
 

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL  

Ten Franklin Square, New Britain, CT  06051 
Phone: (860) 827-2935  Fax: (860) 827-2950 

E-Mail: siting.council@ct.gov 
Web Site: portal.ct.gov/csc 

 
 
VIA ELECTRONIC MAIL 
 
August 18, 2025 
 
Ed Thompson 
20 Shortell Drive  
Ansonia, CT 06401 
edwardwthompson@gmail.com  
 
RE: PETITION NO. 1395B – Windham Solar LLC request to amend its Declaratory Ruling, 

pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for the construction, maintenance 
and operation of one 1.0-megawatt (MW) and one 0.99 MW solar photovoltaic electric generating 
facilities located at 31 Benz Street and an additional 1.0-megawatt solar photovoltaic electric 
generating facility on an abutting parcel located at 135 Hill Street, Ansonia, Connecticut. 

 
Dear Ed Thompson: 
 
The Connecticut Siting Council (Council) is in receipt of your recent correspondence concerning Petition 
No. 1395B. Thank you for taking the time to provide the Council with the comments. 
 
Before reaching a final decision on any petition amendment, the Council must carefully consider all of the 
facts contained in the evidentiary record that is developed by the Council, the petitioner, parties and 
intervenors in the proceeding, and consider all of the concerns received from members of the public who 
submit written statements to the Council.   
 
This petition will be placed on a future Council meeting agenda for discussion and decision. Please note 
that you can view the petition filing on the Council’s website at https://portal.ct.gov/csc under the “Pending 
Matters” link. You may also keep apprised of Council events on the website calendar and meeting agenda. 
   
The correspondence also requests an extension of time to submit comments on Petition No. 1395B. The 
deadline for comments was August 15, 2025. The Council hereby grants your request for an extension of 
time that applies to comments from any interested person on Petition No. 1395B to August 28, 2025. 
 
Please be advised that under Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies §16-50j-12, the service list for any 
petition for a declaratory ruling consists of parties and intervenors who are granted status in the proceeding 
by the Council. 
 
Thank you for your interest and concern in this very important matter.  Your correspondence will be entered 
into the public comment file related to this petition. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Melanie A. Bachman 
Executive Director 
 

mailto:siting.council@ct.gov
mailto:edwardwthompson@gmail.com
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Enclosure: Revised Schedule, dated August 18, 2025 
 
c: Service List, dated July 17, 2025 
    Council Members  



 

Revised 08/18/2025 

 

 
 

REVISED SCHEDULE 
 
PETITION NO. 1395B – Windham Solar LLC request to amend its Declaratory Ruling, 
pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §4-176 and §16-50k, for the construction, 
maintenance and operation of one 1.0-megawatt (MW) and one 0.99 MW solar photovoltaic 
electric generating facilities located at 31 Benz Street and an additional 1.0-megawatt solar 
photovoltaic electric generating facility on an abutting parcel located at 135 Hill Street, 
Ansonia, Connecticut. 
 

Petition received 07/16/2025 
Council Interrogatories 

• Set One Issued 
• Set One Responses due  

 
08/08/2025 
09/03/2025 

Public Comment Period Deadline 08/15/2025 
Public Comment Period Deadline with Extension 08/28/2025 
Deadline for State Agency Comments 08/15/2025 
Deadline for State Agency Comments with Extension 08/28/2025 
Deadline for Municipal Comments 08/15/2025 
Deadline for Municipal Comments with Extension 08/28/2025 
Deadline for Action 09/14/2025 
Deadline for Final Decision 01/12/2026 

 
 

 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

STATE OF CONNECTICUT 
CONNECTICUT SITING COUNCIL  
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From: Edward Thompson <edwardwthompson@gmail.com> 
Sent: Friday, August 15, 2025 8:00 AM 
To: CSC-DL Siting Council <Siting.Council@ct.gov> 
Subject: Regarding Petition No. 1395B - Public Comment 

Please see attached commentary document and supporting exhibits. And please advise if I 
need to submit this to a different location or in a different manner (such as regular mail) for 
my commentary to be incorporated into the Siting Council's deliberation and analysis 
process.  

Thanks, 
Ed Thompson 
20 Shortell Dr, Ansonia, CT 06401 



 

 

Edward W Thompson Jr. 
20 Shortell Dr 
Ansonia, CT 06401 
(203)535-3648 
edwardwthompson@gmail.com 

14th August 2025 

State of Connecticut 
Connecticut Siting Council 
Ten Franklin Square 
New Britain, CT 06051 

Regarding Petition No. 1395B - Public Comment 

Dear Connecticut Siting Council, 

My name is Edward W Thompson Jr. and I reside at 20 Shortell Drive, directly 
south of the proposed Hill Street solar array and west of the existing 31 Benz 
St facility. I strongly support renewable energy and understand the public 
benefits of this project; I also fully recognize the timeline pressure the project 
faces based upon changes to federal law and regulation for renewable energy 
projects. But at the same time I have several concerns I respectfully ask the 
Council to address before granting approval. My intent is not to create 
unnecessary obstacles, but rather to ensure that the end result is a facility that 
coexists safely and respectfully with its neighbors for the decades of its 
planned useful life. 

The proposed 135 Hill St installation has important site-specific differences 
from the Benz St project that merit additional attention. Parts of the Hill St 
parcel sit lower than adjacent properties while much of the neighborhood sits 
on the crest of a hill; I live immediately upslope (about +20 ft), and am 
concerned that the unique topography, combined with the sun’s angle, creates 
a potential for glare to reflect from the south-facing panels up toward our 
elevated properties. In addition, between the Benz St and Hill St work the 
community has lost what appears to be roughly 10–15 acres of tree canopy 
within a compact area — a scale of clearing that may influence near-surface 
temperatures and local wind patterns by removing shade and natural 
windbreaks. We already observe increased winter windiness and intermittent 
afternoon glare from nearby rooftop panels, so I ask the Council to require 

 



 

 

site-specific microclimate monitoring and cumulative glare modeling (including 
existing arrays and rooftop panels), and to require enforceable remediation 
triggers (for example, a sustained 0.5 °C nighttime temperature increase, or 
measurable changes in wind or glare, addressed through Council approved 
mitigation). My goal is to support responsible solar siting while ensuring 
Shortell Drive residents and the local ecosystem are protected. 

I have reviewed the Petition, site plan, and Exhibit L (O&M Plan). I appreciate 
that the petition includes detailed stormwater BMPs (silt fences, sediment 
traps, vegetated swales, detention basins sized to the 100-yr storm), a 
permanent planting plan (double-row arborvitae at a 6 ft minimum installed 
height), erosion & sediment controls during construction, and an O&M contact 
(Josh Dines) with inspection schedules and storm-event triggers. These 
commitments are important and should be fully enforced. 

However, the petition and O&M plan do not address several specific 
neighborhood risks I care about — notably: glare/reflectance analysis and 
visual simulations, cumulative microclimate monitoring (wind and 
near-surface temperature), geotechnical slope-stability analysis 
(factor-of-safety), temporary screening while plantings establish, recorded 
commitment that fences will not be contiguous with Benz St, and 
extreme-event (500/1,000-yr) overflow / emergency routing analysis. The 
remainder of this letter asks the Council to require those gaps be closed or 
explained. 

 

A. Key factual questions I request the Council require the 
applicant to answer 

1.​ Provide the final selected module specs (manufacturer/model) and the 
module reflectance / BRDF data; identify whether anti-reflective 
coatings are used.​
 

2.​ Deliver a formal glare/reflectance study with full-year sun-path 
modeling plus visual simulations from the following vantage points I 
estimate most likely to be impacted: the front facing second story 
windows of the homes at 17, 18, 20, and 22 Shortell Drive, as well as 22 
Shortell Drive’s backyard. Include cumulative glare modeling that 
considers the existing Benz St array and nearby rooftop panels. I have 
attached two photos showing the view from my property towards the 
proposed installation, one of which shows the direct line of sight from 
elevation towards the southwest corner of the panel array. (Exhibits B 



 

 

and C)​
 

3.​ Provide full planting plans (species list, spacing), the minimum 
installed height at delivery, irrigation and maintenance schedule, and 
the timeline to reach “effective” screening (and an outline of 
anticipated replacement costs).​
 

4.​ Confirm whether any ledge removal or blasting is anticipated; if so, 
submit a blasting/settlement monitoring plan and a pre-construction 
condition survey for nearby structures.​
 

5.​ Provide pre- and post-construction hydrology/runoff modeling for the 
2-, 10-, and 100-year storms showing no increased runoff to abutting 
properties; include DEEP correspondence and the General Permit 
registration when available. Also provide an “extreme-event” 
sensitivity analysis (e.g., 500-/1,000-yr) that demonstrates emergency 
overflow routing and demonstrates it is unlikely to concentrate flows 
toward homes or streets.​
 

6.​ Microclimate monitoring & modeling: Provide a plan and timeline for 
baseline and post-construction microclimate monitoring focused on 
wind and near-surface temperature. The plan should specify sensor 
types and siting, include at least three monitoring stations (near-field 
abutter site — proposed in my yard, an array-edge station, and a 
control site ~500–800 m away; I propose the preserved wooded area 
near the Benz St vernal pool as the control), and include a baseline 
period of 3–6 months (preferably 6 months) followed by 12 months 
continuous post-construction monitoring and seasonal checks in years 
2–3. The monitoring protocol should include air temperature (2 m), 
wind speed/direction (2 m and, if feasible, 10 m), soil moisture (10 cm), 
and periodic IR surface surveys; request that raw data be posted 
monthly to the docket and reviewed by an independent party.​
 

 

B. Reasonable, enforceable conditions I request the Council 
require if the project moves forward 

1.​ Glare/reflectance requirement. Submit an independent glare study 
and the visual simulations described above. If direct reflections into 
occupied windows are predicted, the applicant must revise layout or 
apply mitigation (adjust tilt/orientation, specify anti-reflective modules, 



 

 

add additional screening, or similar).​
 

2.​ Screening & interim measures. Install a double row of evergreen 
screening of minimum 6–8 ft installed height (container-grown) with 
automatic irrigation for the first three growing seasons and an 
enforceable replacement guarantee, such as a landscaping bond 
sufficient to cover full replacement for five years. Until plantings 
achieve effective screening, require temporary screening 
(containerized trees, fabric screens, or berms) to block direct 
lines-of-sight. To illustrate why the minimum installed size and planned 
spacing is a critical requirement, I have attached Exhibit D, a picture of 
the sparse screening recently planted at the adjacent Benz Street 
facility. While a double row of arborvitae may be a more effective 
screen, it is highly contingent on the spacing and maturity of the plants, 
and the height of the plants is important to ensure screening for areas 
with a significant height difference from the lowest visible panels.​
 

3.​ Gate design & access. The Shortell Drive access gate should be 
constructed/sited so it does not create an unscreened view corridor to 
adjacent homes. Specifically, the gate shall be solid or vegetatively 
skirted to at least 6 ft above finished grade and 10 ft to either side. This 
condition is necessary to prevent an unscreened view corridor similar 
to the one at the Benz Street facility’s access point, a picture of which 
is attached as Exhibit E.​
 

4.​ Non-contiguous fence covenant. I want to acknowledge and support 
the petitioner’s statement in Section 4.4 that “The Hill Street Facility will 
be fenced separately from the Benz Facility” as I think it’s a critical 
feature to mitigate the negative impact on local wildlife that a very long 
contiguous fence could have. To ensure that this commitment is 
permanent, I request the Council require this be recorded as a 
covenant in the land records; any future connection shall require 
separate Council review and approval.​
 

5.​ Microclimate monitoring & remedial triggers. Require the 
Council-approved microclimate monitoring plan (see A.6). If monitoring 
shows a statistically significant increase in mean wind speed or gust 
frequency at residential sites compared to baseline/control, or a 
sustained increase in nighttime near-surface temperatures (mean 
nighttime temperature increase ≥ 0.5 °C relative to baseline/control), 
the applicant shall implement remediation within 180 days (additional 
windbreak planting, earthen berms, panel reorientation, or other 



 

 

Council-approved measures).​
 

6.​ Slope stability, erosion & runoff conditions. Require a stamped 
geotechnical memo for sloped areas that includes a slope-stability 
check (factors-of-safety) appropriate for the site’s conditions, locations 
and designs for retaining structures (if any), and measures to prevent 
concentrated drip-line runoff (level spreaders, micro-berms, rock 
aprons). Require vegetated swales / level spreaders sized for the 
100-yr storm and emergency overflow routing for rare extreme events 
(500-/1,000-yr stress test) that will not direct concentrated flows to 
homes or streets. Require post-storm inspections after any event ≥2 
inches in 24 hours and repairs within 14 days; require an initial 
maintenance bond for erosion/vegetation repairs (3–5 years).​
 

7.​ Wildlife connectivity & fencing. Submit a wildlife connectivity plan 
prepared or reviewed by a qualified ecologist that (a) identifies natural 
corridors, (b) specifies wildlife-friendly fence designs (smooth wire, no 
barbed wire where corridors exist), and (c) provides designated 
crossing points. Apply the same eastern box turtle protections used at 
Benz St.​
 

8.​ Operations / decommissioning / complaints. To ensure long-term 
accountability and strengthen the existing O&M and Decommissioning 
plans, I request the Council add the following specific conditions: an 
enforceable financial assurance (such as a surety bond or escrow 
account) to execute the decommissioning plan, a formal neighbor 
complaint resolution mechanism (named liaison, 24-hour contact, 
10-business-day documented response), an update to the O&M Plan 
specifying the expected hours for routine maintenance activities, and 
make the “no night-time lighting of any kind” statement in the main 
petition a binding condition of approval.​
 

 

C. Notice adequacy & procedural requests (process ask) 

While the applicant did send a certified courtesy letter in mid-July, the notice 
did not include the petition number or any direct instructions for locating the 
Council docket online, nor did it identify the public comment deadline or 
explain how residents could participate. Instead it directed recipients to 
request documents by mail or to visit a distant town office. This limited the 
ability of nearby residents to timely and meaningfully participate. My 
immediate neighbor at 22 Shortell Dr, whose backyard has essentially no 



 

 

natural buffer to the proposed fence/array, did not receive the notice in time 
and only recently learned of the petition. I respectfully request that the 
Council: (1) require the applicant to produce proof of service for the certified 
mail, (2) add my neighbor to the service list, and (3) consider extending the 
public comment period or re-noticing abutters if the Council finds the notice 
was insufficient to allow meaningful participation. A scanned copy of the 
notice I received, which lacks the petition number and comment deadline, is 
attached for your reference as Exhibit A. 

 

Attachments & administrative items 

●​ Please add me to the service list for PETITION NO. 1395B and notify 
me of any updates, filings, and the public comment/hearing schedule. I 
would like to speak at the Council’s public comment session — please 
advise how to register.​
 

●​ I have attached: (1) photos of the existing array and the amount of 
screening it currently provides (Exhibits D and E); (2) a photo from four 
feet off of the northwest corner of my home showing line of site from 
elevation to the proposed installation (Exhibit B); (3) a photo from the 
bottom of my driveway showing where the proposed Shortell Dr gate 
will go (Exhibit C); and (4) a picture of the certified notice I received 
(Exhibit A).​
 

Thank you for your careful consideration. I support the transition to renewable 
energy and only ask that the Council require these reasonable conditions and 
process remedies to protect neighborhood residents and the local ecosystem 
while still enabling the project to proceed. 

Sincerely,​
Edward W Thompson Jr​
20 Shortell Dr, Ansonia CT 06401​
(203)535-3648 | edwardwthompson@gmail.com​
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