
Camden Energy and Sustainability Committee 

Monday, March 25, 2019, 5:30-6:45 pm 

French Meeting Room 

Attendance: Pete Kalajian (acting chair), Anita Brosius-Scott (chair), Bruce Means, Alex Facq, 
Anna Ford, Marc Ratner (Select board liaison), Marina Schauffler. 

Next Energy Committee meeting: Monday, Apr. 22, 2019, 5:30-6:30 pm, French Meeting 
Room 

Agenda items: 

1. Minutes of the previous meeting were reviewed and accepted without objection. 

2. Feasibility studies on Camden municipal solar array. 

a. Pete presented to the committee a report, prepared with technical assistance from Revision 
Energy, that lays out options for expanding the town’s solar capacity at three different locations 
– Sagamore Farm (site of the existing capacity), the Industrial Park Parcel (adjacent to the 
MidCoast Solid Waste site), and the Camden Snow Bowl parking lots – and rejected one remote 
third-party-owned site as not feasible due to the absence of needed transmission capacity. 

b. On the basis of this report, Pete urged the committee to recommend Sagamore Farm to the 
select board as the preferred location. This recommendation would be based on findings that 
Sagamore Farm is the only option that would allow for quick expansion, and that it is also the 
cheapest and one that would require cutting down only a few trees. Even assuming that the 
work is put out for bids to all prospective developers, he said it is likely that construction could 
start at the site this year, and the facility could be online early next year. Besides demonstrating 
resolve and commitment to renewable energy, this timeframe would allow the town to take 
advantage of federal tax credits at a rate of 30%, which drops to 26% in 2020, thereby costing 
the town 4% of creditable project costs if there is a delay. 

c. The Industrial Park Parcel, near the Midcoast Solid Waste (MCSW) site has the advantage of 
being large and allowing for substantially more panels and power generation than the Sagamore 
Farm site. However, part of the parcel has been designated wetlands and much of it has 
wastewater issues. Partly as a result, it carries an estimated cost that is 1.5 times higher per 
kilowatt/hour than the Sagamore Farm proposal. Also, the time horizon for development would 
be much longer, probably running up to two years. It could, however, potentially be a 
developable site as needed in the future. 

d. Similar drawbacks apply to the Snow Bowl parking lot, where the idea would be to install the 
solar panels above car level, effectively converting the parking lots to car ports. The cost would 
be roughly the same as at the MCWS site. It, too, could accommodate more panels than 
Sagamore Farm, though, and might be suitable for later use as a solar site. One suggestion was 



that the committee might go on record as favoring a later, second expansion phase at the Snow 
Bowl carport array. Another possibility raised was that, in a couple of years, there could be a 
large, multi-town development getting underway in which Camden could participate. No action 
was taken. 

d. Expectations are that a net metering bill, required to make the project feasible, will be passed 
by the State legislature late this month or early next, Pete reported. 

e. A discussion ensued that encompassed defining the overarching goal the committee is 
hoping to achieve. A near-term solar expansion project to would bring the town’s total annual 
municipal electricity consumption offset to just over 25%, –much of which comes from Snow 
Bowl operations, up from around 8% by the existing array now (over 50% of the town’s 
electricity consumption is by the Snow Bowl operations). It was argued that moving quickly, as 
would only be possible at the Sagamore Farm site at this time would allow, is essential if the 
town is to achieve the cuts and/or renewable offsets of 50% of total greenhouse gas emissions 
from the entire town by 2030 and 100% by 2050, in town carbon emissions that as will probably 
be required under its Camden’s commitment to the Global Covenant of Mayors. The symbolic 
importance of moving quickly was stressed. 

f. It was noted that town officials have not yet made a determination on whether to approve use 
of the town’s Sagamore Farm site for the purpose of solar power generation. The committee is 
hoping for a determination on that soon. 

g. In the context of the committee’s desire to move quickly to reduce carbon emissions, a 
question was raised about the quality of the renewable energy the town purchases to offset the 
non-renewable Central Maine Power electricity it consumes. Anna reported that the offer to the 
town of supposedly renewable electricity in fact involves reliance on Renewable Energy Credits 
(RECs), which are of variable quality. Maine doesn’t have a strong classification system for 
power from different renewable sources, so the electricity on which issuance of the RECs it buys 
is based may include output from large hydro-power projects, for example. As a result, Anna 
stressed that more research needs to be done on the value of the offsets the town purchases. 

h. Pete moved that the Energy Committee should recommend to the Select Board that the 
Sagamore Farm solar array be expanded, as the most expeditious and cheapest option 
available, stressing that speed is of the essence. Sarah seconded the motion. Those in 
attendance voted unanimously in favor. 

3. Update on street lighting. 

a. Bruce noted that there has been an editorial in a local newspaper querying whether the new 
LED lights approved for installation will be disruptive of sleep cycles. Pete conceded that, with 
LED lighting, even though the overall color temperature can be reduced to 3,000 deg K or 2700 
deg. K, there is still light emitted in the blue spectrum. you cannot get rid of blue light altogether 
and that This could have has some small negative effects for wildlife and, potentially, some 
people’s sleep cycles, but that neither would be significant compared to the energy savings 



involved. Committee members discussed both the importance of making sure that any ill-effects 
are minimized by working with the installer on best practices for placement of the lights and 
other issues; and also that the committee should at a later stage consider writing a letter to the 
editor or in some other way providing reassurance to the public on issue related to the new 
lighting. 

 


