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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Environmental Design & Research, D.P.C. (EDR) is conducting a Visual Impact Assessment (VIA) for the
proposed North Seneca Solar Project (the Facility), located in the Towns of Junius and Waterloo, Seneca
County, New York. The proposed Facility is a utility-scale solar energy generating project that will include
photovoltaic (PV) panels and racking systems, security fencing, underground collection cables, inverters, a
collection substation and point of interconnection switchyard, and an overhead transmission line and
associated transmission structures at the point of interconnection.

These instructions are intended to guide personnel conducting contrast ratings using EDR'’s Visual Contrast
Rating Process. The rating process involves using a short evaluation form and a simple numerical rating
process to assign visual contrast ratings to various landscape components by comparing existing condition
photographs to photographic simulations (photosimulations) of a proposed Project. The materials provided
to you include a PDF of the photosimulations that includes a cover sheet with contextual information for
each viewpoint (Attachment A), a PDF of contrast rating forms (Attachment B), a summary of the existing
visual environment (Attachment C), and a Google Earth file (KMZ) with visible Project components and
viewpoint locations (Attachment D).

2.0 CONTEXTUAL INFORMATION

Information in this section is intended to familiarize you with the proposed Facility components, viewpoints
selected for photosimulation development, and the character of the surrounding landscape.

2.1  Facility Components and Viewpoint Locations

The Google Earth file (KMZ) provided will allow you to “tour” the 2-mile Visual Study Area (VSA) and
familiarize yourself with the location of Facility features. The KMZ file includes the following information:

e Viewpoint Locations

e Cone of Views

e  Facility Fencelines

e PV Panel Areas

e  Access Roads

e Collection Substation

e Point of Interconnection Switchyard

e Llandscape Mitigation (centerline of module locations)

2.2 Landscape Similarity Zones

Defining distinct Landscape Similarity Zones (LSZs) within a given study area provides a useful framework
for the analysis of a project's potential visual effects. LSZs within the VSA were defined based on the
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similarity of various landscape characteristics including landform, vegetation, water, and land use patterns
in accordance with established visual assessment methods. The following six distinct LSZs were identified:

e Forest LSZ is characterized by large, contiguous areas of mixed deciduous and coniferous tree
species. Typical views within this LSZ are short range and include substantial foreground screening.
Where open views are available, they are often tightly enclosed by trees and other vegetation, such
as views along roadway corridors or in small clearings. Views from the edge of the Forest LSZ can
be more open, particularly during leaf-off conditions and when adjacent to agricultural land.

e Agricultual/Rural Residential LSZ is characterized by open agricultural land mixed with farm
complexes, small woodlots, and low-density residential development that is dissected by a network
of local roads and state routes. Views available in this LSZ typically feature a relatively level and
open foreground of agricultural fields with scattered homes and agricultural structures that are
backed or bordered by forested areas. In some conditions, such as before harvest, views may be
very short-range due to screening provided by roadside crops.

e Village LSZ is characterized by moderate to high-density residential and commercial development.
Buildings and structures are arranged along an organized street pattern that tends to screen
outward views and focus views along the main streets. Views within this LSZ are generally short-
range and feature commercial buildings or residences and associated yard vegetation backed by
trees and other vegetation. However, the edges of the Village LSZ (where there is typically less
dense development) and large, open areas (such as sports fields) offer the opportunity for more
open, unobstructed views of the surrounding landscape.

e Commercial LSZ consists of the Waterloo Premium Outlet Mall, which is characterized by one to
three story commercial shops in separate buildings that are arranged along the perimeter of a large
parking area. Views within this LSZ are generally short-range and feature paved parking areas
interspersed with planted islands in the foreground backed by retail buildings.

e Open Water LSZ consists of broad expanses of water that provide open views of the surrounding
landscape. Within the VSA, this LSZ includes prominent lakes and ponds, such as Burnett and Junius
Ponds, and the Seneca River. Outward views from boats on the river or pond surface and from
points along the shore typically feature open water in the foreground backed by trees and man-
made structures.

e Transportation LSZ consists of the Interstate 90 corridor, which is characterized as a divided-multi-
lane highway with limited access. Typical views are dominated by pavement and moving vehicles
in the immediate foreground backed by a mix of forest and agricultural land and low density rural
residential houses.

LSZs for each viewpoint can be reviewed in the following map and are also noted on the context sheet of
the simulations.
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Figure 1: Landscape Similarity Zones
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2.3 Viewer/User Groups

Three Categories of viewer/user groups were identified within the VSA. These include the following:

e Local Residents: this viewer/user group includes those who live and work within the VSA. These

individuals generally view the landscape from their yards, homes, local roads, schools, and places

of employment. Residents’ sensitivity to visual quality is variable. However, it is assumed that

residents may be very sensitive to changes in views from their homes, yards, and local communities.

e Through-Travelers: Travelers passing through the area view the landscape from motor vehicles on

their way to work or other destinations. These viewers are typically moving, have a relatively narrow

field of view, and are destination oriented. Travelers' sensitivity to visual quality is variable.

However, it is assumed that local commuters may be sensitive to changes in views of areas that

they travel through on a regular basis, while those traveling to and from more distant locations will

generally be less aware and less concerned about visible changes to the landscape.

e Tourists/Recreational Users: Tourists and recreational users include residents as well as out-of-

town visitors involved in recreational activities at locations such as biking, sightseeing, picnicking,

kayaking, snowmobiling, or cross-country skiing. Tourists and recreational users will often have

continuous but changing views of landscape features over relatively long periods of time. Visual

quality may or may not be an important part of the recreational activities for these viewers.

However, for many, scenery will serve to at least enhance their recreational experience.

2.4 Visually Sensitive Resources

Visually Sensitive Resources (VSRs) within the VSA were identified within the 2-mile VSA in accordance with

guidance provided by New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Program Policy
DEP-00-2 Assessing and Mitigating Visual Impacts (NYSDEC, 2019) and the requirements of Section 94-c. In
addition, EDR identified other resources that could be considered visually sensitive based on the type or

intensity of use they receive. The categories of VSRs typically addressed in this VIA includes properties of

historic significance, designated scenic resources, public lands and recreational resources, high-use public

areas, and Native American lands. Any VSR that is in close proximity to a viewpoint will be noted on the

context sheet of the simulations. Figure 2 includes an overview of the locations and types of VSRs identified

within the VSA.
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Figure 2: Visually Sensitive Resources
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3.0 CONTRAST RATING INSTRUCTIONS

Included in your materials are the photosimulations and context sheets (Attachment 1) and Visual Contrast
Rating Forms (Attachment 2). A total of 22 sheets are included in the visual contrast rating form PDF (two
for each viewpoint, a total of 11 viewpoints). The viewpoint number, viewpoint location, and landscape
similarity zone has been populated on each sheet. Additional information on completing each section of
the contrast rating form is described below.

3.1 Viewpoint Sensitivity
3.1.1  Scenic Quality

Please rate the scenic quality of the existing view without the Facility components in place as low, medium,
or high. 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 or VSRs may be of
higher scenic quality than a landscape that appears monotonous or is already impacted by infrastructure or
industrial facilities. Note that designation as a scenic or recreational resource is an indication that there is
broad public consensus on the scenic value of that particular resource. The particular characteristics of the
resource(s) 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 and should incorporate the basic principles of line, form, color, and texture as well as any
regulatory protections.

3.1.2  Viewer Exposure

Viewer exposure refers to the duration (amount of time) and frequency (how often) the primary
viewer/user(s) will experience a particular view.

Please rate how frequently you expect the primary viewer/user(s) to experience this view based upon the
view context:

e Regular/repeated — indicates frequent exposure to a view. For example, the primary viewer is a
“through-traveler” viewing from a major transportation route, or a “local resident” viewing from a
street in a residential neighborhood.

e Rare - indicates infrequent exposure to a view. For example, the primary viewer is a “local
resident” viewing from a secluded road in a rural area, or a “tourist/recreational user” viewing
from a hiking trail.

Please rate the duration you expect the primary viewer/user(s) to experience from this view based upon the
view context:

e long - indicates prolonged exposure. For example, the primary viewer is a "tourist/recreational
user” viewing from a scenic overlook in a public park, or a “local resident” where the view is
directly in front of a residence in a village/hamlet setting.

Visual Contrast Evaluation Rating Instructions
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e  Short - indicates brief exposure. For example, the primary viewer is “tourist/recreational user” and
the view is from a trail through a small break in the vegetation, or “through-traveler” driving at a
high speed on a major transportation route.

Your determination of the frequency and duration of the view depends upon your judgement of who the
primary viewer/user(s) for each viewpoint may be and the context of the view. If you identify multiple
viewer/user groups, your rating should be based upon the highest frequency and longest duration that you
expect to be possible. Viewer/user groups are identified on the photosimulation context pages to help
inform this judgement. If you feel that the viewer/user groups identified on the context page is incorrect,
please note the viewer/user groups you have identified in the “perceived effect on scenic quality and viewer
enjoyment” section of the rating form (second sheet), see Section 3.4 for additional information.

3.2 Existing View Description

Please describe the existing conditions view in your own words using concepts and terminology described
below, focusing on the following visual design elements and visibility factors:

e Form, Line, Color, and Texture: These are the four major compositional elements that define the
perceived visual character of a landscape, as well as a project. 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 and is 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. The extent to which form, line, color, and texture of a project are similar
to, or contrast with, these same elements in the existing landscape is a primary determinant of
visual impact.

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. Some landscape compositions, especially those that are distinctly focal,
enclosed, detailed, or feature-oriented, are more vulnerable to modification than panoramic,
canopied, or ephemeral landscapes.

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, line 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. If possible, a proposed project should not be
sited so as to obscure or compete with important existing focal points in the landscape.

e 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. When a new project is introduced to the landscape, intactness and order are maintained

Visual Contrast Evaluation Rating Instructions
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through the repetition of the forms, lines, colors, and textures existing in the surrounding built or
natural environment.

e Scenic or Recreational Value: 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.

e Duration of View: 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 scenic resources, have the greatest potential for visual impact.

e Atmospheric Conditions: Clouds, precipitation, haze, and other ambient air-related conditions, which
affect the visibility of an object or objects. These conditions can temporarily impact the visibility
and contrast of landscape and project components, and 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. Lighting direction will affect the perceived color of the wind
turbines and other Facility components and can have a significant effect on the visibility and
contrast of landscape and project elements.

e  Project Scale: The apparent size of a proposed project in relation to its surroundings can define the
compatibility of its scale within the existing landscape. Perception of project scale is likely to vary
depending on the distance from which it is seen and other contextual factors.

e Spatial Dominance: The degree to which an object or landscape element occupies space in a
landscape, and thus dominates landscape composition from a particular viewpoint.

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

3.3 Contrast Rating Table

Please rate the level of contrast that you perceive between the existing landscape (as they appear in each
photo) and the landscape with the proposed Facility (based on the installation photosimulation) for each
landscape component. The landscape components include landform, vegetation, land use, water, sky, and
viewer activity. If a particular landscape component is not part of the view (i.e., there are no discernable
water bodies), please note “N/A" in the rating score field. Please provide a numerical contrast rating between
0 and 4 for each landscape component, where:

0 = Insignificant/None
1 = Minimal

Visual Contrast Evaluation Rating Instructions
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2 = Moderate
3 = Appreciable
4 = Strong

Please make use of 0.5 increments to allow for more accurate ratings (e.g., 2.5 = Moderate to Appreciable
Contrast). Please also describe in your own words (and using terminology identified in Section 3.3) the
factors that contribute to, or affect, the proposed Facility’s degree of contrast with each landscape
component. Please consider the following for each landscape component:

Landform: Please consider the effect of the proposed Facility 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 proposed Facility 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 proposed Facility 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 proposed Facility 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 proposed Facility 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 proposed Facility 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.

Visual Contrast Evaluation Rating Instructions
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3.4 Perceived Variability
34.1  Effectiveness of Landscape Mitigation Planting Plans

Landscape mitigation plantings are proposed to be installed throughout the Facility Site to screen and/or
soften the appearance of the Facility in views of from the surrounding area. Photosimulations of the
proposed Facility with the plantings in place at installation and depicted at 5-7 years of growth during leaf-
on and leaf-off conditions are included for each view. Please describe how effective you perceive the plants
to be in reducing the visual contrast of the Facility during leaf-on and leaf-off conditions at 5-7 years of
growth compared to the installation photosimulations.

3.4.2  Variable Factors That May Have Influenced Contrast Rating

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

3.4.3  Perceived Effect on Scenic Quality and Viewer Enjoyment

Please summarize your evaluation of the proposed Facility’s overall effect on the appearance of the selected
view, taking into account the viewpoint location and context, sensitivity, scenic quality, primary and
secondary viewer/user groups, and viewer exposure. Additionally, if you feel that the viewer/user groups
identified on the context page of the photosimulation is incorrect, please note the viewer/user groups you
have identified here.
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Bachelor of Landscape
Architecture, State University of
New York College of
Environmental Science and
Forestry, 2006

Registered Landscape Architect:
NY #002690

Member, American Society of
Landscape Architect (ASLA)

Member, NY Upstate ASLA
Chapter Board: Student Liaison to
SUNY College of Environmental
Science & Forestry, 2020-present

Senior Landscape
Architect/Project Manager,
Environmental Design &
Research, Landscape Architecture,
Engineering & Environmental
Services, DPC, Syracuse, NY, 2018-
present

Associate Landscape Architect,
Maxian + Horst Landscape
Architects + Land Planners PLLC.
WBE., Syracuse, NY, 2017-2018

Landscape Designer, Maxian +
Horst Landscape Architects +
Land Planners PLLC. WBE,,
Syracuse, NY, 2007-2017

Senior Landscape Architect / Project Manager

Emily Garavuso is a Project Manager and Senior Landscape Architect with EDR. She is a
registered Landscape Architect in the state of New York with 16+ years of professional
experience in the field. Emily served as a board member of the New York Upstate Chapter
of the American Society of Landscape Architects from 2019-2022. She has practiced on a
wide range of projects including residential, commercial, institutional, industrial, municipal,
and environmental. Her knowledge includes civil engineering such as stormwater
hydrology, community and land use planning, visual impact assessment and mitigation.

As a project manager Emily’s responsibilities include: all stages of design development
from concept through construction documents, bidding and construction administration
phases; providing technical guidance to production team; performs research and consults
with government agencies that may have jurisdiction over a project area; consultation with
material suppliers and experts as required; coordinates in-house production activities with
those of the prime consultant, project sub-consultants to EDR and other disciplines within
EDR.

Alfred Oaks Solar, Burns, NY — Provided visual impact assessment rating for development
of a proposed 100 MW solar facility located on 1,093.7 acres in the Town of Alfred, Allegany
County, NY.

Union Ridge Solar, Licking County, OH - Provided landscape mitigation and buffering
design services and developed vegetation management strategy for a proposed 108-
megawatt solar facility spanning approximately 550 acres. Developed various mitigation
strategies to address specific neighborhood concerns and aesthetic goals.

Wheatsborough Solar, OH - Provided landscape design services and developed
vegetation management strategy for a proposed 125-megawatt solar facility with on-site
battery storage facility. Instrumental in developing a comprehensive screening and
revegetation strategy spanning the 600-acre project area.

Tymochtee Solar, OH - Provided landscape design services, vegetation management
strategy, and tree and shrub protection plan for a proposed 120-megawatt solar facility
with on-site battery storage facility. Developed a comprehensive screening and
revegetation strategy spanning the 1,900-acre project area.

Hannacroix Solar, New Baltimore, NY - Provided grading plans, and erosion and
sediment control plans together with drainage calculations for the development of the
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for a 5-megawatt solar facility located on
38 acres in the Town of New Baltimore in Greene County, NY.

Hawthorn Solar, Hoosick, NY — Developed Concept site plan for site plan review for of a
20-megawatt solar facility located on 300 acres in the town of Hoosick, in Rensselaer
County, NY.

Dolan Solar, Fort Edward, NY — Developed Concept site plan for site plan review for of a
20-megawatt solar facility located on 225 acres in the town of Fort Edward, in Washington
County, NY

Feliciano Solar, New Baltimore, NY - Provided grading plans, and erosion and sediment
control plans together with drainage calculations for the development of the Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for a 2.5-megawatt solar facility located on 35 acres in
the Town of Ticonderoga in Essex County, NY.



Emily A. Garavuso, RLA, Sr. Landscape Architect/Project Manager

Riverhead Solar, Calverton, NY - Provided visual impact assessment rating for development of a proposed 36 MW solar facility
located on 283 acres in the Town of Riverhead in Suffolk County, NY.

Flint Mine Solar, Coxsackie, NY — Provided visual impact assessment rating for development of a proposed 100 MW solar
facility located on 1,638 acres in the Towns of Coxsackie and Athens, in Greene County, NY.

Mohawk Solar, Canajoharie and Minden, NY — Provided landscape design services vegetation management strategy, and tree
and shrub screening for a proposed 90.5 MW solar facility located on 530 acres in Montgomery County, NY.

Alamo Solar, Washington and Gasper, OH — Provided landscape design services vegetation management strategy, and tree
and shrub screening for a proposed 90 MW solar facility located on 994 acres in Preble County, OH.

Wild Grains Solar, Van Wert County, OH - Provided landscape design services, vegetation management strategy, and tree and
shrub protection plan for a proposed 150-megawatt solar facility. Developed a comprehensive screening and revegetation
strategy spanning the 2,324-acre project area. Developed a site lighting plan

Flint Grid Energy Storage System, Jersey, OH — Provided landscape design services vegetation management strategy, and tree
and shrub protection plan for a proposed 200-megawatt battery storage facility. Developed a comprehensive screening and
revegetation strategy spanning the 15-acre project area located in Jersey Township in Licking County, OH.

Moraine Solar, Burns, NY — Provided visual impact assessment rating for development of a proposed 94 MW solar facility
located on 842 acres in the Town of Burns and Dansville, in Allegany and Steuben Counties, NY.

Alle-Catt Wind Farm, NY - Provided visual impact assessment rating for development of a proposed 117 MW turbine wind
facility located on 26,900 acres of leased land in the Towns of Arcade, Centerville, Freedom, Farmersville and Rushford, in
Allegany, Cattaraugus, and Wyoming Counties, NY

Horseshoe Solar, Rush, NY — Provided visual impact assessment rating for development of a proposed 180 MW solar facility
located on 1,870 acres in the Town of Caledonia and Town of Rush, in Monroe County, NY.

Powell Solar Facility, Paulding County, OH — Provided native plant selection for visual mitigation modules as well as compiled
the Landscape Mitigation Report for a 150 MW photovoltaic solar facility spanning 2022 acres across Liberty and Palmer
Townships in Putnam County, Ohio.

Yellowbud Solar, OH - Provided native plant selection for visual mitigation modules as well as compiled the Landscape
Mitigation Report for a 274 MW photovoltaic solar facility spanning 2040-acres across Union, Wayne, Deerfield and Deer Creek
Townships in Pickaway and Rosa Counties, Ohio.

Hoffmans Falls Wind Project, Madison County, NY — Provided visual impact assessment rating for development of a proposed
100 MW wind energy generation facility located on 3,900 acres in the Towns of Eaton, Fenner, Nelson, and Smithfield, Madison
County, NY.



Principal

Licensure

e Registered Landscape Architect in the
State of New York (#002436-1)

e Registered Landscape Architect in the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts
(#1501)

Education

e Bachelor of Science in Landscape
Architecture, State University of New
York, College of Environmental Science
and Forestry, 2000

Professional Memberships

e American Society of Landscape
Architects, Member

o New York State Association of

Transportation Engineers, Member

Other

e Guest Lecturer / Guest Critic at SUNY ESF
and Cornell University, 2013 - Present

o New York State Association of
Transportation Engineers Conference
Presenter, 2016

Professional Experience

o TWM Fisher Associates, Senior Project
Manager, Ithaca NY, 2021 to 2023

e Trowbridge Wolf Michaels Landscape
Architects, Senior Landscape Architect,
Ithaca NY, 2013 to 2021

e Halvorson Design Partnership, Senior
Associate, Boston MA, 2003 to 2013

® Bergmann Associates, Landscape
Designer, Rochester NY, 2000 to 2003

Jonathan is a registered landscape architect with 23 years of experience managing
and collaborating with multidisciplinary teams to provide design services for
municipal, commercial, and institutional clients. He has worked from conceptual
design through construction observation on many successful projects, with an
emphasis on community engagement and design communications on complex
transportation and greenspace projects. His focus is on public landscapes that foster
community, create common ground, and strengthen ecological connections.

SUNY Cobleskill Renovation and Addition to Home Economics (2025)
Skaneateles Library (2025)

North Tonawanda Twin City Memorial Highway (2025)

City of Ithaca Active Transportation Plan (2025)

City of Corning Comprehensive Plan (2024)

Hoffman Falls Wind Project, VIA Rating Panel Member (2024)

Cornell University Treman Triangle Park Ped Bridge Feasibility Study (2023)

I-81 Viaduct Project, Phase 1 Contract 3, Syracuse, NY (2023)

I-81 Viaduct Project, Phases I-IV and VIA, Syracuse, NY (2022)

Inner Loop North Transformation Project, Rochester, NY (2022)

State Street Reconstruction Project, Rochester, NY (2022)

I-690 Teall Ave Interchange, Directed Design, Syracuse, NY (2016)

Governor Mario M. Cuomo (Tappan Zee) Bridge Shared Use Path and Landings,
Nyack-Tarrytown, NY (2014)

High Falls State Park Preliminary Concept Plan, Rochester, NY (2022)
Allegany State Park Comport Stations, Salamanca, NY (2021)

Buffalo Outer Harbor Wilkeson Pointe Activation, Buffalo, NY (2022)
Terminal B at Buffalo Outer Harbor, Buffalo, NY (2021)

Buffalo Outer Harbor Comprehensive Plan, Buffalo, NY (2019)
Buffalo Outer Harbor Civic Improvements, Buffalo, NY (2019)
Buffalo Harbor State Park, Buffalo, NY (2016)

High Falls Pedestrian Access Plan, Rochester, NY (2016)

Cornell University North Campus Residential Expansion, Ithaca, NY (2018)

Catherine Commons, Ithaca, NY (2022)
Corning Inc. Campus Landscape and Atria Renovation, Corning, NY (2020)

INHS 210 Hancock Street Redevelopment, Ithaca, NY (2015)
INHS Stone Quarry Apartments, Ithaca, NY (2014)
INHS Greenways Residences, Ithaca, NY (2014)



Bachelor of Landscape
Architecture, State University of
New York College of
Environmental Science and
Forestry, Syracuse, NY, 2007

Associate of Science, Landscape
Architecture Sequence, State
University of New York, Monroe
Community College, Monroe
County, NY, 2003

Registered Landscape Architect,
NY# 002523, PA#LA003192,
OH#LA.1801479, and
MI#3901001711

Senior Landscape Architect,
Environmental Design &
Research, Landscape
Architecture, Engineering, and
Environmental Services, D.P.C.,
Rochester, NY, 2022

Senior Landscape Architect, BME
Associates, Fairport, NY, 2021-
2022

Landscape Architect, Bergmann
Associates, Rochester, NY, 2017-
2021

Landscape Architect, HUNT
Engineers/Architects/Surveyors,
Rochester, NY, 2015-2017

Landscape Architect, Costich
Engineering/Land Surveying/
Landscape Architecture,
Rochester, NY, 2014-2015

Senior Landscape Architect

Mr. Jones is a Senior Landscape Architect with over 15 years of professional experience in a
dynamic career built around public service and environmental responsibility. Robert has
been leading design efforts that meet the needs of clients, communities and the
environment. He has worked on a wide range of commercial, municipal, educational,
institutional, residential, environmental, and industrial projects. Throughout his professional
practice he has performed a variety of services including project management, site design,
master planning, campus design, graphics, stormwater management, public
participation/presentations, athletic facilities, custom signage, streetscapes, green
infrastructure, streetscape design, parks, trails, transportation, multi-modal design,
alternative energy, and assessment and remediation reports. His professional experience is
grounded in four additional years with design/build companies which enables him to
provide results that are balanced, refined, and constructible.

ROC the Riverway, Rochester, NY — Lead Designer on the High Falls masterplan section,
programming, presentation graphics, concept development, pedestrian and vehicular
circulation. Induvial projects include the aqueduct reimagined, elevated treetop trail, boat
access, exercise trail and connectivity.

City of Rome BOA, City of Rome, NY - Lead Landscape Architect, public workshops,
individual project location identifications, stakeholder meetings, individual project location
identification, vision planning and graphics for projects, coordination with sub consultants,
report writing.

City of Rome DRI, City of Rome, NY — Lead Landscape Architect for the Downtown
Revitalization Initiative, individual project location identifications, stakeholder meetings,
individual project location identification, vision planning and graphics for projects,
coordination with sub consultants, report writing.

City of Rome Wayfinding Strategy and Design Plan, City of Rome, NY - Sign design
precedence research, sign package design, sample journey mapping, 3d modeling,
construction details.

City of Rome Waterfront Village, City of Rome, NY — Report, masterplan to secure state
funding, graphics, multiple projects

Lyons Falls DRI, Lyons Falls NY

City of Canandaigua Main Street Improvements — Lead designer for the Streetscape
Improvement project with, stormwater management and green infrastructure components.
precedence research, detail designs, recycled historic street pavers.

Chemung River Trail System — Site inventory, Bicycle and Pedestrian route mapping,
presentation graphics, municipal presentation, agency approvals

Yellow Barn Solar Project, Tompkins County, NY — complete visual impact assessment
rating for a proposed 160-megawatt solar energy project located on 1,860 acres in the
Towns of Groton and Lansing, Tompkins County, NY



Completed Visual Contrast Evaluation Rating Forms



VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Emily Garavuso =
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1/16/24

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:
SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

VIEWPOINT LOCATION: State Route 318
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

A long flat view across a patchwork of agricultural lands ends at a forest edge nearly a mile away. the
brown of a tilled field in the distance separates the green foreground from the forest beyond. A small
hedge row sparsely lines a green field in the foreground, it's vegetation slightly obstructs the view, a
few trees reach into the hazy blue sky. Utility lines sit just ahead of the distant forest. Their support
structures barely reach above the tree line into the sky. An opening in the woods reveals a golden
field beyond. A number of houses and farm structures are visible along a road at the right of the
image. Overhead utility lines, frame the top of the view, in a clear blue sky.

I

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar T
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Mitigation, at this distance, is not discernible.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Overcast skies or winter conditions could change contrasts in the view.

Score o
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 0 0 unchanged
Vegetation 0.5 0.5 The golden field seen through the break in the tree line is now a gray mass Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
9 spilling out into the field. . X o . . . . .
Negligent effect on scenic quality is anticipated given the distance to the array and the existing visual
Land Use 05 05 The distance makes this change in the landscape barely discernible. clutter of the area.
Water NA
Sky 0 0 No change
Viewer Activit 0.5 0.5 Due to the distance and existing visual clutter of the bisecting utility lines
Y there is little change for the viewer.
Total 15 15 Total all scores above
Average 03 03 Average all scores above
Page 1 Page 2
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Emily Garavuso & betier smvionment PROJECT: North Seneca Solar e
EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059 DATE: 1/16/24 EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: :l SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Mills Road

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

[] Repeated/Regular Long
Rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

A uniform texture lays out across the foreground like a blanket over the flat landscape. Halfway into the view a
few scraggly and dead trees mark the edge of the agricultural field. Beyond a golden field rises slightly above
our foreground green, ending at a dense forest edge, image right. As the eye travels along the flat horizon line
to the center of the image, the forest edge shifts farther away. An old red barn sit adjacent a larger tan
structure, both are nestled below the trees of the horizon beyond. From here, utility poles and additional
structures follow an invisible road traveling image right. The tree lined horizon is irregular, some trees are in the
distance while trees along the invisible road reach farther into the sky. Large white cumulus clouds roll along the
horizon, forming a thin band just above the trees. The immediate foreground offers some color from road side
black eyes Susans, purple asters and goldenrod. A road weight limit sign sits at the left of the frame.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Score ot
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 15 15 The golden field is replaced with a uniform mass that seems to have risen
from beyond the foreground agricultural field.
Vegetation 15 1.5 The golden field is now a larger gray mass on the landscape
Land Use 15 15 The eye is drawn to the gray mass and seems connected to the farm
structures creating a sense of greater intensity of use.
Water NA NA
Sky 0 0 No change to the horizon line.
i ivi 1 1 The gray field draws the eye across the landscape in a stronger way but
Viewer Activity overall fades into the background of this view.
Total 55 55 Total all scores above
Average 11 11 Average all scores above

Page 3

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Mitigation has very little impact at this distance. The density does not increase over time to close the
gaps, leaving the sharp line between array and foreground field intact.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Snow covered conditions may decrease contrast of array line from foreground field. If the
foreground field were fallow, the support structures under the array may become visible.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
The gray field competes for dominance in this view, however it is similar in size to the agricultural

field in the foreground. While this is a prolonged view for a handful of residence, it's distance and
uniformity allows it to blend in and becomes more like an alternative agricultural use.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM
PROJECT: North Seneca dolar
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1/16/24

RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
NAME:

Emily Garavuso avoror amcrment

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

A brown field is comprised of endless horizontal lines, created by the straw colored remnants of the previous
years crop The field stretches out from the viewer a few hundred yards. The field is bordered by a hedge
row of dense shrubs with a few trees. The hedge row obscures a golden field beyond, that rises to a forests
edge. Trees from the hedgerow reach into the blue, creating a crisp silhouette of their leafless branches. A
grain silos meets the edge of the frame, image left. Here, a large tan barn sits proud of the horizon line, it's
roof meeting the distant forest as the eye travels left. Ahead of the forest, a myriad of equipment is parked,
including a large yellow backhoe. The obscured field beyond the hedge row continues image left, creating a
distinct horizontal line, terminated by the density of the hedgerow, image left. The sky is blue with the wisps
of cirrus clouds.

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar T
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Mitigation is obscured by the hedgerow from this view. The mitigation barely surpasses the top of
horizontal line of the array field and spacing does little to breakup the mass.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Contrast may be greater in leaf-on conditions. Crops of activity in the fore-field may change the
focus of the view. Existing visual clutter may have decreased the scenic quality of the view.

Score P
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 0.5 0.5 The color of the arrays pushes the obscured once golden field down, reducing
the impression of a rise in the topography. The view becomes flatter.
Vegetation 0.5 0.5 The golden sliver is replaced with the gray array field which visually blends Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
the hedgerow to the distant forest edge. o . . X X . o .
-~ - This view is sustain for a handful of residential neighbors. Because of the existing visual clutter of the
Land Use 15 15 e T et Moo il 10 Sttt adjacent farm, and that the array is tucked between existing vegetation, it is anticipated that the array
would have little impact on the overall scenic quality.
Water NA NA
Sky 0 0 The impression of the sky remains intact.
Viewer Activit 15 1.5 The arrays adjacency to the farm in c ion with the stored
Y creates a more industrialized character.
Total 4 4 Total all scores above
Average 0.8 038 Average all scores above
Page 5 Page 6
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: El )R VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM El )R
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Emily Garavuso @ bettr arcnmment PROJECT: North Seneca Solar averir crment
EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059 DATE: 1/16/24 EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

A golden field of a uniform, fine-textured crop extends a few hundred yards up a gentle slope to
form a straight horizon line. Tree tops reach up from beyond the horizon line and form a thin green
band, separating the clear blue sky from the golden field. Atimage right, 3 brown barn structures
meet the edge of the frame, located midway though the field. At the foreground, image left, there is
a stand of 4 nearly-dead trees adjacent a rusty residential light post. The flash of yellow from utility
pole guy wire, reaches from out of frame into the shadows at the base of the trees. A small bit of
green lawn at the foreground of the image separates the viewer from the golden field. A tree, out of
frame right, casts a shadow along the seem of the lawn and the field.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Score P
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
df 3 3 The depth of view is truncated at a few hundred feet. While the view is stillflat, all sense
Landform of topography implied by distant trees, is lost. Mitigation does not impact the view.
Vegetation 35 3 Initially all variation in color and texture is converted to a uniform palette.
Mitigation adds more variety in height and texture but at a much lesser scale.
Land Use 3 3 Land use becomes industrial, monotone and permanent instead of seasonal.
Water NA NA
2 25 The original horizon line was flat but softened by distant vegetation. Now the horizon line is a stark
Sky : contrast from the black straight edge of the arrays. Mitigation further interrupts the expanse of the sky.
. ., ‘Where the feld invted the eye into the space to explore and imaging other crops or a future farm house,the fence tells
Viewer Activity 35 3 he viewer, "keep Out. This malview oy have been  visual have rom an rea therwise ull of sl cutter
Mitigation slightly softens the view.
Total 15 145 Total all scores above
wverage - Average all scores above
A 3 2.9 it b
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EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Mitigation only slightly softens the crisp lines and dark mass of the array field. A berm may better
obscure the bases of the panels and allow denser vegetation to fully mask the view of the field.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

The large amount of visual clutter in the surrounding area may have decrease overall scenic quality.
Seasonal condition may also increase contrast, such as snow covered views or overcast skies.
Alternatively, if a taller crop had been in the original golden field, the view may have been initially
more truncated decreasing the contrast of the installation.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
It is anticipated that this change would have a greater impact on scenic quality as the viewers in this

area are already experiencing substantial visual clutter. It could equally be argued there is little
existing viewer enjoyment to this particular viewshed.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM
PROJECT: North Seneca dolar
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1/16/24

RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
NAME:

Emily Garavuso avoror amcrment

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)
O Low Moderate O High
9
VIEWPOINT LoCATION:
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

A mown down winter agricultural field stretches out from the viewer like a smooth wave undulating
into the distance. A leafless forest reaches out from image right, a dark mass of tangled branches,
stretching nearly halfway into the view, forming dark silhouettes in the slight morning fog. Beyond
the forest, nearly a mile away, is a hazy grayed out band of another forest between the sky and field.
At image left a hedge row of naked trees stretches from the road towards the center of the field.
Beyond the large gray roof of a farm can be seen through the tree. The low light of early morning
and the exposed earth accentuates the curvature of the topography.

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar T
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Mitigation is effective at softening the fence and underbelly of the array field but provide little
impact on the overall mass and top horizon line of the arrays. Mitigation only further shortens the
view.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

The season of the photo may have influenced the rating. The low lighting and shaved field may have
increase the initial scenic quality of the view. A tall crop, in full afternoon sun, could change the
expanse of the original view and obscure the beautiful curvature in the topography. Leaf-on
conditions may visually connect better with foreground mitigation and help soften and obscure more
effectively in the summer months.

Component mslamafcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 3 35 All of the detail of the curvature and undulation of the landform is obscured.
Mitigation only furthers the discord of the topography originally visible.
Vegetation 2 25 Initially the soft texture and neutral color is replaced by the bands and massing Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
9 of the array. Mitigation further changes the focus of the view to the foreground. . . .
- — - There are very few residence in this area and most commuters would only pass through this view for
Land Use 3 25 Array creates a much more industrialized unchanging mass on the landscape. a moment in their overall drive. The topography of this particular stretch, while notable, is most likely
Where seasonal change used to occur, a large black see is now ever-present. . . .
obscured by crops or snow most of the year. Anticipated impact is low.
Water NA NA
Sky 0.5 0.5 only a few trees in the mitigation reach the sky. The sense of openness is is
slightly diminished by the array field.
. - 3 25 The scenic quality of this view is diminished, there are however only a few local residents in this area and
Viewer Activity - most viewers will be commuters. Mitigation helps to soften the presence of the fence and support posts of
the arrays.
Total 15 15 Total all scores above
Average 23 23 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: El )R VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM El )R
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Emily Garavuso @ bettr arcnmment PROJECT: North Seneca Solar averir crment
EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059 DATE: 1/16/24 EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

Tan stalks of last years crops lay across the landscape creating slight striations in the view. The field
extends from one side of the view to the other with slight undulations, a series of ripples and a slight
crest, image right. The light is low and there is a slight fog in the air, making the distant tree line
seem dark and out of focus. The trees are a thin band between the field and a hazy bluish-white sky,
with a few wisps of clouds. The trees taper off behind the horizon, just before the edge of frame
right, where the field kisses the sky.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslamafcore” o Description of Contrast
The focus of the topographical changes and undulation of the fild is changed by the array. Foreground topography
Landform 35 35 et hecomer o e g e seAasl oncter s Only h s of o vt e
Vegetation 4 4 The texture and variation in color is replaced by a uniform and unchanging
mass.
Land Use 4 4 The monotony of the arrays engulfs the entire view from one side of the
frame to the other. A once seasonal use is replaced with a permanent view.
Water NA NA
Sky 2 2 The sky previously met the soft transition of tips of tree branches. The
array's own horizon line become the main focal edge to this view.
Viewer Activity 4 4 Any sense of exploration is diminished by the fence, proximity and mass of
the array field.
Total 175 175 Total all scores above
Average 35 35 Average all scores above

Page 11

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:
Mitigation does little to obscure the foreground view of the array. Only at the 5-7 year period do

trees begin to crest the top edge of the array and connect to the vegetation beyond the field.
Massing does not soften the view or break up the mass. Effectiveness is poor.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal conditions and time of day may have increase initial scenic quality and effected contrast
rating.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

While only a few residences are exposed to this view, its mass and proximity overbear the view.
Viewer enjoyment will be depreciated.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Emily Garavuso T
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1/16/24

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

[] Repeated/Regular [J Long
Rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

The sun is shining over the tan early spring, shorn agricultural field. Old stalks reveal last years planting rows,
which travel away from the viewer on a slight V to the mow lines. The field drops to a shallow wet swale line,
with some standing water. On the other side of the swale the topography lifts slightly, highlighting the dark
tire lines of the harvesting equipment. The field ends at a dense wood line. Two giant evergreen trees project
above an otherwise leafless deciduous view. At image left, an opening in the forest drop to smaller
vegetation, its fine textured canopies create little gray clouds. At image right power lines stretch from the
edge of the frame, along the field, and create a boarder, traveling into the forest. The vegetation below them
is straggly and golden with reddish brown shrubs. Beyond the transformers a more distant forest edge with a
larger evergreen stand, meets the blue sky. Sparse clouds and a few contrails drift above.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar T
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Mitigation obscures small portions of the overall array and struggles to connect foreground
vegetation to background.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Leaf-on conditions may increase the contrast and visibility of the infrastructure in front of the trees.

Score P
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 15 15 The rise in the topography is diminished by the array field. the overall view
is shortened.
N . - o - Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 1.5 2 The edge of the field against the distant tree line is no longer visable. Mitigation
9 further shortens the view and introduces more evergreens into the primary view. i ) ) ) o ) »
— — - While there is a decrease in the scenic quality of this view, it is anticipated to be minimal. This is a
Land Use 2 2 Land use is intensified but not consumed. Existing transformers give context short view on a back road and is anticipated to have a small viewership. The array sits adjacent the
for additional infrastructure. P B . N N
context of the existing infrastructure. The proposed infrastructure is nestled below the tree line and
Water NA NA is tucked into the landscape as well as could be for this site.
K 1 1 Two large towers appear image right, both produce a greater contrast to the sky and have a
Sky substantial presence in the view. They do however fit into the existing context of the utilty lines.
. P Thi d babl, ) d by ide d locals ] the J Il 1t h: di
Viewer Activity 2 5 from he viewer and o coment 1040 e Miigaion oes el 1 301en bt he mas s Sl presem.
Total 8 8 Total all scores above
Average 16 16 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: El )R VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM El )R
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Emily Garavuso avatiersmorment PROJECT: North Seneca Solar averir crment
EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059 DATE: 1/16/24 EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: D SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)
. Low [J Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Ninefoot Road
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

[] Repeated/Regular Long
Rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

An open field rolls out from the viewer, a slight ridge bisects the field into two basins, one at the foreground
and a second in the distance. The field is fine in texture and varied in color from golden, through to
chartreuse green and into a deep green. Faint vertical lines stretch form the viewer to the ridge line. The
field is surrounded on three sides by forest. A few dead trees, white trunks and branching can be seen
against the dark green backdrop at the right and rear of the field. In the back left corner a small red
structure sits along the forest edge, a mound or green shrubs sit to it's left. The left side of the field is
boarder with bright white transformer, contrasting the shadowy edge of the forest. The trees fully surround
the field and separate it from the blue sky. A few white cloud roll along the horizon line. A utility line
bifurcates the view of the sky across the top of the image.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Score ot
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 2 2 More topography is visible, however the mass of the array flattens any
variation in the view
. The feld has pushed back farther into the tree line, and spilled even further into the right of the image.
Vegetation 25 25 Substantial vegetation is removed. The color variation previously provided contrasts the array's monotone
state.
Land Use 2 2 A more industrial and permanent installation spills into the forest.
Water NA NA
Sky 0 0 The horizon line remains intact. The array is buffered from the sky by the
vegetation line.
. . 2 2 The array is a good distance from the road but it's expansion into the forest increases its impact
Viewer Activity on the viewer. It s a limited view on a back road but ever present for the adjacent neighbor.
Total 85 85 Total all scores above
Average 17 17 Average all scores above

Page 15

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:
Mitigation has almost no impact on visibility of the array field. A slight softening occurs at the left tip

but large sections of fence are still visible. Mitigation vegetation fails to connect to vegetation
beyond the array field.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Overcast conditions or winter views may change contrast ratings.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Given the existing context of utility infrastructure and limited viewership this installation is

anticipated to have minimal impact on viewer enjoyment. However, the loss of forest and increased
field of view taken up by the mass of the array could have a more moderate impact.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM

RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:
SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Quaker Cemetery
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

[] Repeated/Regular [J Long
Rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

Looking across the road the topography on the opposite side rises steeply to create an approximately
5-foot high berm. Silage from the farm field above spills down the eroding slope towards the street.
Beyond the berm a hedge row of medium to large trees emerges from below view, it is just beginning
to bud out. Beyond the hedge row the topography rises again, revealing the tan remnants of last
year's mown corn field. The field disappears behind the dense hedge row at image right, where the
foreground berm rises above the second field's horizon line. A opening in the hedge row allows a
clear view of the horizon line above the tan field. The tops of trees emerge from beyond. The leafless
branches of the hedgerow and distant trees, together, reach into the clear blue sky.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar T
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Mitigation has no impact from this perspective and blends into existing hedge row vegetation.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

The season may have influenced this rating. Growing crops and leaf-on conditions at the foreground
may further obscure the view of the array field and could have decrease contrast rating. Snowy
conditions may increase contrast of arrays.

Score P
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 15 15 The sense of perspective is accentuated by the continuation of the array field
out of frame image left.
Vegetation 1 1 the tan field is replaced with black mass. Gentle texture of vegetation is Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
9 replaced with strong contrasting lines. Both are obscured by existing vegetation. ) B )
- - Minimal impact on the scenic quality is anticipated. Headstones in Quaker Cemetery face the road,
Land Use 2 2 The intensity of the land use spills out of the frame. Seasonal crops are and therefore their backdrop to those visiting a headstone would be the opposite direction of this
replaced with permanent structures. N
view.
Water NA NA
Sky 1 1 The horizon line increases in contrast, but the view and presence of the sky is
otherwise uninterrupted.
i ivi 2 2 The pastoral sense of place is altered. This may be a sensitive area to users of
Viewer Activity the Quaker Cemetery look to have a place for reflection.
Total 75 75 Total all scores above
Average 15 15 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: El )R VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM El )R
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Emily Garavuso @ bettr arcnmment PROJECT: North Seneca Solar averir crment
EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059 DATE: 1/22/24 EDR PROJECT NUMBER: 22059

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

[] Repeated/Regular Long
Rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

The viewer stand in a cemetery, under the shadow of a Norway Spruce. Looking out over a few
headstones, the building lot next door has been freshly cleared and leveled, bare ground shows the
tracks of a dozer and small patches of grass sporadically cover the site. Several leafless trees
punctuate the property boundary in tight masses. Beyond, green grass meets fence post where the
topography seems to end at the edge of a road, not discernible from this view. From beyond the
horizon line of the lawn, an expanse of agricultural fields stretches out almost a full mile. The flat sea
of tan ends at a hazy forests edge. One white home can be seen just before the wood line. The
forest covers the horizon line of the image, separating the white hazy sky from the tan field.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Score o
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 15 15 The sense of distance is flattened by the mass of the array.
Vegetation 35 35 A mile of seasonal agricultural fields is replaced by the stark black mass of
the array field. Mitigation has no impact on the mass viable.
Land Use 35 35 The industrialization of the area is undeniable. A seasonal use replaced by a
permanent one.
Water NA NA
Sky 05 05 While the horizon line is not interrupted the sense of openness to the sky is
altered and bogged down by the dark mass.
Viewer Activit 4 4 Due to the sensitivity that this view is the backdrop of Hubbard Cemetery the
Y impact to viewers seeking solace is considerable. The pastoral quality is lost.
Total 13 3 Total all scores above
Average 26 26 Average all scores above
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EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:
Mitigation may offer better effectivnetss from the road's edge but from this location has negligent

impact on the mass of the array visible, the strong horizontal lines, top or side edge visibility or even
fore-fence visibility.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

The low angle of the sun and atmospheric haze obscure much of the visibility. Contrast rating may
have been stronger in clearer conditions.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

The effect on viewer enjoyment will be strong. Additionally, a number of adjacent residences will
have an uninterrupted and prolonged view of this array field.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM
PROJECT: North Seneca dolar

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION:

RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR

NAME:  Emily Garavuso @ oerer emwionment
DATE: 1/22/24

VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

D SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: hiskey Hill Road

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

[] Repeated/Regular Long
Rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

Horizontal lines of mown agricultural fields stretch across the image, expanding out a mile from the
viewer. The fields take up the bottom half of this view. the topography is very flat with only the
slightest undulation. At the horizon line, a thin band of dark-leafless trees separate the fields from
the hazy sky. A house in just barely visible ahead of the tree line. Utility lines emerge from frame left
at the tree line and seem to follow it before disappearing into the woods.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Score o
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 2 2 The array accentuates and makes visible a rise in the topography previously
not discernible. The sense of distance is diminished.
Vegetation 3 3 Seasonal agricultural fields are replaced by the permanent black mass of the
array.
Land Use 3 3 The scale of the array cannot be take observed in a single view. A seasonal
use is replaced with a permanent one.
Water NA NA
Sky 05 05 While the horizon line remains intact, the sense of openness to the sky is
diminished by the array.
Viewer Activity 3 3 This is a permanent view for adjacent neighbors, the scale is overbearing to
the viewer.
Total 15 15 Total all scores above
Average 23 23 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Mitigation fails to obscure even the fore-fence of the site. The shear mass in this view is
uninterrupted.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal, leaf-on conditions may effect contrast ratings.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

This is a permanent view for adjacent neighbors and without a greater mass of mitigation the scenic
quality and overall sense of place is diminished.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: anuary 18, 2024

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:
SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

O Low Moderate [ High

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

VIEWPOINT LOCATION: State Route 318
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short

EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

I

/A paved rural road, with striping and shoulder and overhead utility wires are in the foreground. From the
roadside drainage ditch with herbaceous naturalized vegetation, the view extends over a fallow agricultural
field and shrub dominant hedge rows. Active agricultural fields occupy the midground. Beyond the visually
open agricultural fields, the view extends to distant view of a mature tree line, electrical transmission lines and
towers, and a minor amount of development at the horizon. The landscape is flat and lacks notable

topographic features.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The mitigation planting is nearly imperceptible, and therefore ineffective from this viewpoint.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The cloudless blue sky and full summer season growth may influence the rating. If weather conditions
ere different, or if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to

the atmosphere, precipitation, and reflectivity.

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 1 1 o "
Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 1 1
Land Use T —— [There is little effect on scenic enjoyment from this view. The proposed installation only occupies a
15 15 . . N . N - N
small portion of the distant view, which already includes some transmission structures and wires.
Water N/A N/A Not applicable.
Sky 0 0 There is no meaningful visual contrast with the sky.
Viewer Activity 5 5 reotes o vauscontst et o creste i the e
Total 4 4 Total all scores above
Average 08 08 Average all scores above
Page 1 Page 2
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT North Seneca Solar NAME: T PROJECT North Seneca Solar T

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: lanuary 18, 2024

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

:l SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

O Low Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Mills Road

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short

EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

A paved and striped rural road is in the foreground. From the roadside drainage ditch with flowering
herbaceous naturalized vegetation, the view extends over an active agricultural field. Additional active
agricultural fields occupy the midground, punctuated with irregular mixed deciduous tree growth. Beyond
the visually open agricultural fields, the view extends to distant views of a mature tree line and several
agricultural barns. The landscape is primarily flat with a low rise to the left (ie south edge) of the image.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 1 1
Vegetation 1 1 Seween the et contion nd popase w3 4 iewpo.
Land Use 2 2 s ot
Water N/A N/A Not applicable.
Sky 0 0 There is no meaningful visual contrast with the sky.
Viewer Activity 1 1 ot i des
Total 5 5 Total all scores above
Average 1 1 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The mitigation planting appears limited to one side of the proposed installation. The plantings break
up the visual consistency and horizontality of the solar installation in some areas. The overall

effectiveness of mitigation plantings from this viewpoint is minimal.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The cloudless blue sky and full summer season growth may influence the rating. If weather conditions
ere different, or if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to

the atmosphere, precipitation, and reflectivity.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

[There is a reduction of scenic enjoyment from this view due to the visibility of the proposed
installation. The topography of the low rise accentuates the proposed installation, and makes the
proposed constructed infrastructure more visible in the soft agricultural landscape.

Page 4




VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME: b
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

[The existing view shows an active and furrowed agricultural field prior to the growing season. This foreground
field dominates the view and extends to a midground bracketed by a shrub and tree hedgerow at the far
edge of the field. Filtered views through the vegetation, which is not in leaf, reveal additional agricultural
fields along with several large barn and silo structures and related construction equipment. At the horizon
beyond is a mature deciduous tree line. The landscape is primarily flat and lacks notable topographic

features.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The naturalistic layout of the proposed mitigation plantings are effective at disrupting the regular,
consistent, and horizontal character of the solar installation. Overall effectiveness of the plantings is

moderate.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The nearly cloudless blue sky and early spring season may influence the rating. If weather conditions
ere different, or if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to
the atmosphere, precipitation, and reflectivity. During the typical leaf-on season the midground
hedge row consisting of shrubs and trees would help to buffer the proposed installation from this
/iewpoint.

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform ; ; ar bothflt and panar,
I Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 15 1 e
R [The existing viewpoint is not particularly scenic. The proposed project will somewhat diminish the scenic quality of
Land Use 2 2 - o
Il T domint nd . bt s i g 4 s, this view.
Water N/A N/A | Notapplicable. ) SRR . ) B
[The residences near this viewpoint will experience increased viewer exposure. The residence identified as VSR# 33
Sky 0 0 There is no meaningful visual contrast with the sky. Farmstead at 1067 Route 96 appears to be surrounded on three sides by the proposed installation and will therefore
fexperience the greatest loss of scenic quality / viewer enjoyment due to the proposed changes in visual contrast.
Viewer Activity 1 1 ot i des
Total 55 5 Total all scores above
Average 11 1 Average all scores above
Page 5 Page 6
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT North Seneca Solar NAME: T PROJECT North Seneca Solar T

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: lanuary 18, 2024

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Plase rat existing scenic quaity)

O Low Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

/A paved road, with striping and shoulder, is in the foreground and lower fourth of the frame. To the
foreground left is a cluster of dying ash trees, gravel driveway apron, post top lantern light, and utility pole
guy wire. The midground and distance becomes far more scenic. A sunny and smooth agricultural field
extends to a wooded horizon, with weathered wood barn structures on the right framing the image. The cool
green lawn along the road compliments the warm yellow tones of the agricultural field. Although primarily
flat the landform rises gently toward the background left (north).

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:

Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 15 25 s an sy il Uk hich contats with oo,
Vegetation 35 25
Land Use 35 35 plotun
Water N/A N/A Not applicable.
Sky 15 25 e
Viewer Activity 3 25
Total 13 135 Total all scores above
Average 26 27 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The mitigation plantings are moderately effective at screening the installed solar panels and fencing.
[The proposed naturalistic planting, with a combination of evergreen and deciduous trees, fits the
character of the natural landscape. The close proximity to the viewer likely means that the mitigation
egetation will continue to offer filtered views of the proposed solar installation behind it, even as the
/egetation matures.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The cloudless blue sky and full summer season growth may influence the rating. If weather conditions
ere different, or if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to

the atmosphere and precipitation as suggested by the leaf-on and leaf-off simulations.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

[The visual openness, long views, and softness of the existing agricultural field, bracketed by the weathered wood
barns, is lost and the scenic quality inherently changes. Despite the relative density of the mitigation vegetation, the
loss of the existing scenic view will likely result in decreased viewer enjoyment at this viewpoint.

[The residences near this viewpoint will experience increased viewer exposure. The residence identified as VSR# 33
Farmstead at 1067 Route 96 appears to be surrounded on three sides by the proposed installation and will therefore
fexperience the greatest loss of scenic quality / viewer enjoyment due to the proposed changes in visual contrast.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME: b
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)
O Low Moderate O High
9
VIEWPOINT LoCATION:
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

[The landscape is leaf-off in this very early spring view. A paved rural road, with striping and shoulder occupies the lower and
foreground portion of the image. An uninterrupted line of sight extends past the roadside drainage ditch over post-harvest
agricultural fields in the midground and into the background of the view. Woodlots and hedge rows in the middle distance
rame a distant view of a mature tree line at the far end of the open field / horizon. Terrain rolls slightly through the landscape.
IA single large scale agricultural barn is visible in the background of the extreme left (west). Despite the clear blue sky, shadows

are limited, suggesting that the sun is not fully above the horizon yet in this morning photo (noted as 8:02 AM).

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The mitigation plantings are moderately effective at screening the installed solar panels and fencing. The proposed naturalistic
planting, with a combination of evergreen and deciduous trees, fits the character of the natural landscape. The close proximity to
he viewer likely means that the mitigation vegetation will continue to offer filtered views of the proposed solar installation behind

it, even as the vegetation matures

[The species selection of the mitigation vegetation includes a greater presence of evergreen trees than exists in the surrounding
isible natural tree growth. The visual effect suggests that the planting may therefore appear as introduced visual screening rather

han naturally occurring wood lot growth. This effect is likely only visible in the leaf-off season by most viewers.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The nearly cloudless blue sky and early spring season may influence the rating. If weather conditions
ere different, or if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to
the atmosphere, precipitation, and reflectivity. During the typical leaf-on season the remaining
agricultural area in the foreground may help buffer the proposed installation, assuming the
agricultural land use does not change.

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 1 15 s an sy il Uk i contts with oo,
Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 25 15
Land Use [The visual openness, long views, and softness of the existing agricultural field is lost and the scenic
35 35 e domart i orgs o s o ey produion o . i _ o )
quality inherently changes. Despite the relative density of the mitigation vegetation, the loss of the
Water N/A N/A Not applicable. existing scenic view will likely result in decreased viewer enjoyment at this viewpoint.
Sky s ; fthe iy
Viewer Activity 25 2 e
Total 1 95 Total all scores above
Average 22 19 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME: T PROJECT: North Seneca Solar T

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: lanuary 18, 2024

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Plase rat existing scenic quaity)
O Low Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The landscape is leaf-off in this very early spring view. A paved rural road, with striping and shoulder occupies
the lower and foreground portion of the image. An uninterrupted line of sight extends past the roadside over
post-harvest agricultural fields in the midground and into the background of the view. The view closes at the
horizon with a mixed deciduous / evergreen tree line. Terrain rolls slightly through the landscape. The blue

sky is shrouded by a thin veil of white and light gray clouds. Shadows are limited, suggesting that the sun is

not fully above the horizon yet in this morning photo (noted as 7:38 AM).

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 15 2 "
Vegetation 25 15 .
Land Use 35 35 Th domnannd s chnge o el 0 coargy OGN
Water N/A N/A Not applicable.
Sky 15 1
Viewer Activity 25 2 i
Total 15 10 Total all scores above
Average 23 2 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

The mitigation plantings are moderately effective at screening the installed solar panels and fencing,
but is inconsistently placed with wide visual openings to the solar panels. The proposed naturalistic
planting, with a combination of evergreen and deciduous trees, fits the character of the natural
landscape but is somewhat sparse. The close proximity to the viewer likely means that the mitigation
/egetation will continue to offer filtered views or framed views of the proposed solar installation

behind it, even as the vegetation matures.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The nearly cloudless blue sky and early spring season may influence the rating. If weather conditions
ere different, or if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to
the atmosphere, precipitation, and reflectivity. During the typical leaf-on season the remaining
agricultural area in the foreground may help buffer the proposed installation, assuming the
agricultural land use does not change. However, the close proximity and extent of the solar

installation may not substantially change the contrast rating from this viewpoint.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

[The visual openness, long views, and softness of the existing agricultural field is lost and the scenic
quality inherently changes. Despite the mitigation vegetation, the loss of the existing scenic view will
likely result in decreased viewer enjoyment at this viewpoint.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME: b
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The existing view shows an active and furrowed agricultural field prior to the growing season. This foreground
field dominates the view and extends to a midground woodlot composed of shrubs and trees at the far edge
of the field. Trees in the view are predominately deciduous with some large evergreen trees punctuating the
voodlot at the horizon. The right side (north) of the view is framed by large scale metal utility transmission
structures and overhead wires. The blue sky includes thin clouds and diffuse contrails. Terrain rolls slightly

through the landscape, and rises slightly in the distance.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The mitigation plantings are moderately effective at screening the lower level installed solar panels
and fencing. The proposed naturalistic planting, with a combination of evergreen and deciduous
trees, fits the character of the natural landscape. However, the larger scale vertical transmission poles
and electrical equipment are not effectively screened as they are much taller features in the
landscape. As the mitigation planting grows over time, screening for these other large scale elements

ill likely become more effective.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The blue sky and early spring season may influence the rating. If weather conditions were different, or
if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to the atmosphere,
precipitation, and reflectivity. During the typical growing season the remaining field area in the
foreground may help buffer the proposed installation. However, due to the visual strength of the
proposed tall structures and strong geometric shapes, the contrast ratings may not substantially

Component mslamafcore” o Description of Contrast change the from this viewpoint.
Landform 3 25 gt e iy e g T s O 7 ety s o
Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 3 2
Land Use et s o - [The visual openness, long views, and softness of the existing agricultural field is lost and the scenic
35 3 L . T . i P .
quality inherently changes. Despite the mitigation vegetation, the loss of the existing scenic view will
Water N/A N/A Not applicable. likely result in decreased viewer enjoyment at this viewpoint.
Sky 3 25 et edce o .
Viewer Activity 25 2 it
Total 15 12 Total all scores above
Average 3 24 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT North Seneca Solar NAME: T PROJECT North Seneca Solar T

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: lanuary 18, 2024

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

D SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)
. O Low Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Ninefoot Road
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

)A paved and striped rural road frames the lower edge of the image, and a single overhead utility wire crosses
pverhead. An uninterrupted line of sight extends past the roadside over green and yellow agricultural fields in the
midground and into the background of the view. The view closes at the horizon at a tree line with some lower
shrub areas. The left side (south) of the view includes large scale metal utility transmission structures and overhead|
ires running parallel to the tree line behind them. Terrain rolls slightly through the landscape and appears to fall

away from the road. The predominantly unbroken blue sky includes soft white clouds low in the sky.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslamafcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 1 1 The installed condition somewhat mimics the flatness and moderate topography of the existing landform.
Vegetation 25 25 -
Land Use 3 3
Water N/A N/A Not applicable.
Sky 15 15 ot acaps.The i condtondos ot fc i ot
Viewer Activity 2 2 i
Total 10 10 Total all scores above
Average 2 2 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The slightly elevated viewpoint, existing terrain, and proposed layout of the solar installation visually extends the|
iew. These factors result in the installed utility components remaining highly visible. The proposed mitigation
plantings mimic a naturally occurring hedge row in the landscape, but is not consistently arranged along the
leading edge of the proposed installation. In time the planting will likely become more effective at screening the
proposed installation, but does not have significant bearing on the visibility of this large-scale panel installation
after 5-7 years from this view. Additional mitigation planting higher on the terrain / closer to the road may

improve the effectiveness of the visual buffer.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The nearly cloudless blue sky and late summer season may influence the rating. If weather conditions
ere different, or if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to
the atmosphere, precipitation, and reflectivity. In the summer growing season, the remaining
agricultural area in the foreground preserves some visual softness that may offset some of the
hardness of the proposed installation.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

[There is a reduction of scenic enjoyment from this view due to the visibility of the proposed
installation. The topography accentuates the proposed installation, and makes the proposed
constructed infrastructure more visible in the soft agricultural and wooded landscape.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: anuary 18, 2024

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:
SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

O Low Moderate [ High

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Quaker Cemetery
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short

EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The image captures a late fall, leaf-off view. The lower third to half of the image includes an immediate foreground of
@a mown lawn with a paved and striped rural road. The mid ground includes a ridge (potentially a road cut) parallel to
the roadway with an active agricultural cover appear to be a corn field after harvest. Beyond the ridge, and growing
from a lower elevation, is an area of mature tree and shrub growth. The background of the view includes a second
ridge rising to the left (west) of the image, also with an active agricultural cover appearing as a corn field after harvest.
[The extreme horizon includes soft tree canopy branching meeting a blue sky accented with light and sparse clouds.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

From this viewpoint, the mitigation plantings are located in front of a cluster of mature trees and
below a topographic ridge, which already buffers the proposed solar installation. The proposed
planting somewhat increases the visual density of the existing trees. The positioning therefore limits
the effectiveness of this intended buffer between the viewpoint and proposed installation.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The nearly cloudless blue sky and late fall season may influence the rating. If weather conditions were
different, or if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to the
atmosphere, precipitation, and reflectivity. In the summer growing season, the remaining agricultural
area in the foreground preserves some visual softness that may offset some of the hardness of the
proposed installation, and the existing trees would be in-leaf which would further buffer the proposed

Component mslamafcore” o Description of Contrast solar installation from the viewpoint.
Landform 1 1 condition does ot fc e ting e o
Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 15 15
Land U [There is a reduction of scenic enjoyment from this view due to the visibility of the proposed installation. The
and Use i e,
2 2 topography and visually layered landscape buffers the proposed installation, and reduces the visibility of the
Water N/A N/A Not applicable. proposed installation in the soft agricultural and wooded landscape.
Sky 1.5 15 otafcth g s o [Those visiting the identified Quaker Cemetery (VSR #39), who may be seeking a serene /naturalized rural scene
jover a greater duration, may experience greater viewer exposure and sensitivity to the proposed changes than
Viewer Activity 15 15 . . .
g E n st bt oo oot the typical passing motorist.
Total 75 75 Total all scores above
Average 15 15 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT North Seneca Solar NAME: e PROJECT North Seneca Solar T

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: lanuary 18, 2024

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Plase rat existing scenic quaity)

O Low Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

[] Repeated/Regular Long
Rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The image captures a late fall, leaf-off view from the interior of a cemetery amid a relatively flat landscape.
Several headstones in silhouette occupy the lower center foreground with the branches of an evergreen
spruce tree framing the view overhead. Beyond, a featureless and recently disturbed area of bare ground
appears to extend to a sparse tree line with overhead utility lines. The silhouette of the tree line filters views

of a large post-harvest agricultural field extending to a distant tree line at the horizon extending horizontally

across the entire image. The distant tree line meets a soft light blue cloudless sky.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslamafcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 1 1 condition doss ot fc e ting e o 14 ewpon.
Vegetation 25 2
Land Use 3 3
Water N/A N/A Not applicable.
Sky 2 2
Viewer Activity 2 2 o rr———— - it
Total 105 10 Total all scores above
Average 21 2 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

The proposed mitigation plantings mimic a naturally occurring hedge row in the landscape with a mix
of deciduous and evergreen tree appropriate to the view. In time the planting will likely become more
effective at screening the proposed installation, but does not have significant bearing on the visibility
of this large-scale panel installation after 5-7 years from this view.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The nearly cloudless blue sky and late fall season may influence the rating. If weather conditions were
different, the installation may be more or less visible due to the atmosphere, precipitation, and
reflectivity. The image shows the solar installation in silhouette with an almost black color which
stands out strongly in the simulation. A simulation at a different time of day may change the
perception of the proposed project. In the leaf-on season, the mid-ground tree line and vegetation in

the view would somewhat buffer the visibility and hardness of the proposed installation.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

[There is a reduction of scenic enjoyment from this view due to the visibility of the proposed
installation. The visually layered landscape somewhat buffers the proposed installation. Those visiting
the identified Hubbard Cemetery (VSR #38), who may be seeking a serene /naturalized rural scene
over a greater duration, may experience greater viewer exposure and sensitivity to the proposed

changes than the typical passing motorist on the adjacent road.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: anuary 18, 2024

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: D SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

O Low [ Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: hiskey Hill Road

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The landscape is leaf-off in this very early spring view. A post-harvest agricultural field extends from the
immediate foreground to a distant tree line. The view over the field is open and uninterrupted. The view
closes at the horizon with a mixed deciduous / evergreen tree line. Terrain rolls slightly through the
landscape, rising to the right midground. Several large scale metal transmission towers are visible to the
distant left of the image, and a small white building is visible at the distant center. A blue sky includes diffuse

hite clouds.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 1 15 s an sy il Uk i contts with oo,
Vegetation 2 15 nd o
Land Use 35 35 sttt ney roducion
Water N/A N/A Not applicable.
Sky 15 1 e s contency i o g o
Viewer Activity 25 2 i
Total 105 95 Total all scores above
Average 21 19 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

The proposed mitigation plantings mimic a naturally occurring hedge row in the landscape with a mix
of deciduous and evergreen tree appropriate to the view. The vegetation filters views of the proposed
installation and breaks up some of the visual consistency and horizontality of the solar installation. In
time the planting will likely become more effective at screening the proposed installation.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

[The blue sky and early spring season may influence the rating. If weather conditions were different, or
if the time of day were different, the installation may be more or less visible due to the atmosphere,
precipitation, and reflectivity. During the typical leaf-on season the remaining field area in the
foreground may introduce color and softness to the view. The close proximity and broad extent of the|
solar installation may not substantially change the contrast rating from this viewpoint.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

[The visual openness, long views, and softness of the existing agricultural field is lost and the scenic
quality inherently changes. Despite the mitigation vegetation, the loss of the existing scenic view will
likely result in decreased viewer enjoyment at this viewpoint.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA e
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:
SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)
O Low Moderate O High

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

VIEWPOINT LOCATION: State Route 318
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

I

[The foreground shows a road travel lane that extends the length of the image from left to right. The shoulder of the road gives
ay to low uncut mainly grassy vegetation with a drainage ditch dropping off out of sight. The far side of the drainage ditch is
regetated with a medium height meadow that extends back to the midground. The midground a relatively flat meadow on the
left side of the image with a shrubby break between the adjoining filed on the right. The field on the right is an active
@agricultural field. The background shows a freshly plowed field on the left that gives way to a cultivated field on the right. A row
fof trees that form the main horizon line that gives way to the sky above. There are some utility lines and poles just in front of

he trees.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The distance of the solar farm from the viewer makes it difficult to identify the mitigation plantings.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may change the overall view, but would

not change the rating.

Component mm”amfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 1 1 There appears to be little impact on the landform due to the distance of the solar farm from the viewer.
Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vege‘ation 1 1 There is ittle impact on the view of vegetation due to the distance of the solar from from the viewer.
iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm is off in the
Land Use 15 1 The solar farm is an industrial use on an agricultural field . . . X . i i .
distance, sits low in the landscape, is framed with trees, and is not very noticeable from this view.
Water N/A N/A There is no water in this view
Sky 0 0 There is no impact on the sky
Viewer Activity 1 1 A
Total 45 4 Total all scores above
Average 09 08 Average all scores above
Page 1 Page 2
VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA et PROJECT: North Seneca Solar a cater emuronment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1-16-24

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

:l SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

O Low Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Mills Road

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: |Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

[The foreground of the view shows the travel lane of a road that angles away from the viewer from lower right
toward the mid-left. There is a lawn shoulder that dips down into a drainage ditch. The drainage ditch is filled with
tall meadow flowers and grasses. At the far-left side of the view is a road sign on a post. Mid view is an agricultural
field planted with row crops. This field extends into the background. The background has a slight rolling hill on the
left side of the view and an agricultural structure in the middle of the view. There is a tree line of deciduous trees

that forms the entire horizon. The tree line horizon gives way to distant clouds with a clear sky above.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mm”amfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 2 2 MR —
Vegetation 15 1 i
Land Use 25 2
Water N/A N/A | There is no water in this view.
Sky 15 1 amilusionof sy or vt n ths i,
Viewer Activity 3 25 ot fom i v
Total 105 85 Total all scores above
Average 2.1 17 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

Because of the distance of the solar farm from the viewer, the mitigation plantings are not visible
except for a few trees. The few trees that are visible do help to break up the linear transition from row
crops to solar arrays. With more time, it is likely that the vegetation mitigation plantings will increase
in its effectiveness.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may change the overall view, but would
not change the rating. Because this is an agricultural field, post-harvest of the row crops would reduce|
the visual cover that it provides during the growing season, however the mitigation planting will
provide visual screening.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm is off in the

distance, sits low in the landscape, is framed with trees, and is not very noticeable from this view.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA a et smicoment
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

[The foreground of this view is a roadside shoulder with grassy ground cover. There is a post-harvested field of row crops

that extends from the foreground to the background. A very slight rounded and gentle slope flows toward the center of the
iew where a low spot appears to be. The slope then rises slightly toward the background of the view. In the background
here is a scrubby and shrubby windbreak with some medium sized deciduous trees toward the right side of the view. On
he left side of the view there is a structure and some agricultural structures along with several pieces of heavy machinery. In
he distant background is a wooded treeline that creates a strong horizon that extends from the mid left to the right.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The solar farm sits low in the landscape and has an existing hedgerow that helps to conceal it from
iew. The mitigation planting does a good job of providing multiple areas that break up the linear
form that is created by the solar farm. As time goes on the mitigation plantings will likely fill in and

become more effective.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Because the solar farm sits low in the landscape and has a hedge row in front that conceals much of
the view combined with the mitigation planting that utilizes evergreen trees, the visual impact of any
of these variables. Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may change the

overall view but would not change the rating.

Score o
Component Installation 7 Vear Description of Contrast
Landform 2 1
o Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 15 1
Land Use iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm is off in the
2 15 upth viewof th sl famuse. i . . . . . .
distance, sits low in the landscape, is concealed by a hedgerow, and is not very noticeable from this
Water N/A N/A There is no water in this view. iew.
Sky 5 5 There is a very slight intrusion over the horizon into the sky on the far left image but this is very limited.
Viewer Activity 1 1
Total 7 5 Total all scores above
Average 14 10 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT. North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA S e PROJECT: North Seneca Solar o e
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1-16-24 EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The foreground of this view is the far travel lane of the road in this view. There is a gravel driveway on the left
side of the view with three mature trees. In the midground is a lawn bordered with an agricultural field that
extends to the horizon. There are agricultural structures at the right side of the view. The background has a
light presence of trees at the right side of the view that feathers into the sky. The Middle and right side of the
background is a mature treeline that has a rolling top that forms the horizon. The sky above is clear blue.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 2 15 The solar farm appears to have some light grading which alters the appearance of the landform.
Vegetation 25 2
Land Use 35 25 s ekt mons o ot e
Water N/A N/A There is no water in this view.
Sky 4 3 e
Viewer Activity 4 3 "
Total 16 12 Total all scores above
Average 32 24 Average all scores above

Page 7

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The planting mitigation does a good job of interrupting the crisp line that the solar farm creates at
the top of the solar arrays. The groups of plantings provide good repetition throughout the length of
the line and the height of the trees also provides interest. With time the planting mitigation will likely

improve the quality of the view.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may be variables in the view but would

not change the rating.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm is close to the
residence and the road which greatly increases the perceived impacts of the view. The height of the
solar arrays combined with breaking above the horizon also increases the perception and visual mass

of the solar farm.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA e
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)
O Low Moderate O High
9
VIEWPOINT LoCATION:
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

[The viewer is located on the shoulder of the road and the foreground is at an angle across the two lanes of
travel. There is a slight shoulder on the far side of the road and quickly drops down into a drainage ditch.
[There is a slight mound on the far side of the ditch. In the Midground is an agricultural field that has a gentle
rolling slope that is higher on the right side and the far back in the middle of the view. There is a tree hedge
row on the left side and a wooded are on the right side of the view. The wooded area appears to extend into

the far background that forms the horizon.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

The mitigation planting does a good job of interrupting the linear form of the solar farm. The

mitigation planting also has a lot of shrubs which mass and provides a dense screen.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may be variables in the view but would

not change the rating.

Component mm”amfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 35 25 The solar farm appears o ler the evisting overal eightof the devtion.
Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 25 2
iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm is close to the
Land Use 35 25 e v
road which increases the perceived impacts of the view. The height of the solar arrays combined with
Water N/A N/A There is no water in this view. breaking above the horizon also increases the perception and visual mass of the solar farm.
Sky 15 1
Viewer Activity 25 2 "
Total 135 10 Total all scores above
Average 27 20 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA et PROJECT: North Seneca Solar @ bettor srvicement

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1-16-24

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Plase rat existing scenic quaity)
O Low Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

In the foreground is the edge of a road with a paved narrow shoulder. There is a grass lined drainage
ditch there is an agricultural field planted with row crops. The fields are relatively flat in the
foreground to midground. In the background the topography turns into rolling fields with a high
point at the far right and a rolling ridgeline. Behind the ridgeline is a tree line of mainly deciduous
mature trees with scattered conifers throughout that feathers into the sky above.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mm”amfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 3 25 Theselr
Vegetation 3 25
e ot o o,
Land Use 35 3
Water N/A N/A There was a small wet depression but no significant water in this view.
Sky 4 35 -
Viewer Activity 35 3 rami
Total 17 145 Total all scores above
Average 34 29 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The mitigation planting only provides occasional interruption of the solar farm’s visual mass. The use
of grasses does provide an interesting low base but it does not provide enough vertical screening to

help mitigate the view into the solar farm beyond.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may be variables in the view but would

not change the rating.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm is close to the
road which increases the perceived impacts of the solar farm. The height of the solar arrays combined
ith breaking above the horizon in several areas also increases the perception and visual mass of the

solar farm to viewers.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR

PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA a et smicoment
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1-16-24

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMEBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (please rate exsting scenic quality)

O Low Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)

Repeated/Regular Long
[ Rare [ short

EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The foreground on this view is an agricultural field. There is a gentle uniform slope away from the viewer that
has a low wet spot in the middle of the view. The low spot extends across the view from left to right. The
slope then rises toward the background and then rolls back down out of view. A wooded area begins with a
tree line and consists of mainly mature deciduous trees and two large pines in the center of the background.
[The wooded area stops two thirds of the view from the left to right and at the far right of the view are utility

transmission lines and towers.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The planting mitigation does a good job of interrupting the crisp line that the solar farm creates at
the top of the solar arrays and provides ample screening of the overall solar farm. The groups of
plantings provide good repetition throughout the length of the line and the height of the trees also
provides interest. With time the planting mitigation will likely improve the quality of the view.
However, the mitigation planting does not screen the utility station beyond or the additional utility

poles.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may change the overall view, but would

not change the rating.

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 2 15
Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 2 15
Land Use iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm sits low in the
35 35 impactthe parceed crngeinand s o i K
landscape, has a backdrop of mature trees. The mitigation planting does do a good job of overall
Water 0 0 There is a low wet spot in the view that appears to be unaffected. screening of the solar farm, but the additional utility poles and the utility station are visually noisy
hich impacts the perceived enjoyment of viewers.
Sky 3 3 There is an intrusion of two large utility poles into the sky that add visual clutter to this view.
Viewer Activity 3 25 x Ty
Total 135 12 Total all scores above
Average 27 24 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA err amicrment PROJECT: North Seneca Solar err aicrnent

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1-16-24

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

D SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)
. O Low Moderate O High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Ninefoot Road
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular Long
[ Rare [ short

EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

[The foreground of this view is a road travel lane with a grassy shoulder that drops down into a drainage ditch,
[The far side of the drainage ditch is vegetated with tall meadow plants. The midground is an agricultural field
that appears to be planted with a grassy cover crop. The topography drops down and away from the viewer
and then rolls back up to form a short ridge. After the ridge the topography rolls gently down and then back
up ending at a tree line with woods beyond. Trees surround the three sides of this field and are deciduous

and mature. On the left side of the field are utility lines and towers.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 35 3
Vegetation 4 35 There is significant sections of clearing of the existing woods in the background.
Land Use 3 25 e
Water N/A N/A There is not water in this view.
Sky 2 2 There is clearing of mature trees in the distant woods which also alters the skyline.
Viewer Activity 2 2 "
Total 145 3 Total all scores above
Average 29 26 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The mitigation planting only provides occasional interruption of the solar farm’s visual mass on each
of the far side of this view. The bulk of the center does not provide much if any screening to help

mitigate the view into the solar farm.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may be variables in the view but would

not change the rating.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm is off in the
distance but is much lower in the landscape which creates a much larger visual mass of solar arrays
that are visible.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA a et smicoment
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:
SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)
Low [ Moderate O High

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

VIEWPOINT LOCATION: Quaker Cemetery
VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular [J Long
[ rare Short

EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

In the foreground is the crest of a grassy hill that rolls down and away from the viewer. There is a grass lined
drainage ditch that then rises up to meet a road edge. On the opposite side of the road is a hillside that has
been excavated to make way for the road. The top of the hill has corn stubs, the hill crest slopes from low at the
left side to high at the right side. The hill drops then drops down out of sight and returns in the midground. Out
of sight is the bottom of the valley which has tall mature trees. After the trees the topography rises up drasticall
toward the top of the hill in the background. There are treetops that poke out over the horizon.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

The mitigation planting only provides occasional interruption of the solar farm’s visual mass on the far|
right side of this view. The bulk of the solar farm is not provided much in the way of screening by the
mitigation planting. The most amount of visual screening comes from borrowing existing mature

trees. During leaf on conditions the trees will provide much more screening.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may be variables in the view but would

not change the rating.

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 25 2 auston
Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:
Vegetation 25 2
Land Use - iewers are likely local residents, family members, extended relatives and occasional visitors to the
25 2 . . . L . .
S cemetery. The solar farm is at a higher elevation than the road which increases the perceived impacts
Water N/A N/A There is no water in this view. of the solar farm. The solar farm forms a cap on top of a hill and breaks above the horizon in several
areas also increases the perception and visual mass of the solar farm to viewers.
Sky 35 35 The solr topofa il and the iew
Viewer Activity 25 25
Total 135 12 Total all scores above
Average 27 24 Average all scores above
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA err amicrment PROJECT: North Seneca Solar err aicrnent

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE: 1-16-24

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: SCENIC QUALITY: (Plase rat existing scenic quaity)

O Low [ Moderate High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION:

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (please rate frequency and duration of view)

[] Repeated/Regular [J Long
Rare Short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The foreground of this view is in a old historic looking cemetery. The headstones are worn and aged with a
patina from mosses and lichens. The cemetery gives way to a flat plot of land that was recently worked with a
piece of machinery. The midground is a row of mature deciduous trees and then a lawn that rolls down and
away. There are utility poles and wires with an assumed road below out of sight. The background is an

agricultural field that has a slight rolling topography. Just beyond is a tree lined wooded area that feathers

into the sky above.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 25 2 fom ko etends s ey h v, o
Vegetation 15 1 i —— s orys
Land Use 35 2
Water N/A N/A There is no water in this view.
Sky 0 0 The sky is not affected in this view.
Viewer Activity 4 35 ot ees
Total 15 85 Total all scores above
Average 23 17 Average all scores above
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EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The mitigation planting provides a good mount of tree plantings that interrupt the linear edge on the
near side of the solar farm. However, the perspective of this view is slightly above the elevation of the
solar farm. It will be several more years before the trees grow tall enough to mitigate the visual mass
of the entire solar farm in this view. The solar farm extends along most of the entirety of the view
hich creates a large visual mass that dominates the view.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may change the overall view, but would

not change the rating.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

iewers are likely to be visitors to the cemetery, local residents and occasional drivers passing by on
the road below. The visual mass of the solar farm combined with the perspective of the view as it
looks down on the solar farm creates a dominant backdrop to the cemetery. The mitigation planting
does a good job of interrupting the linear form of the solar farm especially in the 5-7 year view.
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VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM RATING PANEL INFORMATION: EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar NAME:  Robert C. Jones, RLA a et smicoment
EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059 DATE:

VIEWPOINT INFORMATION: VIEWPOINT SENSITIVITY:

VIEWPOINT NUMBER: D SCENIC QUALITY: (Please rate existing scenic quality)

Low [ Moderate [ High
VIEWPOINT LOCATION: hiskey Hill Road

VIEWER EXPOSURE: (Please rate frequency and duration of view)
LANDSCAPE SIMILARITY ZONE: Agricultural/Rural Residential Frequency Duration of View

Repeated/Regular Long
[ rare [ short
EXISTING VIEW DESCRIPTION: (Please describe this view in your own words)

[The foreground and midground is a relatively flat agricultural field post-harvest. There appears to be a low
spot on the far right of the view. Beyond is a rolling hill on the far right that has a gentle rolling slope toward
the viewer. The center of the background appears to be relatival flat with a slight raise in elevation toward the
left side of the view. There is a continuous tree line that consists of mainly deciduous mature trees that
feathers into the sky above. There are some utility lines and towers in the far left but they blend in with the

trees behind them.

CONTRAST RATING SCORE CHART:
Insignificant Minimal Moderate Appreciable Strong
0 05 1 15 2 25 3 35 4

CONTRAST RATING TABLE

(Please rate the level of contrast between the installation photosimulation and the existing view, and the 5-7 Year post-installation photosimulation and the existing view)

Component mslauamfcore” o Description of Contrast
Landform 2 1
Vegetation 25 15 e
Land Use 35 25
Water N/A N/A There is no water in this view.
Sky 0 0 The sky is not impacted in this view.
Viewer Activity 25 2
Total 105 7 Total all scores above
Average 21 14 Average all scores above

Page 21

VISUAL CONTRAST RATING FORM EDR
PROJECT: North Seneca Solar avoror mcrment

EDR PROJECT NUMBER 22059

EFFECTIVENESS AND PERCEIVED VARIABILITY

VIEWPOINT NUMBER:

Effectiveness of mitigation plantings after 5-7 years of growth:

[The planting mitigation does a good job of interrupting the crisp line that the solar farm creates at
the top of the solar arrays. The groups of plantings provide good repetition throughout the length of
the line and the height of the trees also provides interest. With time the planting mitigation will likely
improve the quality of the view.

Variable factors that may have influenced rating (atmospheric conditions, season, etc.):

Seasonal changes such as leaf-off conditions and snow cover may be variables in the view but would

not change the rating.

Perceived effect on scenic quality/viewer enjoyment:

iewers are likely to be local residents and occasional drivers passing by. The solar farm is close to the
road which increases the perceived impacts of the view. The height of the solar arrays combined with
being on a slight hill in the background increases the perception and visual mass of the solar farm.
[The Mitigation planting does a good job of interrupting the viewers' attention.
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