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Berkshire
Design
Group

September 4, 2026 

Conway Planning Board 

Town of Conway 

32 Main Street 

Conway, MA 01341 

RE: Engineering Peer Review — Follow-Up on Applicant’s August 11, 2026 Response 

       Roaring Brook Road Solar Development Project 

       0 Roaring Brook Road, Conway, MA 01341 (Map 412 Lot 8) 

Dear Board Members: 

Berkshire Design Group, Inc. (BDG) has reviewed the applicant’s August 11, 2026 response letter and associated 

Attachments A through C, prepared by Weston & Sampson Engineers, Inc. on behalf of Roaring Brook Solar, LLC 

(d/b/a Bluewave Solar). This letter provides BDG’s follow-up comments on the items addressed in the August 11 

submission. 

For each item below, the original comment or question is reproduced followed by the applicant’s response in 

italics and BDG’s follow-up in bold. Where applicable, status tags follow BDG’s prior convention: 

• CLOSED — item resolved by the applicant’s response. 

• BOARD FINDING REQUIRED — a formal Board decision to be recorded in the written permit. 

• BOARD DECISION — a Board decision that may or may not appear in the permit. 

• POTENTIAL CONDITION — a recommended condition of approval. 

• OPEN — an item requiring further applicant action. 

A running master letter dated June 18, 2026 (as amended) contains the complete history and Summary of 

Required Findings and Potential Conditions for this project. This letter focuses on the items newly addressed in 

the August 11 submission. 

Conway Sustainability Committee 

CSC 1. The Town is exploring potential municipal solar projects that could reduce operating costs for town 

buildings. Would the proposed solar array provide any similar benefit to the Town? Would it preclude any 

such municipal projects? 

It would not preclude municipal solar projects. It may be possible for the Town to benefit from the 

BlueWave project through participation in a municipal aggregation program. 

BDG: The applicant’s response is generally accurate at the level of engineering principles. The specific 

effect of the proposed project on grid capacity for future municipal projects would depend on utility-

side factors (interconnection, substation capacity, future upgrade plans, etc.) that controlled by 

Eversource and are outside the scope of the Special Permit review. 

CSC 2. The Town is in the early stages of developing a plan to incorporate energy efficiency considerations into 

Conway’s capital and operating planning, with the goal of reducing emissions and costs. How might the 

proposed solar array help or hinder those goals? 
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The array would not affect any energy efficiency initiatives in Conway. Similarly, if Town developed rooftop 

solar on its municipal or school buildings for cost savings and sustainability benefits, they would be behind 

the meter with minimal, if any, export to the grid. The Town would have to develop a large-scale project on 

town land that would export directly to the grid for grid capacity to be affected. Even in that scenario, it 

would be location based and dependent on a variety of factors. Oftentimes, the utility overbuilds capacity 

for new solar/battery energy storage system (BESS) projects. 

BDG: No comment. The applicant’s technical distinction between behind-the-meter and front-of-meter 

installations is accurate and directly addresses the question. As with CSC 1, the capacity for a 

hypothetical future municipal project is outside the scope of the Special Permit review. 

Planning Board Comments from the July 21, 2026 Public Hearing 

PBH 1. Request for the Applicant to provide a summary breakdown of the proposed development on slopes 15–

18%, and greater than 18%. 

The Applicant has revised the proposed layout to exclude slopes greater than 18% for placement of tables. 

The revised layout results in an approximate reduction in total direct current (DC) capacity from the 

previously proposed layout of 4.99 megawatts (MW) to approximately 3.99 MW. The table below 

summarizes the slopes within the proposed fence limits in total and associated with the revised proposed 

layout. 

BDG: The updated plan complies with §9.1(c)(3) if the Board grants the requested waiver for installation 

on slopes up to 18%. There are areas within the proposed layout where the ground slope exceeds 18% 

over distances less than 50 feet; however, none of those areas exceeds 18% averaged over a distance of 

50 feet or greater, which is the threshold in the bylaw. We note a numerical error in the applicant’s 

table summarizing the percentage of the site at various slopes. The applicant acknowledged this 

discrepancy at the hearing. This error does not change our comment. At the hearing, the applicant 

offered to provide the Board with a table summarizing the tiered slope areas on a percentage basis; that 

table has not yet been received. BOARD FINDING REQUIRED. 

PBH 2. Request for the Applicant to review moving the equipment pad from the current proposed location to 

an area behind the existing barns. 

Moving the equipment pad area behind the barn was reviewed with the landowner, however, based on his 

current farming operations and his intent to use that area after the array has been built the landowner is 

not open to expanding the lease area down to the area currently shown on the plans. To provide additional 

screening of the equipment pad area, two screening options have been proposed: (1) faux hedge privacy 

screening on the fixed knot farm fence; or (2) horizontal wooden stockade fence. Details are included in the 

revised Issued for Permitting Plans included in Attachment A. Additionally, visual renderings depicting both 

options are provided in Attachment B. 

BDG: The applicant’s statements regarding the landowner’s farming operations and lease-area limits are 

factual statements. The Zoning Bylaw addresses visibility primarily through requiring “adequate” 

screening, and does not directly impose requirements on equipment location (aside from setback 

requirements). BDG has reviewed the visual renderings in Attachment B and confirms they are accurate 

representations of the proposed conditions and screening materials for both options. The Board must 
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determine whether the proposed screening is adequate to meet §9.3(h)(4). 

PBH 3. Request for the Applicant to review adding a landscape berm along Roaring Brook Road. 

A raised vegetative berm parallel to Roaring Brook Road along the property line was also reviewed. As 

mentioned during previous Public Hearings, this area of the site is actively farmed by the landowner. A 

raised vegetative berm would be too restrictive on the landowners’ farming operations outside of the 

agreed lease area limits. 

BDG: The applicant’s factual statements are accurate. BDG notes that a row of trees, as an alternative to 

a raised berm, would be less physically restrictive to farming operations, though would introduce some 

shading impact on adjacent crops. Given the site’s topography, taller vegetative screening near Roaring 

Brook Road could provide meaningful screening value. 

We note that the choice between screening and preservation of active cropland involves two separate 

Conway policy priorities: the screening requirements of §9.3(h)(4) and the preservation of continued 

agricultural use under §9.3(h)(6), §64(j)(8), the Town’s Right to Farm bylaw (adopted 2017), and the 

priorities identified in the 2022 Conway Open Space and Recreation Plan. Based on these documents, 

the Town clearly values both screening of solar arrays and maximizing the preservation of farmland. 

These observations are provided for the Board’s consideration. BDG offers no recommendation on how 

the Board should weigh these tradeoffs. BOARD DECISION. 

BDG Peer Review Follow-Ups 

The applicant’s August 11 response addressed four items from the BDG June 18 letter that were marked OPEN 

with no explicit recommendation for Board action. Those items are addressed below. Items marked POTENTIAL 

CONDITION or requiring Board findings/decisions in the June 18 letter remain in that status and will be 

addressed at the permit condition stage. 

10. §9.2(a)(2)(h) — Visualizations. BDG previously noted that the applicant’s visualizations appear to depict 

plantings at size at planting and may understate mid-life screening value. 

Comment noted, and the Applicant agrees that the renderings offer an approximate visual at the time of 

planting. 

BDG: Comment addressed. Requires a Board finding as to whether the proposed screening, as depicted, 

is sufficient to meet the intent of §9.3(h)(4). BOARD FINDING REQUIRED. 

12. §9.3(h)(4) — Landscape/Screening Plan. BDG previously commented on the adequacy of screening on the 

western (Roaring Brook Road) boundary and requested confirmation regarding existing screening on the 

south and east boundaries. 

Revised plans included in Attachment A increase the proposed planting buffer to be a consistent 30-foot 

width along the northern edge of the proposed fence line. Additionally, two screening options for the BESS 

pad have been proposed: (1) faux hedge privacy screening on the fixed knot farm fence; or (2) horizontal 

wooden stockade fence. Details are included in the revised plans, and visual renderings depicting both 

options are provided in Attachment B. 

BDG: For locations where screening is proposed, the updated planting plan meets the requirements of 
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the bylaw. The Board raised a specific concern regarding white pine as having a strong tendency to drop 

lower branches over time. BDG notes that all native-growing, tall evergreen species experience some 

amount of lower-branch drop, but these species also provide optimal evergreen screening over the 

projected lifespan of the project. The understory plantings proposed by the applicant are well suited to 

fill the visual gap as the hedge ages, which addresses visual continuity concerns even if it does not 

address the maintenance concern related to branch and limb cleanup. The applicant should indicate 

whether they intend to update the proposed species list to meet the Board’s concern. OPEN. 

18. §9.3(o)(3) — BESS Decommissioning. BDG previously requested that the applicant either provide a 

manufacturer take-back commitment for the BESS cells at end of life or add a line item to the 

decommissioning estimate accounting for recycling/disposal of the cells. 

A line item has been added to the Decommissioning Estimate to reflect the cost to remove and dispose of 

the battery racks at a licensed facility. The cost basis for disposal relies on guidance from Battery Recyclers 

of America which quotes the cost of disposal at $0.70/lb as of 2024, which is more recent than the 

NYSERDA pricing data. The weight has been determined by assuming the batteries account for 

approximately 70% of the gross weight of the container (Solbank 3.0). For more information, please see the 

revised Decommissioning Estimate attached to this letter in Attachment C. 

BDG: The applicant’s revised BESS decommissioning estimate ($103,796) appears to be reasonable and 

the added line item for cell disposal are responsive to BDG’s prior comment. The $0.70/lb rate 

attributed to Battery Recyclers of America (2024). This quote may be accurate, but we were unable to 

independently find rates published by the Battery Recyclers of America. Recommend the applicant 

provide documentation of the source of the rate for the project record. OPEN. 

34. Standard 8 — Erosion Controls. BDG previously requested that additional silt fence be added at the 

overflow point of the stormwater basin. 

Silt fence at the limit of work by the proposed riprap apron has been added to the revised plans included in 

Attachment A. 

BDG: Comment addressed. CLOSED. 

Sincerely, 

Berkshire Design Group, Inc. 

 

Chris Chamberland, P.E. 

Principal Civil Engineer 

cc: Melinda Costello, Weston & Sampson 


