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Mr. Naven read a letter of objection from Marcia Hildebrand (Exhibit 3).
Mr. Naven read a letter of objection from Timothy Tobin (Exhibit 4).
Mr. Naven read a letter of objection from Douglas Barker (Exhibit 5).
Mr. Naven read a letter of objection from Roberta Parks (Exhibit 6).

Mr. Driscoll clarified that this is an existing business located on Washington Street. Mr. Driscoll stated that
the City has no record of complaints on file for this business at its current location.

With no further public testimony, public hearing was closed at 2:36 pm.

Commissioner Heard read the Findings of Fact.

Commissioner Barry suggested that some of the Findings of Fact may be problematic due to a lack of data.
Chairperson Wiesehan stated that he tends to agree with Commissioner Barry.

Motion:
Commissioner Martin made a motion to approve with staff recommendations; seconded by Commissioner
Heard.

Commissioner Unes stated that a few of the statements in the Findings of Fact are not fulfilled and
expressed concern over the lack of neighbors present at the hearing.

Commissioner Heard stated that the subject property is not attached to residential units. Commissioner
Heard stated that the banquet hall was open much later than what is being proposed for the new tenet.

Commissioner Barry objected to the request, stating that because the community has put tremendous effort
into revitalizing the area for people-friendly uses, not light manufacturing.

Chairperson Wiesehan stated that he cannot support this request because the goal is to attract people to
this area through entertainment and residential development.

The motion was denied by viva voce vote 2 to 3.
Yay: Brandon Martin and Eric Heard - 2.
Nay: Mike Wiesehan, Edward Barry, and Richard Unes - 3.

Commissioner Unes stated that any of the three Commissioners that opposed the request have the
opportunity to make a new motion to deny.

Commissioner Barry made a motion to deny; seconded by Commissioner Unes.

The motion was approved by viva voce vote 3 to 2.
Yay: Mike Wiesehan, Edward Barry, and Richard Unes - 3.
Nay: Brandon Martin and Eric Heard - 2.

PZ 1180-2023 - Deferred from January meeting

Hold a Public Hearing and forward a recommendation to City Council on the request of Jason Hawksworth
of Hawk-Attollo LLC, on behalf of Petersen Health System Inc, to obtain a Special Use in a Class R-3 (Single-
Family Residential) District for a Solar Utility Facility for the property located at 3901 W Reservoir Blvd
(Parcel Identification No. 13-25-177-002), Peoria IL (Council District 4).


Leah Allison
Arrow
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Urban Planner, Julia Hertaus, Community Development Department, read the case into the record and
summarized the request to obtain a special use for a solar utility facility.

Chairperson Wiesehan asked if all requested documents from the January meeting were received,
Ms. Hertaus said yes.

Jason Hawksworth, petitioner, was present and provided a review of the plan for the subject property.
Based on the glare study, Mr. Hawksworth stated that there will be zero glare impact to the neighboring
residents. Mr. Hawksworth stated his objection to the sidewalk requirement.

Commissioner Barry inquired on the missing page from the packet.

Mr. Hawksworth explained that the missing page details the methodology of the glare study.

The Commission requested to see the missing page.

Ms. Hertaus read the contents of the missing page (Exhibit 7).

Chairperson Wiesehan opened the public hearing at 3:13 pm.

Unes asked Paul Kluber if his testimony will be different than his testimony at the January meeting.

Mr. Kluber said yes.

Mr. Kluber recounted his conversation with Ameren in which they stated the power system is old and in
need of repair. Mr. Kluber stated that there are multiple examples of anti-reflective coating that have glare
(Exhibit 8). Mr. Kluber stated that a height and tree density requirement would mitigate the glare issue.
Carolyn Jarosz objected to the request because she lives in an all-electric unit and Ameren acknowledged
that the infrastructure is unreliable and requires updating. Ms. Jarosz suggested updating the infrastructure

before starting this project.

Discussion was held between Chairperson Wiesehan and Mr. Kluber regarding Mr. Kluber’s conversations
with Ameren and how Ameren said they will help update the infrastructure.

Demarcus Hamilton objected to the request because of the impact it will have on the surrounding residents.
Mr. Hamilton expressed concern over the view and property values.

Monica Orr objected to the request and provided photos demonstrating how close the solar farm will be to
her backyard (Exhibit 9).

Chairperson Wiesehan asked Ms. Orr is there is a drop off from her backyard.

Ms. Orr said yes, but the drop off is small enough that she can walk down it.

Mr. Hawksworth clarified that Ameren repairs are outside of his scope, but they may be responsible for
some of the upgrades. Mr. Hawksworth stated that the solar farm will not impact the existing infrastructure

because mechanical failures, rather than the movement of electrons, cause power outages.

Chairperson Wiesehan asked for clarification on what he has been told by Ameren.
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Mr. Hawksworth stated that there will be no issues according to Ameren, but that Ameren has not yet
clarified whether or not upgrades are needed. Upon approval of the special use, further studies with
Ameren would need to be completed to know the full scope of any updates needed and what Hawk-Attollo
LLC would be responsible for.

Mr. Hawksworth stated that they will plant trees that are tall enough to minimize the glare but not so tall
that they obstruct the view.

With no further public testimony, public hearing was closed at 3:35 pm.
Commissioner Heard read the Findings of Fact.

Motion:
Commissioner Unes made motion to deny; seconded by Commissioner Heard.

Commissioner Barry stated that he appreciates the additional information, but this is an unideal location
and that he remains unconvinced that there will be no detriment to the nearby residents.

Commissioner Unes stated that he would like an agreement with Ameren to determine the upgrades that
may be needed.

Commissioner Heard stated that more involvement from Ameren would have created a more complete
presentation to determine the impact on nearby residents.

The motion was approved unanimously by viva voce vote 5 to 0.
CITIZENS' OPPORTUNITY TO ADDRESS THE COMMISSION

There were no citizen requests to address the Commission.

ADJOURNMENT

Commissioner Heard made a motion to adjourn; seconded by Commissioner Martin at approximately

)l

Grace Burgener, DeveMmeﬁt Technician

The motion was approved unanimously by viva voce vote 5 to 0.




Exhibit 7

Assumptions

"Green” glare is glare with low polenial o cause an aller-image (lash blindness) when observed prior to a lypical blink response time,
"Yellow” glare is glare with potenfial to cause an after-image (flash blindness) when observed prior to a typical blink response time.

Times associated with glare are denoted in Standard time, For Daylight Savings, add one hour.

The algorithm does not rigorously represent the detailed geometry of a system; detailed features such as gaps between modules, variable
height of the PV array, and support structures may impact actual glare results. However, we have validated our models against several
syslems, including a PV array causing glare 10 the air-iraffic control lower at Manchester-Boston Regional Airporl and several siles in
Albuquerque, and the tool accurately predicted the occurrence and intensity of clare at different imes and days of the year.

Several V1 calculations ulilize the PV array cenlroid, rather than the achual glare spol location, due to algorithm limitations. This may allect
results for large PV foolprints. Additional analyses of aray sub-sections can provide additional information on expected glare, This primarily
affects V1 analyses of path receplors.

Handom number computations are ulilized by various steps of the annual hazard analysis algorithm. Predicted minules of glare can vary
belween runs as a resull. This Imitation pimarily affecls analyses of Observaion Poinl receplors, including ATCTs, Nole that the SGHAT/
ForgeSolar methodology has always relied on an analylical, qualitative approach to ¥ ine the overall hazard {i.e. green vs.
yellow) of expected glare on an annual basis.

The analysis does nol aulomalically consider obslacles (sither man-made or nalural) belween the cbservalion points and the prescribed solar
installation that may obstruct observed glare, such as trees, hills, buildings, ete.

The sublended source angle (glare spol size) is conslrained by he PV array foolprint size. Parliioning large arrays inlo smaller sechions wil
reduce the maximum potential sublended angle, potentially impacting resulls it actual glare spols are larger than he sub-array size, Additional
analyses of the combined area of adjacent sub-arays can provide maore information on potential glare hazards. {See previous point on related
limitations.})

The variable direct normal irradiance (DN} featura (if selected) scales the user-prescribed peak DN using a typical clear-day irradiance profile,
This profile has a lower DNIin the mornings and evenings and a maximum al solar noon. The scaling uses a clear-day iradiance profile based
ona normakized time relalive o sunrise, solar noon, and sunsel, which are preseribed by 2 sun-position algenthm and the latitude and longitude
obtained from Google maps. The actual DNI on any given day can be affected by cloud cover, aimospheric attenuation, and other
ehvirenmental factors,

The ocular hazard predictad by the tool depends on a number of environmental, optical, and human factors, which can be uncertain. We

provide inpul fislds and typical ranges of values for these faclors so that the user can vary these paramelers to see il they have an impact on
the results. The speed of SGHAT allows dited itivity and tric analyses.

The system oulput caleulation is a DNI-based approximation that assumes dlear, sunny skies year-round. |t should not be used in place of more
rigorous modeling methods,

Hazard zone boundaries shown in the Glare Hazard plot are an approximation and visual aid based on aggregated research data, Actual ocular

impact culcomes encompass a conlinuous, not discrels, spectrum.
Glare locations displayed on receplor plots are approximate, Actual glare-spot locations may differ.
Heter o he Help page al www.forgesolar.com/melp/ for assumptions and limitations not listed here.

Default glare analysis parameters and observer aye characterisiics (for reference only):

= Analysis time inlerval: 1 minute

- Ocular transmission coefficient: 0.5

+ Pupil diameter: 0,002 meters

+ Eye local length: 0.017 melers

+ Sun subtended angle: 9.3 milliradians

NG @ Sims Industies db/a ForgeSolar, All Righls Reserved.

I‘-":'.'rgas.u lar Page 4 of 4
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Reflecting on Solar Panel Glare
and How to Mitigate It

WwAXEL OLSON

Airline passengers would never want their pilot to be blinded by reflected light as the
landing aircrafl is approaching the runway. The same concern would apply to air traffic
controllers in their tower, directing traffic across an entire airport and in the sky around it.
Vision is essential to safety, and unexpected glare can take that away.

While urban legends stress the dangers of laser pointers, solar photovoltaic (PV) arrays can
unintentionally pose a more common, persistent and significant safety threat.

Solar energy production has a key role to play in a decarbonized energy economy, but one
frequently overlooked aspect of these installations is the impact of the large flat pieces of
glass in PV modules reflecting sunlight on their surroundings. One common misconception
is that modules with antireflective coating would not have this issue. That coating's primary
purpose, however, is to improve module efficiency; it can actually worsen the glare impact
on the surrounding area by dispersing the reflected light over a larger area, which in turn
takes up more of an observer’s field of view.

Pl et clar-panel-gl i Itigato-i 2/2{23, 9908 AM
Page 1ol §
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As more solar projects are developed in increasingly urban environments, the overall issue
of glare is gaining attention. The most notable codification of these concerns to date has
been regarding the effects of reflected light on airport operations.

Mandating Analysis

Solar projects located on or within close proximity of airport property are subject to
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) regulations to mitigate any adverse impacts on
pilots and air traffic control towers. Those regulations require a glare analysis, with results
to be submitted to the FAA.

The regulations were inspired by an unfortunate situation that played out at Manchester-
Boston Regional Airport in New Hampshire. After a project put solar panels atop an airport
parking garage, authorities were surprised to find light being reflected into the air traffic
control tower. The airport ultimately put tarps over the panels because they were
preventing the controllers from doing their work safely. In hindsight, the problem seems
obvious, but it simply had not oceurred to anyone before then.

One catch to the FAA’s parameters: There is no precise definition of what project size or
how close is close enough to call for the required study. Within five miles of an airport has
emerged as a good rule of thumb to consider the impact of glare, though distance and the
size of the installation are somewhat correlated. The bigger the array, the farther it can be
from the airfield and still trigger the FAA-required glare analysis.

When a study is needed, there is one highly specialized, commercially available tool. That
product by ForgeSolar utilizes the underlying Solar Glare Hazard Analysis Tool that the
FAA requires and developed in conjunction with Sandia National Laboratories to assess
glare. A properly trained glare specialist can typically run the analysis within a day and

obtain preliminary results. If d early enough in a project, this can help guide design

and technology decisions and avoid costly changes and rework.

In the event a glare study does identify significant impacts from PV glare, solar project
developers do have options to mitigate the risk. The first is to select a new location for the

Mtpa:f{18BEbIog burnsmed comjreliecting -on-salar-parsl-g - mitigata-it 22723, B:08 AM
Page 2 of §
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arrays that is farther away from runways and airport traffic control towers. Naturally, this
is not a popular choice.

A second option is to alter the choice of tracking technology. Typical utility-scale solar PV
farms are built using single-axis tracking with backtracking, enabling the panels to rotate
during the day and follow the sun through the sky while reducing row-to-row shading at
dawn and dusk. Unfortunately, the increased production from backtracking algorithms,
which are increasingly being utilized in single-axis tracking installations, also positions the
modules to reflect more glare into the surrounding area with an increased incident angle of
reflection during those hours. There are numerous tracking considerations and scenarios
that factor into a project’s develop but the selection and control of the technology do
offer some possibilities for reducing i ts, d ding on the position of the solar PV
farm in relation to the airport.

The third option is called suboptimal positioning. Fixed-tilt arrays in North America are
generally faced due south, with the north edge tilted up to maximize solar exposure. B

1898%

BT OF BURNS S MEDONRELL

By sacrificing perhaps 5%-10% of annual energy production with suboptimal positioning, it

might be possible to achieve FAA compli without changing the project location or
tracking technology utilized. No one wants to sacrifice performance, but that may be
preferable to accepting that a project cannot be built on the intended site. An optimi:

analysis can go deeper than the glare study, identifying at what point an installation would
be compliant if some operational parameters were adjusted and what the anticipated
impact on the annual energy production would be.

Withstanding the Glare

The potential of solar power is helping drive rapid growth in installations. As remote
greenfield sites become harder to secure, these installations will i ingh

upon population centers, Airports have been among the first to discover the risks of
reflected light, but they are not alone.

It 1B EDIO0. R A ME . COmMr HEC1ing- 0 Salar-pans! - 8- 5o how-t-Sitigate-i 2323, 308 A
Pags 3005




Exhibit 8, pg. 4

Other ground-level observers, such as residential developers or roadway planners, may
raise objections to glare from solar panels. Solar project developers need to be aware of
their options. Glare and optimization analyses can help in identifying and mitigating
impacts, but finding acceptable and allowable parameters for surrounding-area impacts is
heavily dependent upon the local authorities having jurisdiction. Unlike the FAA
regulations, these localized scenarios are not uniform and are rarely codified as of yet.

Having an integrated engineer-procure-construct (EPC) partner working on a solar
installation can position projects for success by coordinating permitting measures and
identifying risks such as glare early in the process, when it is easier and less costly to make
any necessary adjustments.

Interest in solar is high, but the changing marketplace is complicating the
development of utility-scale solar farms. Having an integrated EPC contractor
can help avoid common pitfalls in solar construction projects.

READ THE WHITE PAPER

Power

by AXEL OLSON

, part of Burns & McDonmnell.
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PAGERPOVER ©
e i

Solar Photovoltaic Development
- Glint and Glare Guidance

PLANNING SOLUTIONS FOR:

October, 2018 - Second edition
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Overview and Purpose

Th § pi s ) planners
and stakeholders with an process for the effects of ghint and glare {solar

mmummmm.mwmwmz
Glint and glare Is a relatively new planning consideration thus there is little formal guidance
rwmmmﬁbwmzmmmlmmmdmwhmws

vedge gap to the ofglm:ndgln.mainlswpmiml

dised it process for planners and stakeholders to reduce the

element of risk assoclated with glint and glare.
mmoepruenbedlshmdmﬁnhnmm

«  Reviews of existing guidance in a varlety of areas;

«  Glint and glare t experience and industry

«  Anoverview of avallable solar reflection studies.
WBWWWBWMWWNWIMMMMMUK
and Irish markets however the gles are deemed applicable, and have been used, for
worldwide solar PV development.
Key Receptors
GlmmdemMMmmmmDMmdmn&mm
receptors with respect to glint and gare are residents in surrounding dwellings, road users, train
infrastructure (including train drivers), and aviation Infrastructure (including pllots and air tratfic
mlW.M:umwm.muumeemmmnWW
receptor types,
Modelling Requirements
Amn:nmmmnwm must Include the following:

« The Earth's orbit arcund the Sun;

» The Earth's rotation;

» The Earth's orlentation;

. Thahocaﬂonefhwhrwmhﬂmthchdhgnnwﬁuwisnhrpmliama:

+  The reflector's 3D orientation Including azimuth angle of the solar panel (the orlentation
of the solar panels refative to north and the solar panel elevation angle;

»  Local topography Including receptor and pancd helghts above mean 3 level.

Solar Photovoliok: Gint and Glare Guidence 4

ey A R e e e o T
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PRGERPOWER

For increased accuracy, the mode! should account for the following:
»  Temain at the visible horizon;
«  Local time zone and daylight savings times;
»  Consideration of sunrise and sunset times;
« Determine which solar panels create the sofar reflection within the solar PY
development;
«  Azimuth range of the Sun® when a solar reflection is geometrically possible:
»  Vertical elevation range of the Sun when a solar refiection is geometrically possible;

«  High Ivsis L.

ti calc giv
multiple the giver

igh
solar PV development area. For example, at intervals of between 1 and 20 metres;
+  The Intensity? of any solar reflection produced.

Assessment Inputs - Receptors

The following paragraphs set out the key distances for identifying receptors and the height data
which should be included.

Dwellings within ly 1km of 2 solar PV v that may have a view

of the PV panels should be assessed. Terrzin heights and an additional height to account for the
m:pmdmdmiwﬁmhmnmmﬂwnmsmﬂamalmbem

Roads within ikmofa d solar PV that may have a view of
the PV panels should be assessed, Terraln helghts and an additional helght to account for the
solar panel and eye level of a road user should aiso be considered.

Railway A 100mafa solar PV thatmay
have a view of the PV panels should be assessed, Terrain helghts and an additional height to
account for the solar panel and eye level of a train driver or the height of a raltway signal should
also be considered. Include an assessment of rallway signals that utilise Incandescent bulb”
technology and/or where no hood Is attached.

Aviatien receptors out to 30km* from a 4 PV devel it should be to

the req for if any, The typlcal receptors Include the Alr Tratfic
Centrol [ATC) tower and a 2-mile approach path for the relevant runway approaches. Additional
rec may be inchuded wh fiection may b hazard to safety e.g. hellpad
P hes and the visual ing area (VMA).

" The azimuth rare i the angle between the Sun and North, measurcd clodiwise anound the receptoe's horizen. The
Sun azimuth range shows the location of the Sun when .mmmkm.mmmm

'mwmn‘n';wmfuw
# MoerLED,

. 0k,

‘Solar Photoveitaic Glint end Glare Guidance: 5




Exhibit 8, pg. 8

PAGERPOVE

Assessment process
65 The following process should be used for modelling glint and glare for the identified
dwelling receptors:

1. Define the salar PV development panel area;

2. Undertak etri Soction 4 of this pukdance;

3. Produce a solar reflection chart to determine whether a solar reflection ks
geometrically possible, and If so at what time/duration;

4. Assess the results of the geometric glint and glare assesement In the context of the
Following:
2. Sun location relative to the solar panels;
b. Location of the reflecting solar panels relathve to the dwelling;
«. Existing screening:
d.  Proposed screening:

5. Detenmine whether a solar reflection Is significant;

& Consider mitigation, if required.

Discussion of significant effects
&6 Th PV possible
and visible from dwellings. a solar reflection does not, however,

m-mmmmmmm.mmmmw
devalopment is visille from a window of a room accupled during daylight hours, the duration
of time for which a solar reflection could last Is considered to be the most significant
characteristic.
47  Other factors that could by d when whather a solar reflection is
significant include:

s  Whether the solar reflection iz incldent to direct sunlight and the location:

»  Whether the dwelling has a window facing the sotar PV development:

» The room within the dwellings from which a solar reflection may be visible Le. ks it

aceupied for a long periad during daylight hours;

*  The time of day when a solar reflection ks geometrically possible.
&8  The duration of time for Mo rtion b i "
deflning tic when whether Is required. Dy minimum
duration for effects to become significant is, howewver, subjective. For static receptors, the
length of time for which a solar reflection is geometrically possible and visible will determine
its significance upon residentisl amanity. Therefore, it is appropriate to choose a duration

Salar Photevellsic Gliat and Glore Guldance a3
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i

beyond flections become significant and where mitigation is required. Applying a
strictly sclentific approach is difficult however because:

»  Most models generally show a worst-case scenario of glint and glare, often predicting
solar reflections for a much greater length of time than will be experienced in reality;
s The scenarlo in which glint and glane eccurs will vary for each dwelling:
s The effects of glint and glare are ive and
1o person.
49  Inorder to quantify and determine where a significant Impact Is expected, previous giint
mwnmwmmm“mamhurmﬂdmﬂmﬂm
with respect to light based environmental impacts, these Include:
+  Previous glint and glare assessment experlence;
s Shatow flicker guldance for wind turbines®. Guidance has been produced which sets
durations beyond which a significant impact on residential amenity is expected and
mitigation ls required.

Previous experience of glint and glare dwelling assessments

will vary from person

610 for b within d solar PV
Assessment experience means that typical results for proposed ground mounted solar PV
35 are lenown. It I for solar eth in the mid-morning

(~04:00-08:00GMT) and agaln in the early evening (~17.00-19:00GMT). There ara many
examples of dwellings located where 3 solar reflection Is geometrically possible however, a
solar reflection could only ever be significant where the solar reflection is visible from the
dwelling. a solar Is passible and the reflecting solar panels
are visible, a solar kd be i d when the following
1. An observer Is located at a point within the dwelling where a solar reflection Is
the day

Is geometrically possible;
2. The weather at the particular time of the day a L icall
possible is clear and sunny.

611 The likellhood of these conditions being met varies both person to person and

geographically based on local climate dlitis However, it il that a pi

* sranew ficker, ke glint and glare, b= coraidered thwoah the of suniight.
B At typical solar snghe 15-30 degrees and south fackg n the.
U and irefand.

Solar Phatoveitae Gint and Glare Gudonte 4
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geometric solar reflection does not guarantee a visible solar reflection when considering real
world conditions.

Solar Photovoltaie Glint and Glare Guidance: as
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PAGERPOWER

(https://www.pagerpower.com)

SOLAR PAREL GLARE

Qverview

Solar Panel Glare occurs even though

itis not expected because solar panels
By Mike Watson Email address

[mps:fmww.pamwwumwnewstaaﬁ&?ﬁ@)ed toabsorb sunlight,

rather than reflect it. Solar Panel E
& Glare is greater than expected First name =
July 2,2020 =
o because panels are good at absorbing '_z‘_
light perpendicular to them but much Last name E
Qo Q2 less effective when the light is at a low =
angle. Company
[2 0Shares i se an t
(https://www.pagerpower.com/what-
we-do/glint-glare/) can predict the

timing and intensity of solar glare for
solar PV installations near airports,
railways, highways and dwellings.

What is solar panel ARCHIVES

glare? CATEGORIES

22123, 9:31 AM

hps:ffvrwpagerpowsr.comjnews/solar-pansi-glaref
Page10f7




Exhibit 8, pg. 12

Solar Panel Glare occurs when an
observer sees adirect reflection of
the sun caused by a specular (mirror-
like) reflection from the surface of one

or more solar panels,

Figure 1: Solar Panel Glare

What information is
required
for assessments?

When assessing solar panel glare
(/news/overview-pager-powers-glint-
glare-charts/) accuratelyitis
important to know:

L

Location of the solar panels

=]

. Location of the observer
Azimuth and elevation angle of the

12

solar panels

-~

Optical characteristic of the panels

Do anti-reflective
coatings stop solar panel
glare?

(https:/ftwittérc

url=https:/fwwwi.pagerpo’
panel-glare/)
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Whilst it is often claimed that anti-
reflective coatings prevent harmful
glare in reality they reduce glare
levels - but often not when the sunis
at alow angle when direct solar
reflections are most likely.

How does solar panel
glare compare with glare
from other sources?

Other sources of glare include:

. Direct exposure to the sun

. Reflections from water

. Reflections from windows and glass

. Reflections from highly polished
steel

oW N e

5. Reflection from wet paved surfaces

The intensity of solar panel glare is
often less than the intensity of the
above - however the size of the solar
development can mean that solar
panel glare can be deemed
unacceptable.

Can solar panel glare be
mitigated?

The most effective ways of reducing

solar panel glare are:

1. Choosing a panel with a rougher
surface
2. Reorienting the panels

2223, 931 AM

M e pagaraower.COm e WEISOAAT- pANAL-GlaTe
} Page 30f 7
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3. Shielding the panels so they cannot
beseen

4. Changing the panel layout to reduce
visibility

What is typically
included in a Glint and
Glare assessment?

Glint and Glare assessments typically
determine the times at which solar
panel glare will occur. They also
predict the intensity of glare in
accordance with US Federal Aviation
Administration guidance.

Download our glint and glare

guidance document

(https://www.pagerpower.com/wp-
content/uploads/2020/02/Pager Power Glint and Glare Guidance 2020.p
which includes a standardised

methodology for PV developers,

planners and stakeholders to follow.

Conclusion

Solar panel glare is a common
occurrence which is not fully
mitigated by anti-reflective coatings.
Pager Power can predict glint and
glare effects on airports, railways,
highways and dwellings. There are a
number of mitigation options
available to solar developers.

Rittps:waw. pagerpower. cominavws/salar-parsl-glre)
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€ Shares [http: facebook.com/sharer/sharerphp?
u=https%3A%2F%ZFwww.pagemowemom%ZFnews%ZanlarApanel-glare%ZF
@ Shares (https:/plus.google com/share?

url=https33A%%2F%2Fwww pagerpowercom¥2Fnews % 2F solar-panel-glare?:d

@ Shares (http://pi st.com/pin/create/button/?
url=https¥%3AK2ZFH2Fwww. com#2Fnews¥%2Fsolar-panel-
glare%2F&media=https:/fww fwp ploads/2020/07

thumbnail png&description=Solar +Panel+Glare)

More by Mike

hitps:/iwwaw. er.comimews/author/mik
(hitps pagerpower.com/news(auinor ikel)

0 COMMEATS

Leave a reply

Your email address will not be published. Required fields are

marked *

hitps:/feorw. pagerpower.eom inews/solar- pansi-glars

2223, 31 AM
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