associates PE, LS, LA, 
DPC, Rochester, NY, 2015-2018 

Landscape Architect, Stantec, Rochester, NY, 2004-2015 

 

representative project experience 
Upstate Cancer Center at Verona, SUNY Upstate Medical University, Verona, NY – Sarah managed a site planning feasibility study for a new single-
story 30,000 SF medical facility in Verona, NY. The team reviewed zoning regulations, site development regulations, grading, drainage and wetland impacts 
as related to the proposed development. A conceptual site plan including stormwater management practices was produced to inform the overall project 
design and budget. The feasibility study informed the Client that the existing site was cost prohibitive and additional lands were acquired to accommodate 
the development and reduce impacts to the adjacent natural resources.   

Weiskotten Hall Monument Sign, SUNY Upstate Medical, Syracuse, NY- EDR was retained by SUNY Upstate Medical to provide professional landscape 
architecture services for a proposed monument sign in the newly renovated Weiskotten Hall Courtyard. The sign was custom designed and includes LED 
lighting and a brick masonry base that matches the existing courtyard walls. EDR prepared the sign design, hardscape, and planting design as well as the 
visualization graphics for the Client as the project team worked through the design process. Sarah provided project management throughout the entire 
project and worked closely with the Client and design team to create a sign that enhances the Weiskotten Hall building and courtyard for all users. 

Maplewood Nature Center, Rochester, NY - The City of Rochester has proposed the development of a Nature Center in the Maplewood Park. The existing 
building is currently utilized for the City’s Training Center would be rehabilitated/programmed for the proposed use. The proposed Nature Center is easily 
accessible by private and public transportation and has the potential to become a regional draw. EDR worked with the Client/Owner to develop a 
comprehensive site design inclusive of a new parking area/drop off, outdoor classroom/teaching area, inclusive playground, outdoor seating and event 
space. EDR incorporated the following green infrastructure elements into the design; naturalized pond edge, solar panel shade structure, bioretention/rain 
garden area to harvest/clean the roof and parking lot stormwater runoff. EDR prepared a schematic master plan for the site, cost estimating and visualization 
graphics to convey the City of Rochester’s vision and allow for future marketing/fundraising efforts. Sarah provided project management throughout the 
entire project and worked closely with the design team and Client to create a master plan that aligns with the City of Rochester’s vision.  

Cooper Hall Site Improvements, SUNY Brockport, Brockport, NY - EDR prepared contract documents for the proposed site improvements at Cooper 
Hall. The site’s existing hardscape had long surpassed its life expectancy. EDR replaced existing sidewalks, provided accessible entrances to the existing 
building and provided drainage improvements to enhance the overall functional design. Sarah provided day to day coordination on this project with design 
staff and the Client in efforts to deliver a quality final product, meet schedule and project budget. 

Michigan Street Baptist Church, Buffalo, NY - EDR worked with the Buffalo Niagara Freedom Station Coalition, Inc. (BNFSC) and the Community 
Foundation for Greater Buffalo to provide a landscape master plan study, inclusive of a conceptual site / landscape master plan and visualization graphics 
for the Michigan Street Baptist Church (MSBC). The nonprofit organization, Buffalo Niagara Freedom Station Coalition (BNFSC), was formed in 2001 to 
preserve and promote the heritage of the MSBC, a historic and iconic building at the heart of the Michigan Street African American Heritage Corridor in 
Buffalo, NY. The BNFSC was recently awarded a grant from the National Underground Railroad Network to Freedom program. EDR assisted BNFSC in the 
development of a site master plan, visualization graphics and cost estimating. Sarah provided day to day coordination on this project with design staff and 
the Client in efforts to deliver a quality final product, meet schedule and project budget. 

Hutchison Hall, University of Rochester, Rochester, NY - The University of Rochester (Owner) plans to construct a four-story, 8,500-square foot building 
addition to the existing Hutchison Hall. EDR provided landscape architecture and civil engineering services associated with the site improvements including 



 
 
 

new hardscape, plantings, and new utility connections. Sarah provided project management throughout the entire project and worked with the Client to 
create a project that respected the Owner’s construction budget. 

Brooks Memorial Hospital Site Feasibility & Landscaping Plan, Buffalo, NY – EDR worked with Brooks Memorial Hospital to evaluate several parcels 
for the new construction of a 100,000-sf hospital on approximately 25 acres. The improvements will include 350 parking spaces grouped around the building, 
a helipad, a mobile MRI unit, a service and loading dock area, stormwater management detention basins, and internal roadways for access. The hospital 
will serve the Dunkirk/Fredonia area, Northern Chautauqua and Southern Erie Counties and will replace the existing, aging hospital currently in use. The 
EDR design team prepared the conceptual site plan, environmental delineation and cultural resources survey given the sites location within a culturally 
sensitive area.  Our team reviewed the sites grading to minimize cut/fill and construction costs, utility connections and overall landscaping aesthetics. 

Erie County Shoreline Trail Site Improvements, Buffalo, NY – EDR is currently working on this project as a subconsultant for interpretive signage design. 
Our team of landscape architects and graphic artists are working with the Erie County and local stakeholders to develop a series of interpretive signs for 
use along the rehabilitated Erie County Shoreline Trail. Sarah’s current role includes project management and working with the design team to create a 
visually aesthetic design that embraces the Client’s vision. 

Perinton Pocket Community, Perinton, NY - Our team worked with a local developer to develop 125 acres of land into a pocket community with an 
agricultural influence. The pocket community is a planned development with smaller scale residences centered around a common space shared by all 
residents in order to promote a close-knit sense of community. The clustered development would be surrounded by agricultural lands (hay, orchards, 
vegetables gardens) for use by the community and offer a variety of housing types ranging from barn loft apartments to small scale farmhouses to traditional 
farmhouse size residences in an effort to accommodate a range of housing prices for the local community. EDR worked with the local developer through 
design charrettes to create a design that balances the Client’s vision, budget and Town zoning requirements. EDR prepared a site master plan and supporting 
visualization graphics for us in Town approvals and future marketing materials. Sarah’s role included project management and working with the design team 
create an environmentally sensitive design that embraces the Client’s vision.  



 
 
 

 Kenneth Gifford, PLA, SITES® AP, ASLA 
 Landscape Architect 

 
 
education 
Bachelor of Landscape Architecture, State University of New York 
College of Environmental Science & Forestry, Syracuse, NY, 2011 
 
registration / certifications 
Licensed Landscape Architect 

Sustainable Sites Initiatives (SITES) Accredited Professional   
 
professional affiliations 
Member, American Society of Landscape Architects 

Member, WASLA Student and Emerging Professional Committee  

 
employment history 
Landscape Architect, Environmental Design & Research, Landscape 
Architecture, Engineering & Environmental Services, D.P.C., Syracuse, 
NY, 2021-present 

Landscape Designer, Weber Thompson, Seattle, WA, 2018-2021 

Landscape Designer, Land North Studio, Hammond, NY, 2016-2018 

Graphic Designer, Land Manager, & Stained-Glass Apprentice, Glass 
Goat at River Farm Road, Hammond, NY, 2016-2021 

 

 

 
representative project experience 
Orange Grove, Syracuse University, Syracuse, NY - Collaborated with project team to design, document, and oversee campus improvements at Syracuse 
University. The project focused on enhancing the pedestrian experience, ADA accessibility, utility services, and maintenance operations. The built work 
successfully blends into the historic quad’s aesthetic and function.  

Skaneateles Lake Country Club Waterfront Master Plan, Skaneateles, NY- Provided site planning and design related design studies and conceptual 
design details options for redevelopment of the lake shoreline. 

Campus Wide Exterior Signage System, Syracuse University Main Campus, Syracuse, NY- Assisted with development of a new consistent signage 
design package that includes standards for the identification of buildings, wayfinding for vehicles and pedestrians, identification of parking lots, unification of 
guard booths, street name signage, and identification of campus gateways. One of the project goals is to develop a durable low maintenance family of 
signage that is cost-effective, yet, still unique and impactful. 

Fairfield Inn & Suites, Town of DeWitt, NY- EDR provided site design and municipal permitting services for a new, 106-room hotel in the Town of DeWitt.  
Project work included the design of utilities, parking lot, site lighting, planting, and grading and drainage.  EDR prepared a Site Plan Review package and 
helped guide the project through the Town of DeWitt Planning Board approval process and prepared the project SWPPP.   

Homewood Suites, Town of DeWitt, Onondaga County, NY- Worked with a team to provide the site design and permitting for a new 4-story, 80-room 
hotel in the Town of DeWitt including siting the building, grading and stormwater design, layout of parking and pedestrian pavements, utilities, erosion and 
sedimentation plan, and planting design.  The project site is located within the Pioneer Business Park, which has an existing detention pond system that 
was designed to provide peak-flow mitigation for all development in the subdivision.  One of the challenges of this project was to meet the current NYSDEC 
water quality and runoff reduction goals prior to releasing stormwater flows into the existing detention pond system, located across the street from the site.  
This was achieved through the use of a green roof, tree plantings, stormwater planters, and a hydro-dynamic separator. EDR prepared a Site Plan Review 
package and helped guide the project through the Town of DeWitt Planning Board approval process and prepared the project SWPPP.  

Weighlock Café, Dewitt, NY – Working with a team to provide design development, contract documentation and approved planning board site drawings 
with improvements to the outdoor seating and parking. 

Owasco River Multi-Modal Trail Corridor Plan, Auburn, NY- As a sub-consultant to Clough Harbor and Associates (CHA), managed and participated in 
a team setting to design and develop site plans and details in the preparation of alternative planning related studies, public and agency approvals, and a 
final conceptual master plan for a 6-mile trail from Wadsworth Park to Owasco Lake in Auburn, New York. 

Northwood School, Lake Placid, NY- Northwood School, founded in 1905, is an independent, co-educational college preparatory school in the Adirondack 
Park serving approximately 175 students in grades 9-12.  The project scope included the construction of two new classroom buildings and the conversion 



 
 
 

of a vehicular road into a pedestrian corridor connecting student dorms to the academic buildings.  EDR’s scope of work included siting the two buildings, 
layout of the new walk and lighting, stormwater management design, SWPPP preparation, and planting design.   

New Liberal Arts Building, SUNY Brockport, Brockport, NY- Coordinated the design and construction of site improvements for a new 61,000 square foot 
academic building.   The design preserves an existing grove of shade trees and existing open lawn areas precious to outdoor student activities. Working as 
a sub-consultant for SWBR, the site improvements include concrete walkways, plazas, benches, bike racks, a pedestrian bridge, a shared use fire access 
and pedestrian walkway, lighting, and a delivery/service drive.  

Eastover Road New Electrical Substation Project, National Grid, Rensselaer County, NY- Assisted with production of report for compliance with the 
requirements of Part 102 of the Public Service Law. Team member to help accomplish scope of work for the State Environmental Quality Review compliance 
including environmental data collection and studies necessary to complete the Part 102 report (including visual impact assessment, background data 
collection, wetland delineation, Phase 1A Cultural Resources Survey, with NYS Department of Agriculture & Markets, and preparation of an Environmental 
Assessment Forum -- including Part 3 narrative).  

CNY Biotechnology Research Accelerator, SUNY Upstate Medical Center & SUNY ESF, Syracuse, Onondaga County, NY- Completed Stormwater 
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) inspections at the construction site of a new 50,000 SF medical research facility on 14-acre site.  Work included on-site 
SWPPP monitoring and preparation of weekly SWPPP reports.  Reviewed contractor submittals for water, sanitary sewer, and storm drainage utilities for 
project specification compliance.  

Five Mile Substation, National Grid, Humphrey, NY- Assisted with the siting of the substation and design of grading, stormwater management, erosion 
and sedimentation controls, planting for substation screening, and SWPPP preparation. 

Snooks Pond, Congel Residence, Manlius, NY- Designed, scheduled, and managed with a focus on use of paperless design practices, use of sustainable 
design and building practices in the Town of Manlius.  Assisted in the coordination of National Grid, NYSDEC and ACOE permitting and approvals.   

SUNY Oneonta Parking Project, Oneonta, NY – Primary drafter with EDR team to improve storm water grading, planting, and utility plans in coordination 
with Delta Engineering and DASNY. 

SUNY Buffalo South Campus, Buffalo, NY - The study analyzed the feasibility of a housing and neighborhood revitalization strategy developed by the 
University, the city of Buffalo and the towns of Amherst and Tonawanda. The housing revitalization strategy is part of a comprehensive effort that also 
includes attention to public education, safety and commercial development. The housing strategy focuses on improving the attractiveness of the 
neighborhood and the area’s housing stock by undertaking a large-scale effort to acquire, rehabilitate, and re-occupy homes to remove blighting influences 
and stabilize entire blocks.  

Gateways & Exterior Signage, SUNY Oswego, Oswego, NY- EDR prepared four concept designs for new wayfinding and identifications signage for the 
SUNY Oswego campus.  The selected concept was then developed into a comprehensive signage family that included variations of campus gateway 
identification signs (some with internal LED lights and digital display panels), wayfinding signs, and identification signs for buildings and parking lots.  Six of 
the sign types from the concept family were selected for implementation in 2014-2015.  EDR worked closely with campus staff and signage consultants to 
develop the detailed design for each sign type.  EDR also assisted in analyzing and developing the appropriate content for each sign and determining the 
most suitable location for each one.  Detailed planting plans with masonry walls were also designed as part of the project in order to enhance and better 
identify the major gateways into the campus. 

 

 




