Illinois Solar for All
Comments on Site Suitability Guidelines
Central Road Energy
My primary issues are with the ground mount requirements. In particular, it seems to me to be
unnecessary, costly, and burdensome to require PE certification of the Civil Assessment (CA) prior to
awarding a REC contract.
The majority of the issues addressed in the draft CA could be performed by a layperson with minimal
experience in development. This includes searching publicly available databases such as FIRM and
requesting reports from the IDNR/FWS. For our developments, we perform a preliminary analysis of
wetland and floodplain issues through government-provided, publicly-available GIS systems which
include the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) online mapping tool and the FEMA Flood Map Service
Center. For our McHenry County CS project, we used McHenry County’s GIS tool
(http://www.mchenrycountygis.org/Athena/ ) that includes:
•
•
•
•

soil geographic data developed by the National Cooperative Soil Survey;
Flood Insurance Rate Map with flood zones determined by FEMA;
Advanced Identification of Wetlands program wetlands (i.e., ADID Wetlands); and
topography

It should be noted that a majority of the site suitability requirements for ground mount systems are very
likely satisfied through local non-ministerial permitting, a requirement for submittal of a project to the
ILSfA program. For example, as part of our Conditional Use Permitting for our McHenry County project,
we performed a wetland and floodplain delineation and a drain tile investigation and applied for and
received an EcoCat report and a Natural Resources Information Report. The Natural Resources Report,
prepared by the McHenry-Lake County Soil & Water Conservation District, included evaluations of:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Archeological/Cultural Resources
Ecologically Sensitive Areas
Woodlands
Geologic Information
Aquifer Sensitivity and Recharge
Soil leachability, permeability, and building limitations
Soil Erosion and Sediment Control
Prime Farmland Soils and Agricultural Areas
Land Use Plans
Drainage, Runoff, and Floodplain Information and Regulations
Wetland Information and Regulations
Hydric Soils

Many of these evaluations can very much affect the “buildability” of a project but are not included in the
current draft site suitability guidelines.

We feel that a PE stamped evaluation of geotechnical and foundational evaluations are rarely necessary
for development prior to REC contracting. For example, the McHenry County CS project is located in
what is currently a fallow field. Consequently, as part of our due diligence, we performed only a
preliminary review of soils and geotechnical conditionals to confirm that standard racking and
foundation systems would work at the site. The detailed geotechnical evaluation and structural design
typically occurs during the acquisition of ministerial permits after REC contracting. An alternative would
be to require the applicant to identify any unique site conditions that might necessitate out-of-theordinary anchoring for ground mount systems. For example, if the site was a landfill, we would want to
know soil conditions, cap thickness, and any regulatory restraints that might limit our rack anchoring
options and confirm that the remaining anchoring options can meet local, state, and federal wind and
snow load requirements.
Please also note that the presence of wetlands does not eliminate a property from consideration for
development. Our McHenry County CS project property has a few small wetlands on-site. As required
by McHenry County, Central Road Energy will mitigate any wetland impacts from this development by:
• creating new wetlands or enhancing degraded wetlands on the project site or on an off-site
property within the same watershed as the wetland impacts;
• purchasing credits from a mitigation bank; or
• using the SMC Wetland Restoration Fund (WRF), which provides for fee-in-lieu of mitigation
when no mitigation bank credits are available in the watershed.
Bottom line - I don’t think it necessary to require any more ground mount site suitability demonstration
than the ABP requires for their ground mount REC contract applications – Interconnect agreement, a
demonstration of property control, and non-ministerial permits. The ILSfA program will require a
deposit when the REC contract is awarded. The developer takes the risk that the system will be
unbuildable because of some ministerial permitting issue including wetlands/geotechnical/floodplain. If
the project fails to be built, the developer is out the deposit money. The ILSfA program has no money at
risk during construction because no money is paid out to the project until the project is energized.
I think the suitability guidelines could be used to help rank projects – i.e., the more of the information
that they can provide with regards to the buildability of the project, the more likely they should be to
get a REC contract. At the very least, the site suitability guidelines as they now exist for ground mount
could be utilized as an educational brochure for people that want to develop under the program.
I am not as concerned about the roof top portion of the site suitability guidelines. Central Road Energy
will not develop small rooftop DG under the ILSfA program unless the home/building is new
construction and is designed and constructed for solar installation. For example, we are interested in
working with community organizations that construct low income housing. We would work with them
to design the home’s roof and electrical systems to support solar installations thus meeting the
applicable site suitability guidelines.
On a separate but related note, I am struggling through the Approved Vendor Application and should
have it ready to submit in the next week or so. Very much looking forward to working with Elevate to
get that squared away!
Jay Corgiat, Ph.D.
President
Central Road Energy, LLC

26w271 Durfee Rd
Wheaton, IL 60189
phone: 630-561-2077
fax: : 815-301-9694
www.centralroadenergy.com
email: jaycorgiat@centralroadenergy.com

Illinois Solar for All
Comments on Site Suitability Guidelines
CertaSun
Dear Administrator:
Certasun is considering applying to be an Approved Vendor under Illinois Solar For All for Distributed
Generation (1-4 unit buildings). We would like to provide a few brief comments on the Draft Site
Suitability Guidelines.
Page 3 of the Guidelines states “Approved Vendors, as well as their Designees, installers and
subcontractors, will follow these assessment protocols and ensure all requirements are net before
contracting with participants.” (Italics added.) We do not believe requiring a site assessment as
comprehensive as that described in the Guidelines prior a sale of a residential system is financially
viable. In fact, no residential solar market in the U.S. we know about operates this way. Only a fraction
of sales opportunities turn into contracts, so to require an assessment before contract would add
significant extra cost.
However, we understand and appreciate the administrator’s goal of protecting consumers against
surprise expenses. We would like to propose an alternative that we believe protects customers while
avoiding unnecessary cost: allow homeowners to cancel their contract without penalty if the site
assessment reveals remedial work the customer does not want to undertake. This would have three
benefits. First, it would provide incentives for Approved Vendors to have their salespeople to avoid
homes with obviously extensive problems. Second, it would allow detailed site assessments to be
performed only on homes where solar is actually likely to be installed. Finally, it would allow those
assessments to be conducted by a construction professional rather than a salesperson.
Can you please advise if this would be permissible to the Administrator for 1-4 unit residential
distributed generation?
Sincerely,
Josh Lutton

Josh Lutton
President | Certasun | josh@certasun.com
1582 Barclay Blvd., Buffalo Grove, IL 60089 | office (312) 262-1610 | mobile (312) 882-8176

Illinois Solar for All
Comments on Site Suitability Guidelines
Melink Solar

Please see our comments for the Illinois Solar For All, Site Suitability Guidelines:
We submit that under the Ground Mounted Systems section, that a complete Civil Assessment be
removed as a requirement in Part 1 of the project application. Our recommendation would be to make a
complete Civil Assessment a requirement before construction commences. We also recommend that
the requirement around having an executed interconnection agreement should be changed to read an
executed interconnection agreement or proof that the project was forced to withdraw from the
interconnection queue. Finally, we recommend changing the language stating documentation of all local
permitting for systems 25 kW or larger, to documentation of having applied for the special permit,
where applicable and a having all applicable local permits in hand before construction.
Jeremy Chapman
Partner
Melink Solar Development
Cell: (513) 432-4979
jchapman@melinksolardevelopment.com

Illinois Solar for All
Comments on Site Suitability Guidelines
Ruyle Mechanical Services Inc
Hello and thank you for this opportunity to provide comments to the Site Suitability Guidelines.
I have suggestions concerning the Ground Mount section of the Guidelines. The section reads as
follows:
A completed Civil Assessment must be presented, stamped and submitted by a civil engineer licensed to
practice in the Authority Having Jurisdiction, including:
• A completed Geotechnical Report
• A completed Structural Report, including foundation requirements for proposed ballast type or
tracking type system to be stamped and submitted by a structural engineer licensed to practice in the
Authority Having Jurisdiction.
• Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) review through the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
to confirm lack of flooding risk for the site. If the FIRM is not available for the site, provide the flood risk
report through the External Data Request report.
• Confirmation that the ground mounted system does not intrude on protected wetlands. Provide
report from Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) online mapping tool.
• Completed Ecological Compliance Technical Tool Report (EcoCAT)
Additional requirements for Part I project application include the full system design parameters and
equipment, shading study, as well as the executed interconnection agreement and documentation of all
local permitting for systems 25 kW or larger.

The costs associated with the hiring of a civil engineer licensed to practice in the AHJ will cost
thousands of dollars making a Ground Mount system unsuitable for this program. Please
reconsider some of these requirements.
Many ground mount system racking designers have engineers who provide certified letters such
as the one attached here. If this is available for the material used in the ground mount system,
this should meet the requirements of this program versus having a civil engineer run a
geotechnical report and a structural report. The structural engineer stamping this report may not
have a license in the specific AHJ the ground mount system is located in. Please consider
modifying that language in the site suitability guidelines.
Also, provided that the FIMR, FWS online mapping tool and EcoCAT sites are accessible to any
and all citizens of the US, it seems there’s no reason for specifically a civil engineer to produce
these documents and stamp them. Certainly any citizen should be able to produce these
documents for review by the program.
In addition, please include in the program that the inspector of any Solar PV System have proper
credentials to be able to do so. A visiting site inspector should have the proper knowledge of
Solar PV to be able to conduct a site inspection. Please require NABCEP, IBEW Journeyman

Electrician, IREC Certified Electrical inspector or compatible credential to conduct site
inspections.
Please consider restructuring the requirements of the ground mount system. Thank you.
Kiersten Sheets, LEED GA
Energy Solutions Implementer
Direct: 309-272-1339
Cell: 309-573-7307
ksheets@ruylecorp.com

201 Spring Street, Ste. B, Peoria, IL 61603
o: 309.674.6644| f: 309.272.1330
www.ruylecorp.com

 Please consider the environment before printing this email.

Illinois Solar for All
Comments on Site Suitability Guidelines
StraightUp Solar
Thank you for this opportunity to provide feedback on the draft Site Suitability Guidelines (Guidelines).
These comments are being provided on behalf of StraightUp Solar (Bloomington, IL) and Hawk-Atollo
(Peoria, IL), solar development and installation companies operating in central and southern Illinois. We
viewed these guidelines with specific respect to faith-based and community service organization
projects in Peoria that we are currently developing in partnership withCommunity Transformation
Partnership Power,also located in Peoria, with the express intent to enter them into the IL Solar For All
Program.
Our general review comments on the Guidelines are as follows:
1. We recognize the importance of ensuring that sites selected for solar PV development have
appropriate roof, electrical, and structural integrity.
2. Geotech study results are used to engineer the ground array foundation, not as a go/no-go
determiner. Performing a geotech study before a project has affirmed associated incentives (Ie
REC contract) is not standard practice. Rather, it is among the first suite of due-diligence work
that is performed once a project receives final approval to proceed (which includes financing
certainty).
3. On p. 13 of the Guidelines is a check box item that states "Owner has selected not to proceed
with roof repairs and PV installation." It is unclear under what circumstances this box would be
checked. The administrator would not see the Site Suitability Report if the owner elects not to
proceed.
4. It is not clear whether roof repair/structural mitigation work could be included as part of a lease
or PPA, but separated from the overall minimum 50% savings requirement. If the two could be
included in the same financial agreement, it would add flexibility and value for the customer.
5. The plan of action for fixing roof (or other) deficiencies includes the requirement that the
person/company who will be completing the work must be identified. StraightUp Solar and
Hawk-Atollo work with several different service providers and the specific company who may
perform the work may not be known at the time of the Part I application.
Again, thank you for this opportunity to comment.
Best,
Shine On!
Shannon Fulton
StraightUp Solar
VP of Development
Cell: (309) 830-5039
505 North Main Street, Suite A
Bloomington, IL 61701
www.straightupsolar.com

Bloomington - St. Louis - Swansea

Help Us Grow the Solar Tribe & Grow Your Earnings with Our Share Your Solar Smile Referral Program!

Illinois Solar for All
Comments on Site Suitability Guidelines
SunAir Systems LLC
Regarding the roof durability requirement for (15) years,
This is going to be a burdensome and unnecessary requirement, and effectively require about 90% of
homeowners /businesses to hire roofers to re-roof their buildings. Think about standard new
homeowner asphalt roofing materials that usually offer (15) year and (20) warranties. Statistically most
homes will NOT have roofs newer than (5) years, and according to these proposed (15) year life
requirements, nearly every one of my asphalt roofs will need a $3,000 - $5,000 roof job. It is hypocritical
to always add "...should not be a financial burden" to your guidelines, when in fact, you are requiring
most potential homeowners to re-roof their houses. It is unfair to require this (15) year mandate.
Also a feedback comment: I am not a qualified structural engineer and cannot realistically produce a reroofing requirement to the homeowner. But again, if I have to hire a qualified engineering professional,
this will cause a time delay ($) and add consulting cost$ to a project. AND I've found that if you ask a
roofing company if the house will need a new roof within (15) years - they will most certainly always say
yes because it is always in their financial interest. (I am assuming here by this requirement that the
roofing industry has / is lobby(ed)ing very diligently here...).
Replace this burdensome demand instead by asking / requiring for an estimated range of 7 - 10 years
roof life, realizing that most homes already will have roof lives left in that range. This range of 7 - 10
years will effectively weed out the real "worn" roof problems, and will give us "nonprofessional roof
engineers" some needed wiggle room for judgment - yet not require a financial burden on anyone other
than the real bad / replacement needed roofing situations.
One last note: I have been installing solar PV systems for almost (20) years now. Over (500)
installations. I have been called upon to remove about (8) old solar PV systems (avg. 10 - 12 year old
solar installations). Invariably, without exception, when we remove the solar panels, we find that the
shingles under the old solar array looks almost like they did when we first installed the system many
years ago. Good shingles. While the rest of the roof materials aged normally. The Solar PV system area
itself will not be involved in the aging roof argument here. Therefore, my (20) year voice of wisdom is to
greatly downplay this fear of roof replacement because of the perception that the roof will "wear out"
and cause the PV system to fail. And thereby implying that it would compromise the (15) program life
expectancy of a solar PV system. It won't.
My feedback as you requested....

Best Regards,

Dave Merrill

SunAir Systems LLC
139 Perene Ave. Byron IL. 61010
NABCEP, Certified Solar Installer
(815) 234-2530
(815) 262-2831 cell

