
Solar Siting Task Force Public Comments 
This document will compile public comment received by email and mail (comments provided at Task 
Force meetings are archived separately). The document will be updated with new comments on a 
periodic basis. Comments may receive slight reformatting for ease of reading but are not proofread or 
edited in any way. 

Batch 1: 8/1/15-8/11/15 
 

8/8/15 

I attended the task force meeting in Montpelier and have to say it was nothing but another dog and 
pony show. Many of the committee members were primarily affiliated with many of the developers and 
there appeared to be a lack of transparency. While they take several months to come up with a plan or 
proposal projects continue to get approved and built despite the problems they have and are causing. 
The same thing happened when the Industrial Wind Siting Task Force was formed; absolutely nothing. 
The PSB still can approve a project whether it meets the conditions or not. This is nothing but a joke and 
Vermonter’s are paying the price whether it be higher energy prices, loss of property value, loss of 
wildlife habitat and loss of revenue due to the decrease in tourism.  

For the life of me I could not figure out why there were no engineers in this committee. It would seem to 
me that this the most important part of this discussion when siting these energy projects; whether or 
not certain conditions are feasible for siting; such as using industrial barns, parking lots, transmission 
corridors etc.  

Last but not least. I would hope that you would include langue where the developers would have to pay 
impact fees to the neighbors of these industrial projects. We neighbors have to deal with the impacts on 
a daily basis and this has not been addressed. Just our property devaluation alone is a huge problem for 
those of us who have everything invested in our homes and property. Also the possibility of long term 
health effects on the neighbors is another issue not being addressed. We need more than lip 
service!!!!!!!!! 

Thank you for taking comments, 

Robbin Clark 

 
8/5/15 

Anne Margolis, 
 

Please forward this information to the Solar Siting Task Force. 
 



Kathleen J. Nelson 
Brighton, VT 
 

Solar is booming but solar parks could have 
unintended climate consequences  
http://www.theguardian.com/sustainable-business/solar-power-parks-impact-environment-soil-plants-
climate 

The roof is on fire: Do solar panels hinder 
firefighters? 
http://www.mnn.com/your-home/at-home/blogs/the-roof-is-on-fire-do-solar-panels-hinder-
firefighters?hpt=hp_bn18 

 

Issue 92 - Fire Concerns with Roof-Mounted 
Solar Panels 
http://magazine.sfpe.org/issue-92-fire-concerns-roof-mounted-solar-panels 

 
8/3/15 
 
To the members of the Solar Siting Task Force, 
 
On July 28, 2015, at the first meeting of the Solar Siting Task Force (SSTF) the representative from 
Renewable Energy Vermont (REV), Gabrielle Stebbins, advised the SSTF that she intended to replace her 
seat on the SSTF with a lawyer from Dunkiel, Saunders & Raubvogel, a group known for its 
representation of "renewable" energy developers.  This law firm has a history of abusive behavior 
toward public opposition to poorly sited or unwanted projects.  This request by Gabrielle Stebbins 
should be denied. 

It must also be considered that while it is evident that the SSTF is obviously developer driven it should at 
least pay some consideration to the appearance of public consideration and honest inquiry into energy 
generation siting.  For the members of the SSTF to be accepting input from a totally biased lawyer 
without considering input from an independent legal source degrades any result that the task force 

http://www.theguardian.com/sustainable-business/solar-power-parks-impact-environment-soil-plants-climate
http://www.theguardian.com/sustainable-business/solar-power-parks-impact-environment-soil-plants-climate
http://www.mnn.com/your-home/at-home/blogs/the-roof-is-on-fire-do-solar-panels-hinder-firefighters?hpt=hp_bn18
http://www.mnn.com/your-home/at-home/blogs/the-roof-is-on-fire-do-solar-panels-hinder-firefighters?hpt=hp_bn18
http://magazine.sfpe.org/issue-92-fire-concerns-roof-mounted-solar-panels


might conclude.  It would be very likely that this present group assigned to the SSTF would take the 
statute and legislation interpretations of a developer's lawyer in stride with no question as to alternative 
interpretations or options. 
 
The request for a lawyer substitution for REV must be denied. 
 
Kathleen J. Nelson 
P.O. Box 147 
Island Pond, VT  05846 
 

 
8/1/15 
 
After a lengthy "battle" to protect my property from harm, I have reflected on a poorly executed process 
for the establishment of solar projects.  I happen to believe that these observations are no brain ears, 
but apparently not. 

1) the choice of an " appropriate " site should reflect not on the testimony of a hired opinion for the 
petitioner as in the following example.  The Vermont Solar Farmers, LLC has proposed a site on a ridge of 
hard ledge , zoned residential, which is situated between two residential areas..close proximity.  These 
homeowners don not have the financial resources to defend themselves and the process is largely legal 
requiring legal representation.  Being on a ridge, the clear cutting of 15 plus acres of trees affects 
erosion and  ensuring water damage to our land, our homes, and our septic systems.  We have natural 
springs on this ridge that keep the land moist, even wet most of the year so the additional water is 
unmanageable.  The wind that comes across will take down many trees...perhaps on our buildings.  And 
we will also be affected by the decrease in our home values due to our close proximity to the ugly view 
of solar panels. 

2) Not enough attention is being put on the financial stability of the owner/ developers.  LLCS should be 
prohibited and a substantial escrow account should be required for ensuring damages.  Investigations 
into the financial backgrounds, ie. Bankruptcies should be considered.  I our situation, atleast one of the 
partners has declared bankruptcy atleast once.  This does not  exude confidence in the responsibility of 
the organization of the project.  The PSB needs to be more responsible in issueing permits. 

3) the overall issueing of permits needs to be reigned in to preserve our state's beauty.  People come to 
Vermont to see foliage ; not solar farms.  Our state is struggling to survive economically and we are 
shooting ourselves in the foot by erecting these solar farms in the middle of our money producing 
areas...ie. Stratton/ Winhall.  We already have a surplus of real estate for sale and now the home values 
will plummet further.  There are many indirect anddirectconsequeces to these projects. 

So far these are the prime issues that I would like to see addressed.  The permit has not yet been issued 
but not one application has been denied yet. 



Sincerely,Jeanne MacIntyre, Winhall 
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