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August 19, 2019 
 
Rebekah L. DeCourcey 
Director of Planning and Community Development  
Town of Ware  
126 Main Street  
Ware, MA 01082 
 
Re: Large Solar Array 

45 Greenwich Plains Road, Ware, MA  01082 
BE 18M-230 

 
Dear Ms. DeCourcey; 
 
Enclosed please find 5 full-sized sets and 8 reduced sets of site plans; last 
revised August 7, 2019.  Also enclosed are 3 sets of the following documents all 
dated August 15, 2018: 

 Project Narrative and Environmental Impact Statement 

 Maintenance and Preliminary Emergency Response Plan 

 Decommissioning Plan 

 Drainage Report 
 
The plans have been updated primarily to address comments from the MA DEP 
and to address the 100-year storm.  There are also revisions to address the 
review letter from McClure Engineering and a comment memo from a neighbor. 
 
The following is a summary of the changes: 

a) Additional drawings were added.  Rather than have drawings out of 
sequence the drawing numbering system has been changed.  There is 
drawing list on the cover sheet. 

b) The riverfront area has been defined. 

c) A detailed survey was performed at the Flat Brook crossing and the 
crossing upgrade design has been modified accordingly. 

d) The pipe selection for crossing #2 has been changed. 

e) An existing crossing, labeled #3 is shown to be removed. 

f) A grass swale and detention basin has been added along the driveway 
between crossing #1 and #2. 

g) The infiltration trench locations have been adjusted to account for 
seasonal high ground water.  An outlet pipe has been provided for one of 
the trenches.  The system reduces the peak runoff for all storm events. 
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h) A stone foundation was discussed at the last hearing.  A note has been 
added to preserve it. 

 
The following addresses the neighbor’s memo: 

1. The size of the solar array has changed since the initial application: from 
3.8 MW to the current 3.3 MW.  The size of the solar array has been 
removed from all the reports, and is specified only on the drawings. 

2. The overall property is 80.56 acres as stated on the plans.  The existing 
homestead is located on a 2.36-acre tract that recently was subdivided out 
of the property.  The homestead was not part of the initial application 
when access to the solar array came from Howard Road.  As a result the 
initial project size was stated in some reports as being 78.21 acres.  Now 
that access has changed to pass through the homestead lot, it is included 
back into the total area of the tract.  The project area that was cited in 
several reports has been removed or changed accordingly.  The exact 
size of the project is stated on the site plans. 

The area of the tract was determined by a boundary survey that was 
performed by a licensed land surveyor.  The Assessment Field Card is 
most likely based on old documents that may not have been updated.  If 
during a presentation I stated an area different than that depicted on the 
plans it was a mistake because I was speaking from memory and not 
looking at the plans. 

As stated above, the size of the solar array has changed from the initial 
submission.  Consequently, the area disturbed and occupied has 
changed.  In addition, the solar panel layout has been revised to be more 
efficient and use land.  The July 18, 2019 Project Narrative was updated 
to concur with the site plan, stating that there are 13 acres being 
developed and 12.5 acres enclosed in the fence.  The disturbed area 
stated in the introduction to the Drainage Report was not updated, but the 
drainage calculations were updated to match the site plans.  The Drainage 
Report has been updated to match the site plans. 

The lease area a contractual arrangement between the operator and 
property owner; it is not a factor in the special permit review. The size and 
location of the lease area may change as a result of plan changes. The 
lease area will not impact the plan and will not be depicted on the site 
plans. 

3. The zoning schedule on the cover sheet incorrectly stated the panel 
setback to be 25 feet.  However the solar panel setbacks lines on the site 
plans have always been shown to be 100 feet from the property line.   



 

 
Page 3 of 3 

 

4. The applicant agreed that no chemicals or herbicides would be used.  The 
note regarding “cut stem treatment” was inadvertently left on the drawing, 
and has been removed.  There is no mention of removing invasive 
planets.  A note stating no use of herbicides and pesticides has been 
placed the overall site plan. 

5. Wetlands are designated on many plans.  The wetlands are located in 
wooded and meadow areas.  The wetland flags are located on all plans 
and are consistent on all plans.  The label “Woods” was added in several 
locations on site layout drawing 3 of 3 to clearly identify the wooded areas, 
because this plan specifies the woods to be cleared and topped.  The 
wetland lines are shown as are the 50-foot and 100-foot wetland buffer 
lines are shown.  The designation of wetlands was not changed; the 
identification of trees was emphasized. 

6. A decommissioning report from a prior project was used as a template for 
this project.  The property owner is called out is several places.  The 
reference to Joel Harder was a carryover from the prior report, and has 
been eliminated. 

7. The reference to Dudley Fire Department has been removed from the 
plans. 

8. A photograph of a solar tracking rack is provided in the project narrative.  
It was not intended to provide information on the operation of the system 
in that report.  Information was provided by the applicant at a planning 
board hearing.  Specific information on the rotation limits, if required, will 
be provided on the site plans, where contactors and installers can find and 
follow the information. 

The comment in the narrative stating the: “steel beams … will most likely 
support the racks” should have said: “will most likely be utilized to support 
the racks”.  That sentence has been rephrased to avoid confusion. 

 
Yours truly, 
Bertin Engineering, Inc. 

 
Calisto J. Bertin, PE 
 
Enclosures 
 
c. David Faist, PE McClure Engineering w/ drainage report & site plans 
 Melink Solar  with enclosures 


