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Visual Impact Rating Form

Instructions
Project Name: Mohawk Solar EDR Project No: 16044
Date: April 03, 2019
Reference: Visual Impact Rating Form - Instructions

These instructions are intended to guide personnel conducting visual impact assessment contrast ratings through
EDR'’s Visual Impact Rating Form.

Viewpoint Number/Location:

Please fill this in based on the information in the title block for each photograph/viewpoint that is provided.

Your Name/Date:

Please complete.

Landscape Similarity Zone:

The definition of landscape types found in a given study area provides a useful framework for the analysis of available
visual resources and viewer circumstances. These landscape types, or Landscape Similarity Zones (LSZs), are defined
based on the similarity of features such as landform, vegetation, water, and land use patterns. The LSZs within the
study area include:

Forest

Village

Rural Uplands

Transportation Corridor
Mohawk Valley

For a full description of each LSZ please see the attached sheet
Viewer Type:

The different categories of potential viewer types found in a given study area provides a useful framework for the
analysis of viewer sensitivity. Viewer types, are defined as, Local Residents, Through Traveler/Commuter and
Tourist/Recreational User. A Viewer type will be noted on the rating sheet, if you feel that this designation is not correct
please infer who the mostly likely viewer(s) is/are based on the location and context of the view. More than one viewer
type may be present at a given location. Please also refer to the Viewpoint Context Sheet for location maps and
additional photographs.

Designated Aesthetic Resources:

The visual study area includes a variety of public resources and/or designated visually sensitive resources that are of
potential statewide significance. These include:
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o Properties of Historic Significance, Sites listed on the National or State Register of Historic Places (NRHP
& SRHP), & Sites eligible for listing on the NRHP or SHRP.

e Designated Scenic Resources, sites, areas, lakes, reservoirs or highways designated or eligible for
designation as scenic

e Public Lands and Recreational Resources, heritage areas, trails, local parks and recreation areas, named
lakes, ponds and reservoirs.

o High-Use Public Areas, state, US and Interstate Highways, schools, cities, villages and hamlets.

Please refer to the Viewpoint Context Sheet, viewpoint location maps and photographs from each viewpoint to
determine whether the view is from a specific visually sensitive resource.

Viewpoint Description:
Please describe the view in your own words, focusing on the landscape characteristics described below, if relevant.

e Landscape Composition: The arrangement of objects and voids in the landscape that can be categorized by
their spatial arrangement. Basic landscape components include vegetation, landform, water and sky.

e Form, Line, Color, and Texture: These are the four major compositional elements that define the perceived
visual character of a landscape. Form refers to the shape of an object that appears unified; often defined by
edge, outline, and surrounding space. Line refers to the path the eye follows when perceiving abrupt changes
in form, color, or texture; usually evident as the edges of shapes or masses in the landscape. Texture in this
context refers to the visual surface characteristics of an object.

e Focal Point: Certain natural or man-made landscape features stand out and are particularly noticeable as a
result of their physical characteristics. Focal points often contrast with their surroundings in color, form, scale
or texture, and therefore tend to draw a viewer’s attention. Examples include prominent trees, mountains and
water features. Cultural features, such as a distinctive barn or steeple can also be focal points.

o Order: Natural landscapes have an underlying order determined by natural processes. Cultural landscapes
exhibit order by displaying traditional or logical patterns of land use/development. Elements in the landscape
that are inconsistent with this natural order may detract from scenic quality.

e Atmospheric Conditions: Clouds, precipitation, haze, and other ambient air related conditions affect the
visibility of an object or objects and can greatly impact the design elements of form, line, color, texture, and
scale.

e Lighting Direction: Backlighting refers to a viewing situation in which sunlight is coming toward the observer
from behind a feature or elements in a scene. Front lighting refers to a situation where the light source is
coming from behind the observer and falling directly upon the area being viewed. Side lighting refers to a
viewing situation in which sunlight is coming from the side of the observer to a feature or elements in a scene.

o Visual Clutter: Numerous unrelated built elements occurring within a view can create visual clutter, which
adversely impacts scenic quality.

Page | 2



Appendix E (i). Visual Impact Assessment Rating
Visual Impact Rating Form — Instructions
Mohawk Solar

Viewpoint Sensitivity:
Please rate the sensitivity of each viewpoint as determined by scenic quality and viewer exposure, as follows:
Scenic Quality:

Please rate the scenic quality of the existing view without the project in place. An undeveloped landscape containing a
variety of landscape features at different distances from the viewer or a landscape containing one or more aesthetically
important structures, might be at the high end of the scale, while a landscape that appears monotonous or is already
impacted by infrastructure or industrial facilities might be at the low end. Most residential areas will fall into the moderate
category, unless they are either historic neighborhoods, or degraded/abandoned. Note that designation as a scenic or
recreational resource is an indication that there is broad public consensus on the value of that particular resource. The
particular characteristics of the resource that contribute to its scenic or recreational value provide guidance in evaluating
a project’s visual impact on that resource. However, the scenic quality rating you assign should be based on your
individual judgment.

View Exposure:

Some views are seen as quick glimpses while driving along a roadway or hiking a trail, while others are seen for a
more prolonged period of time. Longer duration views of a project, especially from significant aesthetic resources,
have the greatest potential for visual impact. Please infer the frequency and duration of views bhased on the Viewer
Type, LSZ, viewpoint context, and viewpoint location map. Please indicate whether there is potential for continuous or
repeated exposure (such as from residences, public facilities, or principal transportation routes with an open view
toward the project), brief or occasional exposure (such as openings in otherwise screened areas or secondary roads
that most people will not use on a daily basis), or rare exposure (such as viewpoints that are clearly off the beaten track
and/or represent small areas of narrow visibility in otherwise completely screened areas).

Contrast Rating:

Please rate the level of contrast that you perceive between the existing landscape features (as they appear in each in
photo) and the effect that the proposed project has on those components. This will be done for both the 3-6-month post
install simulations and for the 5-7 year post install simulations. Please provide a numerical contrast rating between 0
and 4 for each landscape component, where:

0 = Insignificant/None

1 = Minimal

2 = Moderate

3 = Appreciable

4 = Strong

* (please make use of .5 necessary to allow for more accurate ratings, e.g., 2.5 = Moderate to Appreciable
Contrast).

Please then also describe in your own words the factors that contribute to or affect, the project’s degree of contrast
with each landscape feature. Please consider the following:
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Landform: Please consider the effect of the project relative to the appearance of the landform/topography,
the edge of the line, the strength and range of color, the density of relief, the space as defined
by the landform, and its perceived scale.

Vegetation: Please consider the effect of the project relative to the form(s) and variety of vegetation, the
edge of its lines, the range of color, the density of texture, space as defined by the vegetation,
and the vegetation’s hierarchy/diversity of scale.

Land Use: Please consider the effect of the project relative to the appearance of identifiable land use(s) in
the view, and evaluate the degree to which the project is compatible with the appearance of
those land use(s).

Water: Please consider the effect of the project relative to the appearance of water features in terms
of the shape of the water body(ies), edges of its (their) lines, clarity of color, texture (which refers
here to evidence of movement) degree of enclosure around the feature(s); and the scale or
extent of water in the view.

Sky: Please consider the effect of the project relative to the appearance of the sky in terms of its
expanse (i.e., degree of openness or enclosure, and the scale, or extent of the sky in the view),
integrity of horizon line, and color (including the appearance of clouds).

Viewer Activity: Please consider the effect of the project on likely viewer activity at the selected viewpoint,
including the viewer's perception/appreciation of scenic quality and potential enjoyment of the
view, taking into account the viewpoint location and context, viewer type, and viewer exposure.

Effectiveness of mitigation planting modules:

Plantings will be installed throughout the project site at designated locations to mitigate the visual effects of the
proposed project components. The goal of the mitigation is to better integrate the project into the existing landscape,
by softening the edges of the fence line and solar array, without creating a virtual barrier of green. Four individual
planting modules were created to mitigate the installation of the proposed Project (Pollinator, Roadside, Hedgerow and
Adjacent Residence). One of these modules is represented in each simulation as indicated on the context page.
Variable factors that may have influenced rating:

Please note any conditions, based on what is visible in the photographs, that, if different, could influence the perceived
degree of contrast between the project and the existing features of the landscape (atmospheric condition, seasonal
changes, etc.).

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

Please summarize your evaluation of the project’s overall effect on the appearance of the selected view, taking into
account the viewpoint location and context, sensitivity, scenic quality viewer type, and viewer exposure.
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Landscape Similarity Zones

Forest

The Forest LSZ covers approximately 21.9% of the visual study area. This zone is characterized by the dominance of
mixed deciduous trees with sparse coniferous tree cover, often in association with moderately steep topography. The
Forest LSZ is most prevalent in the southeastern portion of the visual study area where Interstate 20, a scenic byway,
crosses through the visual study area and steeper slopes restrict opportunities for agricultural and residential
developments. However, these steep hills give way to more gentle terrain within the rest of the study area, north of
U.S. 20, where the Forest LSZ is composed of smaller forest lots interspersed between agricultural fields and
residences. The forests are dissected by small streams, including Canajoharie Creek, Bowmans Creek, Otsquago
Creek, Flat Creek, and Brimstone Creek, which often run through small valleys between the hills. Views within this
zone are generally restricted to areas where small clearings and road cuts provide breaks in the tree canopy. Where
long distance views are available they are typically of short duration, limited distance, and tightly framed by trees and
adjacent slopes. Land use in this zone includes low-density residential development and recreational activities such as
hiking, hunting, and snowmobiling. The majority of these forested areas occur on private lands with limited public

access, however, public lands within Otsquago State Forest are located within the Study Area.

Rural Uplands

The Rural Upland LSZ is the largest, covering 63.9% of the visual study area. It is characterized by an expansive
mosaic of agricultural fields, farm complexes with barns and livestock, and single-family residences. Topography in
this LSZ is generally characterized by gently rolling hills topped with forest stands and open agricultural fields,
separated by gentle valleys. Many roads are low traffic local roads, though this zone does include several more heavily
traveled two-lane roads such as State Routes 80, 10, 67, and 5S. Interstate Route 90 and Highway 20 also run through
the Rural Valley LSZ but have a distinctly different visual character and so fall within the Transportation Corridor LSZ
described below. Dominant activities in the Rural Residential/Agricultural LSZ area are farming and local travel.
Because of the abundance of open farm land on the tops of the rolling hills, lands in this LSZ often offer expansive
views of the surrounding hillsides. These views typically include open fields in the foreground with widely scattered
homes, silos, livestock, and other farm equipment. From low-lying vantage points in the valleys, the adjacent hills create
borders that block more distant views. From the tops of hills, it is possible to see the tops of several adjacent fields far

into the distance and the agricultural landscape located in the valleys.
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Village

The Village LSZ occupies 3.9% of the study area and includes the Villages of Sharon Springs, Canajoharie, Palatine
Bridge, Fort Plain, and Nelliston. This landscape similarity zone is characterized by moderate to high-density residential
and commercial development, most of which is concentrated within the Mohawk River Valley. Buildings (typically 1-3
stories tall) and other man-made features dominate the landscape. The character of buildings and structures within
this zone can be highly variable, although many of the villages have historic charm. The buildings are typically arranged
along an organized street pattern that tends to screen outward views and focus views along the main streets and
crossroads. In some areas, trees along the streets and within yards also tend to enclose and screen views within this

Zone.

Transportation Corridor

The Transportation Corridor LSZ occupies approximately 1.4% of the study area and includes divided, multi-lane
highways with limited access. These include Interstate Route 90 and Highway 20, which run adjacent to the northern
and southern ends of the Project Site, respectively. Views along each of these routes are fairly different from one
another. Views from Interstate 90 are dominated by automobiles, pavement, guard rails, and signs in the foreground,
backed by vistas of the surrounding Mohawk River Valley. Views from Highway 20 contain elements of road-related
infrastructure such as automobiles, guard rails, and signs in the foreground, while the surrounding views are dominated

by a mix of agricultural and forested land uses.

Mohawk Valley

The Mohawk Valley LSZ occupies 9.0% of the study area. The topography on either side of the river is characterized
by gentle slopes with major roadways and several villages. The Mohawk River is paralleled by Interstate 90, as well as
smaller two-lane highways, and a multi-use trail. From the bottom of the river valley the gentle slopes are often tree-
lined, which blocks the views of agricultural fields on the side of the hills. Conversely, from the top of the hills overlooking
the river valley, trees often partially obscure the view, and the gradient of the hills often blocks the view of large portions
of the valley below. In populated areas within the valley bridges cross the river in several locations, and parks line the

river.
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Viewpoint Panel Member Landform Vegetation Land Use Sky Viewer Activity TOTAL AVERAGE

Jocelyn Gavitt 35 3 35 2.5 3 15.5 3.1
16 (3-6 month) W?It Kalina 3 3 3 1 3 13 2.6
David Raphael 2.5 1 3 0.5 2.5 9.5 1.9
Average 3 2.333333333 | 3.166666667 | 1.333333333 | 2.833333333 | 12.66666667 2.5
Jocelyn Gavitt 2.5 2 2.5 2 1.5 10.5 2.1
16 (5-7 year) W?It Kalina 2 2 2 1 2 9 1.8
David Raphael 2 0.5 15 0.5 2 6.5 1.3
Average 2.166666667 1.5 2 1.166666667 | 1.833333333 | 8.666666667 1.7
Jocelyn Gavitt 35 3.5 35 3.5 3 17 3.4
24 (3-6 month) W:':\It Kalina 3 3.5 35 0 2.5 12.5 2.5
David Raphael 2.5 2 2 1 3 10.5 2.1
Average 3 3 1.5 2.833333333 | 13.33333333 2.7
Jocelyn Gavitt 2.5 2.5 2.5 2 12.5 2.5
24 (5-7 year) W'?\It Kalina 3 2.5 3.5 0 2 11 2.2
David Raphael 2.5 2 2 1 3 10.5 2.1
Average 2.833333333 | 2.333333333 | 2.666666667 | 1.166666667 | 2.333333333 | 11.33333333 2.3
Jocelyn Gavitt 2.5 2 2 1.5 2.5 10.5 2.1

26 (3-6 month) Wélt Kalina 3 3 2.5 0 1.5 10 2
David Raphael 1 1 3 0.5 3 8.5 1.7
Average 2.833333333 | 2.333333333 | 2.666666667 | 1.166666667 | 2.333333333 | 9.666666667 1.9
Jocelyn Gavitt 2.5 2 2 1.5 2.5 10.5 2.1

W i . . . . .
26 (5-7 year) z_alt Kalina 3 2.5 2.5 0 1.5 9.5 1.9
David Raphael 1 1 3 0.5 3 8.5 1.7
Average 2.166666667 | 1.833333333 2.5 0.666666667 | 2.333333333 9.5 1.9
Jocelyn Gavitt 3 2.5 3 3.5 3 15 3.0
28 (3-6 month) W:':\It Kalina 3.5 3.5 3.5 1 3 14.5 2.9
David Raphael 3.5 2.5 3.5 2.5 3.5 15.5 3.1
Average 3.333333333 | 2.833333333 | 3.333333333 | 2.333333333 | 3.166666667 15 3.0
Jocelyn Gavitt 3 2.5 3 3.5 3 15 3.0
28 (5-7 year) W?It Kalina 35 35 35 1 3 14.5 2.9
David Raphael 35 2.5 35 2.5 35 15.5 3.1
Average 3.333333333 | 2.833333333 | 3.333333333 | 2.333333333 | 3.166666667 15 3.0
Jocelyn Gavitt 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0
32 Walt Kalina 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.2
David Raphael 0.5 0 1 0 0 0.5 0.3
Average 0.5 0 0.333333333 0 0 0.5 0.2
Jocelyn Gavitt 1 1 0.5 0.5 0.5 3.5 0.7
Walt Kalina 1 1 2 0 1.5 5.5 1.1

82 snow -

David Raphael 1 0.5 0.5 0 0 1 0.4
Average 1 0.833333333 1 0.166666667 | 0.666666667 | 3.333333333 0.7
Jocelyn Gavitt 0 0.5 0.5 0 0 1 0.2
82 fall Walt Kalina 1.5 2 2 0 1.5 7 14
David Raphael 0.5 0.5 0.5 0 0 0.5 0.3
Average 0.666666667 0 0.5 2.833333333 0.6
Jocelyn Gavitt 2.5 1.5 2.5 12.5 2.5
130(3-6 Walt Kalina 3 3 3.5 0 3.5 13 2.6
month) David Raphael 2.5 1.5 3 0 2 9 1.8
Average 2.666666667 2.5 3.166666667 0.5 2.666666667 11.5 23
Jocelyn Gavitt 2 2 2 1 2 9 1.8
130 (5-7 year) W?It Kalina 3 2.5 3.5 0 3 12 2.4
David Raphael 2 1 2.5 0 1.5 7 1.4
Average 2.333333333 | 1.833333333 | 2.666666667 | 0.333333333 | 2.166666667 | 9.333333333 1.9
Jocelyn Gavitt 4 35 3.5 3.5 4 18.5 3.7
153 (3-6 Walt Kalina 35 3.5 4 0 3.5 14.5 2.9
month) David Raphael 2 2 3 2 3 12 2.4
Average 3.166666667 3 3.5 1.833333333 3.5 15 3.0
Jocelyn Gavitt 1 1.5 1.5 1.5 1.5 7 14

i 2 1.5 2 0 2.5 .
153 (5-7 year) Wélt Kalina 8 1.6
David Raphael 2 2 3 3.5 3 13.5 2.7
Average 1.666666667 | 1.666666667 | 2.166666667 | 1.666666667 | 2.333333333 9.5 1.9
Jocelyn Gavitt 4 4 4 3.5 4 19.5 3.9
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Viewpoint Panel Member Landform Vegetation Land Use Sky Viewer Activity TOTAL AVERAGE
154 (3-6 Walt Kalina 2 3 3 2 1 11 2.2
month) David Raphael 3.5 1 3.5 2.5 3.5 14 2.8

Average 1.666666667 | 1.666666667 | 2.166666667 | 1.666666667 | 2.333333333 | 14.83333333 3.0
Jocelyn Gavitt 4 35 4 3.5 3.5 18.5 3.7
i 2 2 1 11 2.2
154 (5-7 year) W?It Kalina 3 3
David Raphael 3.5 1 3.5 25 13.5 2.7
Average 3.166666667 2.5 3.5 2.666666667 2.5 14.33333333 2.9
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Kellie Anne Connelly | RLA

Ms. Connelly is a registered landscape architect experienced in all phases of site design and
implementation through to contract administration. She is also experienced in providing visual
impact assessment services, having evaluated numerous projects with respect to visual impacts
and potential mitigation measures. She is adept at balancing environmental and aesthetic needs
with user and site engineering requirements. Her experience also includes interacting with
various community constituencies to reach design consensus.

Harvard University Graduate School of Design (2000), Master of Landscape Architecture.

SUNY College of Environmental Science and Forestry (1995), Bachelor of Landscape
Architecture.
SUNY College of Technology at Alfred (1991), Associate in Applied Science.

Commonwealth of Massachusetts WBE | Federal DBE Certification
Registered Landscape Architect, State of New York, License #1875
Registered Landscape Architect, Commonwealth of Massachusetts, License #1214

Instructor, Rhode Island School of Design (2014 - Present); Providence, Rhode Island
Principal Landscape Architect, Terraink, Inc. (2010 - Present); Arlington, Massachusetts
Project Manager, Gregory Lombardi Design, Inc. (2008 - 2010); Cambridge, Massachusetts
Visiting Professor, Site Design and Grading Seminar; Rhode Island School of Design

Project Manager, Shadley Associates (2007 - 2008); Lexington, Massachusetts

Project Manager | Visual Expert, EDR Companies (2003 - 2007); Syracuse, New York
Adjunct Professor, SUNY College of Environmental Science and Forestry (2003 - 2007);
Syracuse, New York

Landscape Architect, Reisen Design Associates (1999 - 2003); Cambridge, Massachusetts
Landscape Architect, Jacques Whitford Company, Inc. (1998 - 1999); Woburn, Massachusetts
Project Manager, Pressley Associates, Inc. (1995 - 1998); Cambridge, Massachusetts

“Protecting the Rural Landscape: Visual Quality Guidelines for Plymouth, Massachusetts and the
New England Region.” Graduate School of Design, Harvard University. Cambridge,
Massachusetts

“Toward a Joint Palestine-Israel Industrial Development in al-Shoka and Karem Shalom: An
Assessment of Location and Future Planning Flexibility.” Graduate School of Design, Harvard
University. Cambridge, Massachusetts

Studio Works Seven. Graduate School of Design, Harvard University. Cambridge,
Massachusetts
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Kellie Anne Connelly | RLA

Lighthouse Wind

Evaluate visual impacts | rating panel for wind turbines in Somerset and Yates Counties, Western
New York

Client: ESS Group, Inc. | Apex Clean Energy

Status: VIA In Process

Offshore MD

Evaluate visual impacts | rating panel for wind turbines offshore of Maryland
Client: ESS Group, Inc. | US Wind Inc.

Status: VIA In Process

Moosehead Lake Recreational Resource Assessment

Investigation coordination of recreational resources in the Moosehead Lake Region, Maine
Client: Saving Maine, Inc.

Technical Consultant: ESS Group, Inc.

Status: Resource Inventory in Progress

Antrim Wind Power

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.

Client: Counsel for the Public; New Hampshire Department of Justice

Technical Consultant: EDR Companies

Status: VIA Complete. Expert Witness with Court Testimony in Process

Block Island Wind Farm | Rating Panel

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

Client: EDR Companies | Deepwater Wind

Status: Under Construction

Howard Wind Farm | Rating Panel

Evaluated visual impacts for wind turbines in Steuben County, New York.
Client: EDR Companies | EverPower Wind Holdings, Inc.

Status: Operational 2012

Allegheny Wind | Rating Panel

Evaluated visual impacts for wind turbines in Cambria and Blair Counties, Pennsylvania.
Client: EDR Companies | Allegheny Wind, LLC.

Status: Operational 2009
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Kellie Anne Connelly | RLA

New England East-West Solution (NEEWS) | Rating Panel

Evaluated visual impacts for transmission line and transformer station improvements in New
England.

Client: EDR Companies | Northeast Utilities and National Grid

Status: Unknown

Interstate Reliability | Rating Panel

Evaluated visual impacts for transmission line and transformer station improvements in NE.
Client: EDR Companies | Northeast Utilities and National Grid

Status: Unknown

Southern Rhode Island Transmission Project

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.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: The Narragansett Electric Company (National Grid)

Status: Unknown

Tompkins County Public Safety Communications System

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.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: Tompkins County; Planning Department | Status: Implemented

New York State Statewide Wireless Network

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.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: New York State | Status: Implemented

Visual Impact Assessment, Top Notch Wind Power Project

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.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: Atlantic Wind LLC | Status: Unknown
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Kellie Anne Connelly | RLA

Visual Impact Assessment, Cohocton Wind Power Project

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.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: First Wind | Status: Operational 2009

Visual Impact Assessment, Marble River Wind Farm

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.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: Marble River, LLC | Status: Operational 2012

Visual Impact Assessment, Jordanville Wind Power Project

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.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: Jordanville Wind, LLC | Status: Unknown

Visual Impact Assessment, Dairy Hills Wind Farm

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.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: Dairy Hills Windfarm, LLC. | Status: Unknown

Jamestown Board of Public Utilities Power Plant and Operations Center VIA

Evaluated visual impacts for Visual Assessment (VIA) report for a 40 MW clean-coal
power-generating plant and operations center in Jamestown, New York. The VIA report described
the analysis of project visibility, including view shed analysis and field verification. Visual impacts
of the project were assessed by creating computer models of the proposed facilities and
computer-assisted visual simulations of potential impacts as viewed from representative
viewpoints. The report listed conclusions concerning potential visually sensitive receptors and
identified mitigation options, which included recommendations regarding design and siting, the
color and texture of built materials and lighting.

Firm: EDR Companies | Client: Jamestown Board of Public Utilities (JBPU) | Status: Unknown
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Kellie Anne Connelly | RLA

| Principal | Terraink - Landscape Architecture + Planning

Graduate Development of Rural Landscape Visual Quality Guidelines

Experience This project focused on the creation of visual quality guidelines for Plymouth, Massachusetts and
the New England region. The Town of Plymouth’s 1990 Strategic Plan called for expanded
development; however, concerns were raised regarding the potential growth impact on the rural
quality of life and historic character of the region. This project developed design criteria through
visual preference survey, while providing a basis for additional research (including a local case
study) to the development standards for the Town.

terraink.landscape architecture + planning . www.terraink.com =



Gavitt

EXPERIENCE

EDUCATION /

EXPERIENCE

Associates

Jocelyn Gavitt, RLA, PRINCIPAL

4530 East Lake Road, Cazenovia, NY, 13035
p. 315.447.8563

SUMMARY

Licensed Landscape Architect with over 20 years experience as a practitioner and educator. Areas of expertise include
community planning, community development, identification of catalytic projects, recreation planning and design, land use
planning, institutional design, grant writing and community participatory practices. Experience includes working as a consultant
practitioner as well as running community based projects through studio teaching at SUNY College of Environmental Science and

Forestry’s Landscape Architecture Department.

REGISTRATIONS

SUNY COLLEGE OF ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE AND FORESTRY
FOCUS AREA: COMMUNITY DESIGN AND PLANNING

Thesis: A proposal for general education focused on the built community and environment. Advisor: Cheryl S. Doble

MS Landscape Architecture, May 2007

CORNELL UNIVERSITY
BS Landscape Architecture, May 1993

UNIVERSITY OF COPENHAGEN
Semester Abroad, Denmark International Study, Fall 1992

PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION
New York license #1768-1
North Carolina License # 910

SUMMARY

GAVITT ASSOCIATES, CAZENOVIA, NEW YORK
Established in 2004

SUNY COLLEGE OF ENVIROMENTAL SCIENCE AND FORESTRY
Faculty 2004 - present

CAZENOVIA AREA COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION (not for profit/volunteer)
Current President. Active board member since 2012

TRINITY ARCHITECTURE AND PLANNING, WINSTON-SALEM, NC
Partner, Landscape Architect. 1999-2001

ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN ASSOCIATES, WINSTON-SALEM, NC
Project Manager, Landscape Architect. 1997-1999

GS MILLER LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE, WINSTON-SALEM, NC
Landscape Architect. 1995-1997

PASHEK ASSOCIATES, PITTSBURGH, PA
Landscape Designer. 1993-1995

FALLINGWATER, MILL RUN, PA
Landscape Designer. 1993



Gavitt Associates
EEE—
Jocelyn Gavitt, RLA, PRINCIPAL

VISUAL ASSESSMENT ' Provided expert visual assessment for Environmental Design Research, PCon the following projects:

Bluestone Wind Project, Broome County, NY 2018
Southfork Wind Project, NY &RI, US, 2017-2018

Galloo Island, NY, 2017

Baron Wind, NY, 2017

Timbermill Wind, NC, 2016

Clear River Energy Transmission, Rl, 2016

Cassadaga Wind Project, Chautauqua County, NY, 2016
Merrimack Valley Reliability Project, NH & MA, 2015
New England East-West Solution (NEEWS), New England States, 2012
Block Island Wind Project, MA, 2011-2013

Allegany Wind Project, Cattaraugus County, NY, 2009
Rhode Island Reliability Project, RI, 2009

Howard Wind Project, Steuben county, NY 2008

NY Regional Interconnect, NY 2008

Dutch Hill Wind Project, Cohocton, NY, 2006



Senior Project Manager

Walt is a Senior Project Manager for Planning and Environmental Services at EDR. He is a Certified Planner
with more than 38 years of professional consulting experience in land use planning, environmental permitting,
and regulatory compliance projects. He has Master’s degrees in Landscape Architecture from SUNY College of
Environmental Science and Forestry and Public Administration from Syracuse University's Maxwell School of
Citizenship, and is a member of the American Planning Association, Upstate New York Chapter and American
Institute of Certified Planners. Walt's project experience and areas of expertise include land use studies and
comprehensive plans, drafting zoning regulations and local ordinances, site design, New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA) and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental
impact statements and mitigation planning, public participation, and grant writing.

As a Senior Project Manager with EDR, Walt is responsible for managing technical research, writing and report
layout for planning reports and documents (i.e., comprehensive plans, local waterfront revitalization plans,
agriculture enhancement plans, zoning regulation revisions, SEQRA compliance, grant writing, design
guidelines, etc.); Coordinates and leads project-related community outreach meetings/events; Evolving
information of municipal land use regulations and zoning codes, as well as New York State specific planning

education

Master of Arts, Public Administration, Syracuse University, Maxwell School
of Citizenship, 1998.

Master of Landscape Architecture, State University of New York, College
of Environmental Science & Forestry, 1998.

Bachelor of Arts in Geography & Urban Planning, Syracuse University,
College of Arts & Sciences, 1980.

registration / certifications
Certified Planner, American Institute of Certified Planners.

professional affiliations
Member, American Planning Association.

Member, American Institute of Certified Planners.

project experience

programs, such as the Local Waterfront Revitalization Program and Brownfield Opportunity Area program.

employment history

Senior Planner, Environmental Design & Research, Landscape
Architecture and Engineering, P.C., Syracuse & Rochester, NY, 2016-
present.

Associate Vice President, Principal Planner VI (2015-2016), Section Group
Manager (2011-2014), Principal Planner, Associate, Manager of Planning
& Ecology Group (2004-2010), Senior Planner (2001-2003); CHA
Consulting, Inc., Syracuse, NY, 2001-2016.

Manager of Design, Principal Planner; McKenna Associates; Novi, MI,
1998-2001.

Environmental Resource Analysist; Environmental Design & Research,
P.C., Syracuse & Rochester, NY, 1993-1884.

Associate Environmental Scientist & Land Use Planner; Terrestrial
Environmental Specialists, Phoenix, NY, 1981-1983.

Galloo Island Wind Project, Jefferson County, NY- Prepared Visual Impact Assessment and technique support for proposed 30-turbine wind energy

facility located on an island in Lake Ontario.

South Fork Wind Farm, Visual Impact Assessment, Offshore MA/RI- This project involved a visual impact assessment associated with an offshore wind
farm located approximately 19 miles off the coast of Block Island Rhode Island. Served as senior project manager and provided technical oversight for field
photography and survey, curvature of the earth calculations, viewshed methodology, simulations, and report production. Also provided graphic support for

public outreach and education efforts.

Downtown Revitalization Initiative (DRI), City of Jamestown, NY- Oversaw the preparation of sections of DRI Final Report on Priority Projects in
coordination with the City's Local Planning Committee for submittal to New York State as part of $10 million downtown revitalization grant awarded to the

City.
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Senior Project Manager

Montgomery County Agricultural & Farmland Protection Plan Update, Montgomery County, NY- Managed the preparation of the Agricultural and
Farmland Protection Plan that identified key issues facing agriculture in the community, recommended strategies for capitalizing on advantages and
overcoming barriers, and advanced the viability of farming as an enterprise and a way of life on behalf of Montgomery County. The purpose of the planning
for agriculture is to maintain the quality and accessibility of the sector’s primary natural and economic resources.

Interstate 81 (I-81) Viaduct Project, City of Syracuse, Onondaga County, NY- Prepared Visual Impact Assessment Report and Visual Impact section of
Draft Environmental Impact Statement in compliance with Federal Highway Administration requirements for New York State Department of Transportation
(NYSDOT) PIN 3501.60, D031085 - the replacement of approximately 5 miles of elevated highways.

Multiple Dwellings Study, Town of Henrietta, NY- Provided planning expertise related to an in-depth review and analysis of existing land use plans and
regulations, and possible zoning amendments related to multiple dwellings and other land uses within the Town of Henrietta.

Copenhagen Wind Project, Lewis County, NY- Prepared a NEPA Environmental Assessment and project QA/QC of Environmental Assessment Report
on behalf of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), highlighting the impacts on federal threatened and endangered species for a proposed 47-turbine,
approximately 79 MW wind energy project.

Broome County Corporate Park, Town of Conklin, Broome County, NY- Prepared QA/QC of environmental permitting reports in support of the final
design and Stormwater Pollution Preventation Plan (SWPPP) for a proposed 900,000 square foot warehouse located in the Broome County Corporate Park.
Also responsible for project coordination between mutliple consultants.

Zoning Ordinance Revisions, City of Auburn, NY- Prepared sections of the City of Auburn Downtown Form-Based Zoning Code for a proposed 562-acre
Downtown/Owasco River Corridor BOA area characterized by at least 13 identified brownfield sites totaling 60 acres, and numerous other vacant and/or
underutilized sites, many of which are suspected of contamination. The objectives of this project includes developing a market-driven, economically feasible
plan for riverfront and downtown redevelopment; encouraging cleanup and return of brownfield, vacant and underutilized sites to productive economic and
social use; and implementing key strategies needed to support more immediate area-wide redevelopment activities.

National Veterans Resource Complex (NVRC), Syracuse University, Onondaga County, NY- Provided SEQRA compliance services and served as a
technical resource to the Syracuse University Campus Design and Planning Department, including preparation of Environmental Assessment Form and
coordination on project permitting for the proposed demolition of Hoople Hall, and the constructing of the NVRC.

White Pine Commerce Park, Onondaga County Industrial Development Agency (OCIDA), Town of Clay, NY- Prior to EDR, Provided various support
services to the OCIDA Board and County Economic Development staff for the White Pine Commerce Park (formerly known as the Clay Business Park).
Services were related to designating the 350-acre undeveloped site as “shovel-ready” under NYS Empire State Development criteria. The project required
identification of preliminary site design criteria, site layout and identification of buildable areas, and identification of environmentally sensitive areas as
constraints to development. The project required a variety of technical studies related to traffic and transportation, wastewater treatment, wetlands and
floodplains, and capacity of existing and proposed support infrastructure. NY SEQRA compliance documentation was prepared identifying potential
environmental impacts and mitigation measures. These included a Draft Generic EIS, Final Generic EIS, and SEQRA Findings Statement. The project
required conducting public hearings, agency involvement and public participation meetings. (2009-2014)

Onondaga County Department of Transportation (OCDOT), NY- Prior to EDR, Provided various support services to the OCDOT including environmental
screenings of existing conditions along the West Genesee Street, Velasko Road, and Syracuse-Dewitt Road corridors as part of project plans for roadway
reconstruction and pedestrian upgrades and improvements. Also prepared draft sections of a feasibility study and NYSDOT Design Approval Document for
NEPA and SEQRA compliance for the Onondaga Lake Canalway Trail (West Shore Trail) Extension project along the west shore of Onondaga Lake. The
trail project is part of the overall waterfront revitalization of the west shore of the lake in the Town of Geddes and City of Syracuse. (2011-2016)

NYS Thruway Authority- Prior to EDR, Assisted the NYSTA with SEQRA compliance documentation and agency coordination for the proposed construction
of six wind turbines at several Thruway interchanges in western New York State. (2011-2012)

Progressive Waste Solutions, Seneca Meadows Inc., IESI, Seneca County, NY- Prior to EDR, Provided various planning and SEQRA compliance
services for the Seneca Meadows Landfill facility in Seneca County including drafting sections of Part 360 landfill permit applications, conducting an
alternative landfill site analyses, land use studies of adjacent areas, and SEQRA compliance documents including environmental impact statements for
landfill-related projects. Recent studies were associated with development of a proposed rail facility and materials transfer point to receive municipal solid
waste and landfill construction materials transported to the landfill via rail in an effort to reduce landfill truck traffic through neighboring communities. (2005-
2016)
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Walter L. Kalina, AICP
Senior Project Manager

City of Syracuse, Onondaga County, NY- Prior to EDR, Managed various projects related to the Syracuse Comprehensive Plan 2025 including land use
TNT neighborhood studies, design guideline recommendations for four neighborhood commercial corridors, proposed revisions to the City's Stormwater
Ordinance and Tree Ordinance as part of Onondaga County’s Save the Rain Program. (2006-2010)
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