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Buckingham County 
Board of Supervisors 
Planning Commission  

Joint Meeting 
February 28, 2022 

 
 
 
At a joint meeting of the Buckingham County Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission held on 
Monday, February 28, 2022 at 6:00 p.m. at the Peter Francisco Auditorium of the Buckingham County 
Administration Complex, the following were present:  T. Jordan Miles, III, Chairman; Joe N. Chambers, 
Jr., Vice Chairman; Dennis Davis, Jr.; Donald E. Bryan; Donald R. Matthews, Jr.; Harry W. Bryant, Jr.; 
and Danny R. Allen.  Also present were Karl Carter, County Administrator; E.M. Wright, Jr. County 
Attorney; and Jamie Shumaker, IT Manager. 
 
Those present for the Planning Commission were John E. Bickford, Vice Chairman; Ashley Shumaker; 
James D. Crews, III; Steve Dorrier; Joyce Gooden and Stephen Taylor and Danny R. Allen.   
 
Re:  Call to Order by Planning Commission 
 
Vice Chairman Bickford called the meeting of the Buckingham County Planning Commission to order.   
 
Re:  Establishment of a Quorum by Planning Commission 
 
Vice Chairman Bickford established there was a quorum, seven of seven members present and the 
meeting could continue. 
 
Re:  Reconvene the February 14, 2022 meeting of the Board of Supervisors 
 
Chairman Miles called to order the reconvened meeting of February 14, 2022 meeting of the 
Buckingham County Board of Supervisors. 
 
Re:  Establishment of Quorum by Board of Supervisors 
 
Chairman Miles established there was a quorum, seven of seven members were present and the meeting 
could continue. 
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Re:  Invocation and Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Supervisor Chambers gave the invocation and Commissioner Shumaker led the Pledge of Allegiance 
which was said by all who were in attendance. 
 
Re:  Approval of Agenda 
 
Supervisor Bryan moved, Supervisor Allen seconded and was unanimously carried by the Board to 
approve the amended agenda of the Board of Supervisors as presented. 
 
Commissioner Gooden moved, Commissioner Dorrier seconded and was unanimously carried by the 
Commission to approve the agenda as presented. 
 
Re:  Approval of the Planning Commission Minutes 
 
Commissioner Shumaker moved, Commission Crews seconded and was unanimously carried by the 
Commission to approve the minutes of the January 24, 2022 meeting. 
 
Re:  Moment of Silence for Commission Chairman Pat Bowe 
 
Bickford:  Before the Public Comment period, for those that may not know, the Chairman of the 
Planning Commission Pat Bowe, passed away Friday morning.   So if you would join me in a moment 
of silence in his memory.  Thank you. 
 
Re:  Public Comments 
 
Bickford:  Thank you very much. That brings us to the general public comment period. Do we have 
anyone sign up for that? 
 
Lann:  Yes, sir. We have Quinn Robinson, District Four. 
 
Bickford:  Please remember to come forward, state your full name, address. Public comment period is 
only for matters that we do not have a public hearing for which is the solar farm and the Board of 
Supervisors has the one for the Siting Agreement. 
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Quinn Robinson, District 4:  Good evening, my name is Quinn Robinson. I live in Andersonville, 
District 4. I just have a couple of brief things in general. I noticed that the meeting was canceled and 
completely confused me and I hope at some point you or someone can explain the reason for that. I was 
also disappointed that the Herald published the cancellation without any comment about why it was 
initiated. But that's their problem. I can’t understand your attachment to these joint meetings. They 
confuse things.  Read over the minutes when they come back. You don't know who's who and who's 
doing what and what the responsibilities are. It's a mess. And this is supposed to be Buckingham’s is a 
rural community, slower pace of things. Why you have to have four permits at one meeting, which 
happened earlier this year. It's just not realistic. There's too much information to absorb. And you 
complicate your task. And now with this being on YouTube, you're showing a great deficit to anybody 
that's watching. It's not a good form. The main thing I wanted to talk about was this the emergence of 
Weyerhaeuser as a sponsor for these various things. That's appropriate, I guess, but it's also risky. We 
already have one Superfund site near Andersonville and the solar site has great possibility and potential 
monetary return. And I assume that you're going to pass that easily. The gold mine thing is another 
matter. It's a great problem to another Superfund site, and I don't think anybody wants that. And I hope 
you could get rid of it. Oh, one matter in particular about this and I appreciate the effort of Supervisor 
Miles to get the data out to the population. And Page Three it says the county will receive additional real 
estate taxes for the land within the fence of the project. That's fine, but it's an exact contradiction from 
what you've done with the cellphone towers for years. Each time on listings come up, I know several 
times I've asked that the property be reassessed at a higher value. 
 
Bickford:  Times up, Mr. Robinson. We got to keep right on tight schedule. Appreciate it, sir. Any 
other? 
 
Lann:  That’s all. 
 
Bickford:  That's all okay.  
 
Re:  Old Business-Planning Commission 
Re:  Joint Public Hearing-Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors on Case 22-SUP299 
Apex Clean Energy 
 
Bickford:  That brings us to Old Business. 
 
Edmondston:  Good evening, Mr. Vice Chair, members of the Planning Commission and the Board of 
Supervisors. Tonight we're here for a public hearing for Case 22-SUP200. The landowner is 
Weyerhaeuser Company and the applicant is Apex Clean Energy. Property information includes Tax 
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Map 17 Parcel 8 containing approximately 520 plus acres; Tax Map 17 Parcel 9 containing over 97 
acres; Tax Map 17 Parcel 13 with approximately 59.5 acres and Tax Map 18 Parcel 2 containing 
approximately 1,286 plus acres. The parcels are north of Bridgeport Road; east of Route 20; west of 
Hardware Road and in the Slate River Magisterial District. The Zoning District is currently A-1. The 
applicant wishes to obtain a special use permit to allow for the construction and operation of a 149.5 
megawatt utility scale solar facility on approximately 1,996 acres. The zoning ordinance does not permit 
a public utility generating plan as a permitted use. However, within the A-1 Agricultural District, Public 
Utility generating plants, public utility booster or relay stations, transformer substations, meters and 
other facilities including rural roads and facilities and water and sewage facilities may be permitted by 
the Buckingham County Board of Supervisors by a special use permit following recommendation by the 
Planning Commission in accordance with this ordinance and the Code of Virginia. The Planning 
Commission may recommend and the Board may impose conditions to ensure protection of the district 
at the special use permit is approved. Riverstone Solar LLC, the applicant or Riverstone request a 
special use permit to allow for the construction and operation of a 149.5 megawatt utility scale solar 
facility known as the project on approximately 1,996 acres of private land in northern Buckingham 
County. This project is being developed by Apex Clean Energy, a renewable energy development, 
construction and operations company based in Charlottesville, Virginia. The Board of Supervisors 
approved Case 21-SUP290 for Apex Riverstone Solar LLC project on November 8, 2021. Condition 7 
limited the solar equipment and accompanying stormwater features to no more than 1,729 acres of the 
incorrectly stated acreage of the project is 1966 and should have said 1996. The application for 22-
SUP299 was received due to ongoing studies and evaluations necessitating the request for the additional 
35 acres that will be used by the applicant. As an additional space that will permit flexibility in the 
design and construction on the project. The applicant states that while the project can still be constructed 
in accordance with 21-SUP290 approval, the additional 35 acres will permit flexibility to avoid cultural 
or environmental sensitive areas that may be identified during environmental studies or may be used for 
an alternative internal access to the interconnection switching station, staging of construction equipment 
or additional solar equipment. Below are 30 conditions that were provided to you in your packet. And 
these conditions are designed to protect the integrity of A-1 zoning district. 
 
Bickford:  Thank you, Mrs. Edmondston. Before we open up the public hearing, do any of the Planning 
Commissioners or Board of Supervisors have any question for the applicant at this time? 
 
Miles:  Does any Supervisor have any questions for Mrs. Edmondston or the applicant at this time, 
gentlemen? 
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Allen:  I'm just wondering if it'd be a good thing to have Nicci to read the changes that we've made on 
these conditions before people speak so they would know what we've done to try to help to make it 
better. 
 
Miles:  Would you be amenable to that, Supervisors? Y'all good with that, Chairman Bickford?  Is your 
group okay with that? 
 
Bickford:  I believe so.  
 
Edmondston:  The 30 conditions listed below with the final version provided to you on February 23rd. 
The updates and revisions are necessary as determined by public feedback since the introduction on 
January 24th, 2022. 
Below are conditions that you may consider attaching to the request if approved: 
 
Version 2.23.22 (Updates and Revisions necessary, as determined by Public Feedback, since Introduction 
on January 24, 2022) 
 
1. Inspections. Riverstone Solar, LLC or any successors, assignees, current or future lessee, sub--
lessee, or owner of the solar energy facility (the “Applicant”) consent to annual administrative 
inspections by Planning Department Staff for verification of compliance with the requirements of this 
SUP after the completion of the construction of the Project.  During construction of the Project, the 
County and its assigns and designees shall have access to the site for inspections and to assure 
compliance with the conditions of the SUP. 
 
2. Compliance with Conditions. The Applicant shall sign the list of the adopted conditions for this 
SUP signifying acceptance and intent to comply with these conditions. 
 
3. Compliance with Laws; Erosion and Sediment Control and Stormwater. That all federal, 
state, and local laws, regulations, permit requirements and ordinances will be adhered to including but 
not limited to: 
 
a. All active solar systems and solar equipment used in this Project shall meet the requirements of 
the National Electrical Code (NEC), National Electrical Safety Code (NESC), American Society of Civil 
Engineers (ASCE), American National Standards Institute (ANSI), Institute of Electrical and Electronics 
Engineers (IEEE), Underwriters Laboratories (UL), or International Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) 
as applicable and comply with state building code and shall be inspected by a County building inspector 
through the building permit process. 
 
b. An Erosion and Sediment Control Plan must be submitted to the County and approved by the 
Soil and Water Conservation District and the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality prior to any 
land disturbance.  Prior to Applicant’s submission of the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan, the 
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Applicant will contact the County’s erosion and sediment control reviewer and use reasonable efforts to 
arrange a meeting on the Property with the Applicant’s engineer. The County may obtain an independent 
third party review of the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan at the expense of the Applicant.  
 
c. The erosion and sediment control plan shall be prepared in accordance with the Virginia Erosion 
and Sediment Control Handbook.  As an additional precaution, the erosion and sediment control plan 
will be implemented as a sequential progression, demonstrating that not more than 25% of the 
Maximum Extents (a “Phase”) be initially disturbed during construction without temporary seeding or 
other stabilization in accordance with the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook. Temporary 
seeding or other stabilization in accordance with the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook 
shall be implemented as soon as possible, and no more than 7 days after final grading in a Phase is 
complete.  As soon as the stabilization of a phase, as referenced in sentence 2 of this condition, has been 
completed, construction activity (disturbance) may commence in a subsequent Phase. This condition 
shall not prevent continued construction activities in a previous Phase after a previous Phase has been 
stabilized in accordance with the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook, and such stabilized 
areas will not be subject to the 25% limitation of sentence 2 of this condition; however continued 
construction activities, excluding maintenance of erosion and sediment control and stormwater 
management features or associated activities, shall not be re-initiated in a previous Phase until at least 
50% vegetative cover (as determined by an independent inspector) has been established in that Phase or 
60 days after a Phase has been temporarily stabilized, whichever is sooner. During this period, the 
applicant shall take continued action implementing best management practices to promote successful 
establishment of vegetative cover in a Phase.  The erosion and sediment control plan will provide the 
means and measures in accordance with the Virginia Erosion and Sediment Control Handbook to 
achieve stabilization of the disturbed areas and to comply with this condition.  
 
d. During the construction of the Project, the Applicant shall require the following:  
 (1) All Erosion and Sediment Control facilities will be inspected by a qualified third party 
inspector: (i) at least every four calendar days; or (ii) as least once every five calendar days and within 
48 hours following any runoff producing storm event. Any discrepancies should be noted and corrective 
action should be taken to ensure facilities are operating properly. Corrective measures include regularly 
cleaning out sediment basins and traps, stabilizing eroded banks or spillway structures, cleaning inlets 
and outlets and repairing damaged silt fence shall be prioritized.  
 (2) Runoff at stormwater outfalls will also be observed just as often for characteristics listed in 
the land disturbance permit (clarity, solids, etc.).  
(3) A record of the amount of rainfall at the Project during land disturbing activities.  
(4) A record of major land disturbing activities, including dates when clearing, grading and excavating 
occurred in each Phase. Dates when construction activities are either temporarily or permanently ceased 
in the Phase should be recorded along with stabilization areas.  
 
e. The County may inspect the Project during construction as determined by the County and shall 
retain all enforcement rights under applicable law.   
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f. A Stormwater Management Plan must be submitted to the Virginia Department of 
Environmental Quality (VDEQ) and approved by VDEQ prior to any land disturbance.  The Applicant 
will obtain approval of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (“SWPPP”).  The Applicant and its 
contractor will have operational day-to-day control of the Project and must implement the SWPPP 
measures.  The Applicant will cause the active up-to-date SWPPP to be made publicly available either 
electronically or at a location viewable not less than once per month upon request by the public. The 
Applicant and its contractors will ensure that the applicable subcontractors are trained on appropriate 
best management practices and requirements in the SWPPP. 
 
g. The Project shall fully comply with all applicable provisions of the Buckingham County Zoning 
Ordinance, to the extent not modified herein, throughout the life of this SUP. 
 
4. Expiration. The building permit application must be submitted within 2 years of obtaining the 
Special Use Permit and the commercial generation of solar electricity shall begin within 24 months of 
the approval of the building permit or this SUP shall be null and void. The building permit deadline will 
be extended for 12 months (3 years total), and the construction time period extended by 12 months (30 
months total) by administrative approval of the County Administrator after consultation with the Board 
of Supervisors due to delays in state permits, interconnection approval, or other good cause 
demonstrated by the Applicant. Any timeframe under which the Commonwealth is under an Executive 
Order of the Governor declaring a statewide emergency will toll the timeframe specified in this 
condition. 
 
5. Definitions. All racking, solar modules, inverters, breakers, switches, cabling, communications 
components, and other ancillary components necessary to convert solar energy to electricity and 
interconnect to the electrical transmission are considered “Solar Equipment” and subject to the 
requirements for such, together with setback requirements of that district and other requirements, unless 
otherwise stated in these conditions. Solar Equipment shall not include access roads and transmission 
lines and poles.  “Project Area” shall include all areas within the Property line boundary that include, but 
not limited to the following: Solar Equipment, ingress/egress, access roads, fencing, parking, laydown 
areas, setbacks, buffers, storage area, wetlands, erosion and sediment control features, storm water 
management features, and other ancillary components. Battery storage and other energy storage methods 
are not approved as part of this SUP and will require separate special use permitting.  The “Maximum 
Extents” shall not exceed 1,765 acres and is depicted on the General Plan.  The “Property” is defined as 
1,992-acres consisting of Tax Map Section: 17, Parcel 8, Tax Map Section: 17, Parcel 9, Tax Map 
Section: 17, Parcel 13, and Tax Map Section: 18, Parcel 2.  
 
6. Binding Obligation. This SUP shall be binding on the Applicant or any successors, assignees, 
current of future lessee, sub-lessee, or owner of the solar energy facility. 
 
7. General Plan. The construction of the Project shall be in substantial conformance with these 
conditions and in general conformance with the Special Use Preliminary Site Plan prepared by Apex 
Clean Energy dated January 12, 2022 (the “General Plan”). The Solar Equipment and accompanying 
storm water features shall be limited to no more than the 1,765 acres of the 1,992-acre Property as 
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shown on the General Plan. Modifications to the General Plan shall be permitted at the time of building 
permit based on state and federal approvals and final engineering and design requirements that comply 
with these conditions. 
 
8. Construction Hours. All site activity required for the construction and operation of the solar 
energy facility shall be limited to the following: 
 
a. All pile driving activity shall be limited to the hours from the earlier of sunrise or 8 a.m. to the 
later of 6 p.m. or sunset, Monday through Friday. Applicant may request permission from the Zoning 
Administrator to conduct piling driving activity on Saturday or Sunday, but such permission will be 
granted or denied at the sole discretion of the Zoning Administrator; and 
b. All other construction activity within the Project Area shall be limited to the hours from the 
earlier of sunrise or 8 a.m. to the later of 6 p.m. or sunset, Monday through Sunday in accordance with 
the provisions of the County’s Noise Ordinance and shall not be unreasonably loud for a sustained 
duration of time as monitored at the property line of the Project Area. 
 
9. Noise. After completion of construction, the solar energy facility, during normal operation, but 
excluding maintenance, shall not produce noise that exceeds 50 dbA as measured at the property lines of 
the Project Area boundary, unless the owner of the adjoining affected property has given written 
agreement to a higher level. 
 
10. Setback from Existing Residential Dwellings.  A minimum three hundred and fifty (350) foot 
setback shall be maintained from Solar Equipment to any adjoining or adjacent residential dwellings 
(and not the property line) that exist at the time of the approval by the Board of Supervisors. This 
requirement may be reduced or waived for the life of the solar energy facility, if agreed to, in writing, by 
the owner of the residence. Transmission lines and poles, security fence, and project roads may be 
located within the setbacks only where necessary. During construction, the setback may be used for the 
staging of materials and parking if the buffer is not disturbed.  The Applicant shall retain and maintain 
existing vegetation and timber in the setback that are under the control of the Applicant and located on 
the Property.  
 
 
 11. Setback to Property Lines and Rights of Way.  
  
 a.   Property Line.  A minimum of a fifty (50) foot setback from Solar Equipment to the 
property line shall be provided around the perimeter of the Solar Equipment where it is adjacent to 
property not owned by the same property owner as covered in the SUP at the time of the approval by the 
Board of Supervisors.  
 
 b.  Right of Way.  The Applicant shall provide a minimum of a seventy-five (75) foot 
setback from Solar Equipment to any adjoining public right of way.  
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 c.  Transmission Lines and poles, security fence, and project roads may be located within the 
setbacks only where necessary. 
 
12.  Setback to Perennial Streams and Connected Wetlands. As an additional erosion and 
sediment control and stormwater management precaution, a minimum fifty (50) foot setback shall be 
maintained from Solar Equipment to the edge of all perennial streams and connected wetlands located 
within the Project Area. Transmission lines and poles, project roads, erosion and sediment control and 
stormwater management features may be located within the setbacks where necessary.  
 
13. Buffer. 
 
 a.  Within the setback, the Applicant shall retain at least a fifty (50) foot buffer of existing 
vegetation and timber with the intent to substantially obscure from view the Solar Equipment and 
security fence from the property line. Along the property line where there is no vegetation or timber to 
retain, the Applicant will supplement the buffer with new plantings in the fifty (50) foot buffer.  
 
b.  Along existing public right-of-way (ROW) where there is existing timber, the Applicant shall 
retain at least a fifty (50) foot buffer of existing vegetation and timber with the intent to substantially 
obscure from view the Solar Equipment and security fence from the public right-of-way.  Along existing 
public rights-of-way where there is not at least 50' of vegetation and timber remaining to substantially 
obscure from view the Solar Equipment and security fence, the Applicant will create a buffer of at least 
fifty (50) feet.  The new buffer will include timber, evergreens, cedars or other vegetation as determined 
by the Applicant with the advice of a professional arborist and subject to the prior written approval of 
the Zoning Administrator prior to the issuance of a building permit. All plantings installed in the buffer 
shall have an anticipated five-year height of six (6) to eight (8) feet after planting and an anticipated 
mature height of at least twenty (20) feet.  Any new plantings shall be planted during the appropriate 
time of year after the completion of construction of the Project. The buffer may be included in the 
setback area.  
 
c.  The Applicant will maintain all buffer areas with the advice and support of a professional 
arborist or forester for the duration of the Project’s operational life.  Such maintenance may include 
thinning, trimming, seeding or other modifications to the buffer to ensure the health of the vegetated 
buffer areas, public safety, and the energy efficiency of the Project. In the event the health of the 
vegetation within the buffer area is compromised and no longer substantially obscures the visibility of 
the Solar Equipment and security fence, the Applicant will plant a new buffer, or supplement the 
remaining buffer, including timber, evergreens, cedars or other vegetation as determined by the 
Applicant with the advice of a professional arborist or forester. 
 
d.  A performance bond reflecting the estimated costs of anticipated landscaping maintenance, as 
determined by the Applicant with the advice of a professional arborist or forester, shall be posted by the 
Applicant prior to construction.  This ensures buffer landscaping is adequately maintained for the life of 
the Project. 
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14. Fencing. The Applicant shall install a security fence around the Solar Equipment that is a 
minimum six (6) feet in height. Fencing must be installed on the interior of the vegetative buffer 
required in this section so that it is screened from the ground level view of adjacent property owners. 
The fencing shall be always maintained while the facility is in operation. 
 
15. Lighting.  Construction lighting shall be minimized and shall be directed downward. Post--
construction lighting shall be limited to security lighting only and shall be full cut-off lighting pointed in 
a down direction.  All post-construction lighting shall be dark sky compliant.  
 
16. Interconnection. The Project shall not receive a building permit until evidence has been given to 
Buckingham County that the electric utility company has a signed an interim interconnection service 
agreement or interconnection service agreement with the permittee. 
 
17. Decommissioning. If the solar energy facility is inactive completely or substantially 
discontinuing the delivery of electricity to an electrical grid) for a continuous twelve (12) month period 
it shall be considered abandoned. The Applicant shall provide notice to County Administrator 
immediately upon the Project becoming abandoned, inactive and/or shutting down operation. The 
Applicant or its successor and/or assign ("Project Owner") shall decommission the Project within twelve 
(12) months abandonment, inactivity, or substantially discontinuing the delivery of electricity to an 
electrical grid, whichever occurs first.  The decommissioning shall be in accordance with a 
Decommissioning Agreement between the Applicant, Project Owner and the County.  If the Project (or 
relevant part) is not removed within the specified time, the County may cause the removal of the Project 
with costs being borne by the Project Owner as will be provided for in the approved Decommissioning 
Agreement. The costs of decommissioning shall be secured by an adequate surety in a form agreed to by 
the County Attorney, including but not limited to a bond, letter of credit, cash, or a parent guarantee by 
an investment grade entity. The Applicant’s cost estimate of the decommissioning shall not include the 
salvage value of the Solar Equipment.  The cost estimate of the decommissioning shall be updated by 
the Applicant every five (5) years and be provided to the County.  At its option, the County may require 
the surety amount be increased based on the new cost of decommissioning. The Decommissioning 
Agreement shall be agreed upon and the surety shall be provided before the issuance of the building 
permit. 
 
18. Decommissioning Timeframe. The Project shall be decommissioned within twelve (12) 
months.  The decommissioning shall require (i) the removal of any Project facilities installed or 
constructed thereupon, (ii) the filling in and compacting of all trenches or other borings or excavations 
made in association with the Project and (iii) the removal of all debris caused by the Project from the 
surface and 36” below the surface of the Property. 
 
19. Training of Emergency Services. The Applicant shall coordinate with the County's emergency 
services staff to provide materials, education, and/or training to the departments serving the solar energy 
facility regarding how to safely respond to on-site emergencies.  Prior to construction, the Applicant 
shall ensure that emergency services staff has keys and other access to the Property and the Applicant 
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shall provide the County and emergency services with safety data sheets (SDSs) on the Solar Equipment 
for the life of the project.   
 
20. Access Roads and Signage. Access roads are to be marked by the Applicant with identifying 
signage. The manufacturers' or installers' identification and appropriate warning signage shall be posted 
on or near the panels in a clearly visible manner. The signage must identify the owner and provide a 24-
hour emergency contact phone number. Each access gate must also have the signage that identifies the 
owner and provides a 24-houremergency contact phone number.  
 
21. Construction Management. The following measures will be taken:  
a.  A Construction Traffic Management Plan and mitigation measures shall be developed by the 
Applicant and submitted to the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) and Buckingham 
County for review. The Plan shall address traffic control measures, an industry standard pre- and post-
construction road evaluation, proposed work zones and delivery locations, and any necessary localized 
repairs (i.e., potholes, wash-boarding of gravel, shoulder rutting, culvert crushing, etc.) to the public 
road that are required as a result of damage from the Project.  
 
b.  During construction, each project entrance will have a dedicated wash station to mitigate natural 
debris from unintentially leaving the Project Area. The Applicant will take all reasonable precautions to 
minimize impact and damage to public roads including regular maintenance, washing and sweeping. If a 
traffic issue arises during the construction of the Project, the Applicant shall immediately develop with 
input from the County and VDOT and implement appropriate measures to mitigate the issue. 
 
c. During construction, the Applicant will hold a Town hall every quarter within the County, 
inviting county officials, neighboring landowners, and the broader Buckingham community. During 
these town halls, the Applicant will provide a report on the Project’s construction progress from the 
previous quarter and summarize construction activity to occur in the subsequent quarter, and provide an 
opportunity to receive citizen comments.  
 
22. Parking. Parking of vehicles or staging of equipment or materials related construction or 
decommissioning of the Project shall be limited to the Project Area. 
 
23. Glare.  All panels will use anti-reflective coatings. Exterior surfaces of the collectors and related 
equipment shall have a non-reflective finish and solar panels shall be designed and installed to limit 
glare to a degree that no after image would occur, towards vehicular traffic and any adjacent building. 
 
24. Height.  No aspect of the Solar Equipment shall exceed 17 feet in height, as measured from 
grade at the base of the structure to its highest point. Such height restriction shall not apply to electrical 
distribution facilities, substations, or transmission lines. 
 
25. No County Obligations. Nothing in this SUP shall be deemed to obligate the County to acquire 
any interest in property, to construct, maintain or operate any facility or to grant any permits or 
approvals except as may be directly related hereto. 
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26. Severability of Conditions. If any one or more of the conditions is declared void for any reason 
whatever, such decision shall not affect the remaining portion of the permit, which shall remain in full 
force and effect, and for this purpose, the provisions of this are hereby declared to be severable. 
 
27. Enforcement.  Any infraction of the above-mentioned conditions could lead to a stop order and 
discontinuation or revocation of the special use permit in accordance with Virginia law. 
 
28. Road Use Restrictions. The Applicant will be restricted from using Paynes Road, Georgia 
Creek Road, Quail Run Lane and the portion of Paynes Pond Road from the intersection of Route 20 to 
the northern boundary of the Project Area for access to the Project Area during the construction and 
decommissioning phases of the Project.  The Applicant will be restricted from using Paynes Road and 
Quail Run Lane during the operations and maintenance phases of the Project.   
 
29.  Solar Panel Technology. The Applicant will be restricted from utilizing photovoltaic panels 
with internal components containing cadmium telluride.  Only silicon type panels, or those other panels 
that have been established as optimal standard best practice shall be utilized by the Applicant.    
 
30.   Ground Cover; Pollinators. Prior to the start of construction, the Applicant will perform no less 
than 10 soil tests in areas across the Project Area to achieve an appropriate sample size of Project Area.  
The soil tests will be used to inform and develop a comprehensive and detailed vegetative management 
plan with the intended effect to revegetate the Project Area with ground cover. The vegetative 
management plan may include the optimal seed types, fertilizer rates, and liming rates (if necessary) to 
be used for temporary and permanent stabilization. Once operational, the Applicant will maintain 
ground cover in good condition throughout the operation of the Project.  Where grubbing is not required 
for the construction or operation of the solar farm, or for the installation of erosion control and 
stormwater management features, existing stumps shall remain in place. The Applicant will consider 
implementation of Pollinator Habitats where appropriate and in accordance with applicable laws and 
regulations.  
 
 
Those are the 30 conditions that have been offered for your review. 
 
Bickford:  Thank you, Mrs. Edmondston. 
 
Miles:  Thank you. 
 
Allen:  You done a good job. Appreciate it. 
 
Bickford:  All right. Before I open the public comment period, few rules and schedules. We'll have a lot 
of voicemails and emails. So around somewhere approximately a quarter to nine, nine o'clock, take 
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about a 10 minute break, and just stretch, and we'll get back and resume listening to all.  At the 
completion of that, Apex will present a presentation. And at the conclusion of that, I will then open it up 
for the Commissioners as well as Board of Supervisors for questions to the applicant and discussion. At 
that, the Planning Commission will make a recommendation either up, down or possibly tabling it. Once 
we make that action, we will then recess and reconvene on Wednesday at 6pm. At this time, if everyone 
would make sure their phone is either silent or off. So we don't have you know, everything goes right on 
through. If you hear speaking, I have to hold your feet to the fire three minutes, because a lot. Third 
thing is please respect whoever is speaking. I'll give one warning for outburst. Try to maintain if you 
can, I know it's a passionate, you've got things at stake here. But it's very important not only during the 
comment period for the Commissioners and Supervisors to make sure we hear everything, but also when 
the presentation by Apex is going on because that's, you know, that gives us the opportunity, we don't 
want to miss anything and make sure we got it all straight before we make a decision. So if you would 
honor those I would greatly appreciate it. With that is do we have any…the final thing is if you're here, 
and you sent a voicemail or email in, then you have the opportunity to come forward and speak but you 
only get one opportunity. So you can either if you want to come and speak and you sent a voicemail or 
email, that won't be read or heard.  It will be you to substitute your speaking.  If you did and you don't 
want to come forward and it'll be read.  Both in all three cases, it'll become part of the public record. So 
you're fine with that. Okay.  With that I’m going to ask if we have any people present to sign up?  
Present. Okay. We will start first with the people that are here. And then when we get through that then 
we'll go to the voicemails and emails.  
 
 
 
Natalie Aldridge, District 1:  Thank you for the updates, but I will still speak my comments. Good 
evening. There are multiple lawsuits against Apex Clean Energy for the same scale projects like 
SUP299. Multiple individuals from the area all feel the same way about the proposed project. I'm 
Natalie Aldridge and I'm here to speak on the behalf of my family from District Six at 286 
Hummingbird Road Scottsville Virginia. And the surrounding families SUP299 will affect. 1996 acres 
of solar panels will be placed in my family's backyard if the SUP299 request is approved. Throughout 
my high school years, I have met some of your families and friends who would be just as upset as I am 
if these solar panels were placed in your backyard. I have grown up around the 1996 acres that Apex is 
trying to place all of these solar panels on for 17 years. The childhood that I had is not only in jeopardy, 
but also in jeopardy for my future children and my family's current children. My childhood consisted of 
driving four wheelers just off Payne Pond Road and swimming in the Georgia Creek and James River 
every summer. And I quote, “The imminent soil erosion and harm to the streams like the Little Georgia 
Creek and James River will happen if this is approved” by Farmville Herald. The company is aware of 
the 150 megawatt power production so why have they deliberately set their limit to 149.5 megawatts just 
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to be safe with the SCC. I'm concerned with the effects this will have on the James River which is the 
largest watershed leading into the Chesapeake Bay and Atlantic Ocean. The deconstruction and 
construction of the panels will have a risk in the carbon emissions as well as pollutants that Apex would 
cause for the ocean through one runoff. The ocean takes in 25% of carbon dioxide emitted by us as is, so 
this project will only add to that with the placement of the solar fields. Furthermore, the ecology of the 
land will be altered with the manufacturing and placement of the solar fields. Finally, here are just a few 
of my questions. What are the future plans for this company and Buckingham County? Will this affect 
the surrounding watersheds? What will Apex do to help if these effects are detrimental to surrounding 
residents and their livelihood? Green energy should be something that the county should consider, but 
not on the scale and not for the companies that don't consider the livelihood of those that may affect. 
Industrial power projects do belong in our, do not belong in our backyards. I pray as you all do before 
every meeting that Buckingham County will vote no for the approval of SUP299. Thank you.  
 
Bickford:  Thank you  
 
Ruth Aldridge District 1:   Hi, I'm Ruth Oleander Aldridge from District 1 now changed to 6.  
Comments are regarding the SUP299 Solar Farm, and the Riverstone Solar facility. I've been living here 
for over the 20 years working at the University of Virginia various positions in the health care and 
education administration fields. Also, I was most recently involved with a health care initiatives locally 
for the testing of water quality for our citizens. Clean water is a basic but vital need for survival for 
people animals in our environment. I find myself still questioning with lots of concerns due to the lack 
of information prior to the knowledge of this project. I will keep to what is most important prior to any 
decisions made by the County Board of Supervisors’ roles that they are charged to uphold for the 
citizens in the county of those who live here and beyond. There is lacking information on what the solar 
panels are made from and how they can react to the environment during the project duration. The 
information communicated thus far has been ever changing and fluid which leads to complete confusion. 
For example, how will this affect waterways prior to construction and beyond for future generations to 
come? Will taxes be paid on the agricultural and industrial land by the entities?  Are their documents to 
be viewed for financial budgets for the county and the line items for expenditures and potential 
contractors? Will the country, will the county be working with the Chesapeake Bay Watershed 
Agreement established in 2014 for protection of the Bay and one of their themes for clean water? Has 
the research been completed and shared with the public on the potential positives and negatives to the 
local established 2016 B city initiative in Scottsville, Virginia. Scottsville, Virginia is approximately five 
miles from the project, part of the Chesapeake Bay Watershed Waterways that flow from the properties 
that are just beyond our family's land for three generations. More important to me is when a natural 
disaster can occur. For example, a ratio or tornado or even an earthquake, like the one that occurred in 
my hometown of Louisa County, Virginia in 2011, and was the magnitude of 5.6. epicenter. An 
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earthquake that was unpredictable caused damage to many areas in the Town of Mineral and Louisa.  
The earthquake that damaged the Washington Monument which is approximately 100 miles away. On a 
personal level, the same earthquake that caused water issues for our family, where we had to completely 
replace our water system. I urge a pause on the vote and rethinking if this was in your backyard with 
more focus time on resources and research to impact if it has any issues for the waterways in the 
environment. Not just for the area here but even 100 miles away. Thank you for additional updates and 
comments that were provided. 
 
Maggie Snoddy, District 5:  Good evening.  My name is Maggie Snoddy.  I live in the Glenmore 
district.  My address is 194 Mountain View Road Scottsville, Virginia. I wanted to speak on the 
proposed 2000 acre industrial solar farm. I do support renewable energy but we must do it correctly. As 
with all new technology, there are pluses and minuses and we must develop plans to counteract and 
minimize the minuses. This is an appeal to each of you to slow down and research this issue more fully 
and listen to your constituents. There have been many articles in the Farmville Herald which I'm sure 
you've read. Most experts talk about the dangers of having industrial solar farms in agricultural and 
residential areas. This is a huge project with potentially significant long term environmental impacts. 
There is no harm done by taking more time to investigate further.  I heard the county's developing utility 
scale solar policy.  That should be the first priority to be addressed. Finish that before we move forward 
with this project. The county should be the driver of this project, not Riverstone. No citizen in the 
county will see any reduction in their utility bill from this project. We should be looking instead to 
smaller scale projects that do reduce the utility bills for the citizens. Has the county reached out to 
Campbell County to discuss in detail some of the problems that they have had? Has the county consulted 
with impartial experts to get their expertise and opinion and advice? In my opinion, it's not prudent to go 
forward at this time with this project. Can anyone give us an example where another solar farm of this 
magnitude has been successfully implemented with no environmental impact? I urge you to listen to the 
experts and your constituents take more time to fully understand the impact of these large scale 
industrial solar farms and vote no on this project. Thank you. 
 
Brad Pickens, District 6:  Good evening. Brad Pickens, District Six, Blue Heron Lane in Scottsville. 
Before I start, I do want to recognize those of you who are serving as our public servants. I know your 
charges moving the County forward and I know sometimes we don't make your job easy when we 
bombard you from all sides. So I do thank you. You're also charged with protecting the residents. With 
that in mind, I want to remind everyone why we're really here tonight.  It's not to approve additional 35 
acres for SUP290. SUP290 is in litigation for failure to provide timely notice. And for APEX failure to 
provide adequate signage. A verdict for the plaintiffs will vacate the approved SUP290 and Apex knows 
this. So rather than wait for the court to rule Apex submitted a new SUP299. This is a totally new 
proposal and should get full public, PC and BOS review prior to vote.  Combining votes short circuits 
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that review. But even with just two weeks notice from BOS introduction tonight, we've shown the 
historical risk associated with projects of this size. We've shown that no county has invited Apex back 
after their experience. And we've given you firsthand accounts of Apex Campbell County horror.  299 is 
Apex’s most ambitious project to date and the second largest in the state. Why are we rushing to a vote? 
Mr. Bowe stated never again to the Route 60 projects yet here we are with something literally 10 times 
that size. You can't just stick your head in the sand hoping all of Apex’s promises will come true. If you 
haven't looked at Apex actual historic performance, you're being negligent. The 30 conditions you've 
added are a great start, but most are actually ineffective or even unenforceable. Moving forward with 
SUP299 and without a county solar ordinance is irresponsible.  I'm willing to work with you and with 
the solar committee to develop enforceable standards with more actual benefits to the county. But you 
cannot approve SUP299 without a rigorous and independent review. Every project over 200 acres has 
had major problems. Why would you risk this with no solar guidelines? The lawsuit bought you time. 
Please use it wisely. You have three choices, vote yes and accept those risks. Vote no and nothing 
changes, or vote not yet and be more deliberate in your review and establish those solar ordinance before 
even considering a vote. However, if yes is the right answer tonight, it'll still be the right answer in two 
months. In closing, I would like to work with you to develop a better agreement but if you vote to accept 
the risk on my behalf, you also accept the responsibility for those damages. Thank you. 
 
Jennis Pickens, District 6:  I'm Jennis Pickens, an affected landowner and homeowner in District 6 at 
1806 Paynes Pond Road and thus I'm commenting on SUP 22 SUP299. I'm adamantly opposed.  To the 
Commissioners, I respect your abilities to as land use planners to carefully weigh the testimonies of 
those most affected by this this proposal. Proper land use planning is critical to ensure the balance 
between sustainable and efficient land use practices while also meeting future clean energy goals. A 40 
year lease is a very long time and there are 2000 acres at stake. This decision will affect your children 
and your grandchildren. Please delay the approval of this SUP until a solar ordinance is in place to 
protect the interest of the residents. Please delay approval until Virginia legislators can pass House Bill 
206 which offers additional protections for forest and crop lands. 58% of utility scale solar projects in 
Virginia are destroying precious forested lands. 58% and 25% are gobbling up crop lands. And this is 
according to an analysis published by VCU of land use in Virginia in December. This alarming trend is 
not a sustainable practice. And you have the responsibility to the citizens of Buckingham to say no.  
Utility scale solar belongs in parking lots and on rooftops, not in land that has been forested for 60 years. 
The solar camp compound is sited less than half a mile from the scenic James River and the Little 
Georgia Creek runs through it. Our family owns the historic Payne’s Mill Pond. When all the trees are 
removed and the land brought to grade by denuding it of vegetation and topsoil runoff is inevitable. I 
asked you to pay attention to the experiences of other counties in Virginia, Essex, Campbell, 
Mecklenburg, Spotsylvania and Louisa who agreed to replace their agricultural land with utility scale 
solar. Those counties are still recovering from the catastrophic effects of runoff and erosion on their 
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water quality, their wells, their creeks, their ponds and their streams. Those counties are refusing utility 
scale solar.  Apex’s proposal does not bode well for Buckingham.  To the Board of Supervisors. Why do 
you think Apex is courting Buckingham County? Apex chose the site because of its proximity to high 
voltage electrical transmission lines.  A significant cost savings in their industry, ignoring the fact that it 
is an ecologically precious place full of trees and wildlife.  
 
Bickford:  That’s your time.  Thank you. 
 
David Ligon, District 6:  Hello, my name is David Ligon. I appreciate the opportunity to speak to you 
all tonight. I'm a landowner on Payne’s Pond Road. I have 67 acres between the two creeks. And I'd like 
to just share a little experience about what it was like to be a landowner on Payne’s Pond Road. So we 
have a state maintained road that is gravel, but it's very rarely maintained. We have potholes, wash 
boarding and hills that sometimes are impossible to get up in a regular vehicle. So when I come to visit 
the property, I have to come in my pickup truck with four wheel drive half the time to access the 
property. Over the years we've owned the property, several years ago, Dominion decided that the new 
clean energy was natural gas. So without my ability to fight it, Dominion and Columbia gas decided 
there with I'm sure your assistance decided they're going to put a 24 inch high pressure gas line through 
12 acres of my property. So for that clean energy project, I lost 12 acres of land. Didn't lose it, it's my 
land. But now to cross the land, to cross that gas line from my home site that I've been preparing for 
over a decade for my retirement, I have to go rent steel bridges, logging bridges.  They have to be 
brought in on tractor trailers. They have to be lifted in set with a bucket, you know, heavy piece of 
equipment. I've had to do that twice since they've installed the gas line on my property. Now that's not 
Clean Energy. Now solar is clean energy. So now you want to come down and approve a 1900 plus acre 
solar farm and on the backside of my property.  My back property line borders, it's halfway through 
Georgia Creek. Already when we have hard rains, snows that run off that bottom is a flood basin. And 
the property line doesn't change but the creek changes. There's a football field difference in where that 
creek sometimes flows. And now we're going to dump 1900 plus acres of stormwater into that creek to 
add to that problem. I'm going to say based on what I've seen over the years, I object to the SUP299. 
And I would please urge all of you to do the same. Thank you 
 
Laurie Collins, District 1:  I'm Laurie Collins. I live at 511 Blue Heron Lane. My view from my front 
porch is the tree line to this project. That tree line is about 100 feet higher than my home, as well as the 
properties on three sides of me where this project will be. I have a creek that is beside my home. It is 28 
feet from my deck where it drops to a 30 foot chiasm. In the event of stormwater runoff, which is got to 
happen because it's all I'm in a little valley. It can affect the structure and foundation of my home. 
During one of the many conversations with Planning Commission and Board members, one of them said 
and I quote, “the people who live near the project will have to give up some things for the good of the 



  
BUCKINGHAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS/PLANNING 
COMMISSION JOINT MEETING                                         
FEBRUARY 28, 2022 

- 166 - 

 
 

whole county.” That person went on to say “and if they don't like it tough”.  I will not repeat the word 
that followed tough. But it started with an S and ended with a T.  I wouldn't ask anyone to give up their 
peace of mind for money. I wouldn't ask Buckingham residents to give up safe roads or ask them to 
endure the noise and diesel you know seven days a week for a year so that the county can get some 
money. We should not ask people to give up their sense of security and allow 350 to 400 strangers next 
door possibly overnight like the pile drivers. This area's remote in the event of a problem helps far away. 
But would I ask members of the community to endure a higher risk of fire or flooding for the possibility 
of green energy? Of course not. Unless there are guarantees of compensations for damages, bonds in 
place, ordinance in place to protect us this should not happen. We need to be responsible for each other. 
We need to follow God’s Golden Rule.  Do unto others as you would have them do to you.  If it isn't 
good for all of Buckingham County, you need to vote no. Thank you. 
 
Chin Henshaw:  Good evening. First I would like to personally thank you for taking the time to listen to 
what the residence of Buckingham County, I have nine years, has to say in regards to the matter at hand 
this evening. 
 
Bickford:  Ma'am, would you give your full name and address please? 
 
Henshaw:   Chin Henshaw, 9868 South James River Highway. And now imagine that you are driving 
down 60 which is a drive you have done for many years. What was once considered a beautiful and 
peaceful drive is now covered in acres of solar panels on both sides. And now I realize where the new 
side is a little bit away from what I will drive by but still, it just gave me some idea what is going to be 
look like.  The wild and plant life that wants to cover this land has been destroyed to make ways for 
what is approximately 66,000 solar panels that are being…I used Amazon Cloud for the information I 
have. While in the long run solar energy is indeed a greener method of energy. The process in order to 
install the panel's especially in a county as beautiful as Buckingham would burn high amount of fossil 
fuels and plastic waste along the way. They're also in stuck location once installed. They can be turn or 
move other than going through what she was saying how they're going to undo it. It will be one thing for 
the residents of Buckingham that have lived here for years to benefit from this. But it wouldn’t.  How 
does this benefit the residents if it does?  Land that is being taken away and altered, and that it really is 
not what the residents wants? I'm against this project, just because once we have those mega panels, we 
don't know that effect of it. And is it how we want to look ourselves and further generation and it's how 
we're going to invite other people to move into our county in the future and for generations to come. 
And as a resident for many years, I've always loved Buckingham for quiet beauty and quality of life that 
it provides I feel that this big project such as this taken away that I will no longer get that feeling. Please 
take my point into consideration when deciding to continue this project. And as I look, when you look 
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back on that emblem it shows what I consider a history in the Buckingham County, the trees and 
logging. Do we really want to put the solar panel up there? Thank you.  
 
Rachel Brown:  My name is Rachel Brown. I have a solar farm in our backyard. I live on Claybank 
Road.  So I wish all of you luck. I have, we have complained from the beginning up until last week, I 
even called and complained. A lot of noise. A lot of dirt, dust. Rangers, no respect. We were told that we 
would get a buffer we haven't gotten one yet. It's been six years.  Mrs. Edmondson was not here when 
that started Mrs. Cobb was.  I asked several times for her and Mr. Carter to come out and see what we 
were having to put up with.  Six years we haven't seen them yet. So if any of you want to ride on 
Claybank Road and come and see what we have to deal with every day. The Board of Supervisors 
changed the main entrance for that first solar farm from High Rock Road to Claybank Road, which is 
right behind us. We see it all day.  They're in there two, three times a week. Last Wednesday, six o'clock 
they were back there making who knows all kinds of noise.  So yeah, I wish all of you luck. Because if 
they treat you the way they have treated us.  It'll be there. It'll be there. 
 
Dale Moore:  My name is Dale Moore. I'm a Campbell County Board of Supervisors. I heard about this 
project and want to come over and give you my two cents to consider.  These same folks have about a 
1200 acre site in Campbell County and it's the worst thing that's happened to Campbell County in a long, 
long time. I spent numerous hours on that site trying to get them to clean up, to not put mud on the 
roads, tore the ditches in the roads.  They run red water, muddy water into the Otter River. Neighbors 
call me, people call me all the time. The man's cattle can’t drink out of the creek because it runs red mud 
all the time. I'm gonna tell you, I go in there sit in their office with them. And the man sit right there and 
tell me, don't you worry, I'm gonna take care of it. Every time, every time. He never did one thing. Not 
one thing. It's the worst thing that's happened in Campbell County. And I own a company, I founded a 
company employs 700 people. I've seen a lot of stuff. I've built a lot of your buildings. Heating, Air, 
electrical, Moore Electrical and Mechanical, I have seen a lot of stuff. And I'm going to tell you, I've 
seen a lot of stuff over the years of construction. These people know they don’t care one thing about it. 
If I kept track of the hours, if I got paid $10 an hour for the hours I spent on those sites. I could probably 
take me a long vacation. And I assure you that your county, I say this again, I will make emphasize, your 
people employed by your county will be on that site a lot. The cost you're going to incur there because 
they won't do it unless you make them do it. I promise you that.  Like I said, run off and mud in the 
water. I wish I could, wish I could say more. I wish I could just get out. I guess I would close it by 
saying, check these people out, find out how many sites and many solar sites they've done and where it's 
at. You know, it's not as good as it sounds. Believe me, it's not as good as it sounds. I’ll end with that. 
 
Jason Hicks:  Good evening. My name is Jason Hicks. I'm an attorney. I represent Emanuel Zunz, who 
lives at 991 Paynes Road. He owns Willow Tree Farm, which is a farm that is adjacent to the proposed 
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solar farm. Mr. Zunz shares the concerns of many of the people in here tonight. The objections to this 
project. But I want to focus on a unique issue. That is Apex doesn't own the property that's necessary to 
build this project. In order for the electricity that's going to be generated at the solar farm to get to the 
electrical grid, it has to connect to a power line. That power line is solely on my clients property. It's not 
on Apex’s property. Last year, Apex approached Mr. Zunz and asked him for an easement in order to 
build a power line across his farm to connect to the existing AP line that's on his property. Mr. Zunz did 
not grant them that easement. They do not have an easement to go onto his property to connect to the 
power line. Now it has been suggested by Apex that they can use the original easement in the 1940s that 
AEP or Appalachia Power Company originally had in order to build the high voltage line that's across 
his farm. Now Apex is wrong about that. That easement from the 1940s doesn't give AEP or anybody 
the right to build an additional line interconnect to the solar farm. But you don't have to decide that 
issue. You don't have to look at the easement and try to figure out what the scope of that easement is. 
Because it's not Apex’s easement. It's an AEPS easement. And there's nothing in the materials that are 
submitted in the application, that should that demonstrate that AEP thinks it has the ability to connect to 
this whole solar farm. They haven't taken the position that they can do this yet. And there's nothing in 
your, in the application that shows that Apex can connect to the high voltage power line that is on Mr. 
Zunz's property. So what's the sense in approving a solar farm that cannot produce any electricity? In 
order to apply for a special use permit, you have to show that you own the property that you're going to 
build the thing on. You can't approve a special use permit for Joe in order to build something on Bob's 
property. Same is true here. Apex doesn't have the property rights it needs to build this farm. And it 
hasn’t shown the Board or the Planning Commission that it has the rights and the ability to do that. At 
the very least, the county should wait to hear from AEP to see what their position is on this issue before 
approving. Thank you. 
 
Gavin Lee:  Good evening. My name is Gavin Lee. I may be a familiar face to some of you but I'll take 
a second to introduce myself. I used to be a state trooper here in Buckingham County. I'm not originally 
from Buckingham County. However, I've called Buckingham my home for the past eight years during 
my tenure with Virginia State Police. I have recently changed professions. I'm currently the 
Superintendent at Arbor Pro, Virginia. You may ask what does that have to do with the Riverstone solar 
project. I speak to you today as a prospective vendor to Riverstone Solar.  We are a relatively small and 
local based company that offers services of land clearing, vegetation removal. And so on the solar farm 
as large as a Riverstone solar project will be what we call a home run if granted opportunity to bid. This 
is in no way intended to be a bribery tool or promotion to commercial solar projects, but rather an 
insight on how such project can benefit to community and local businesses. Buckingham County is 
without a doubt one of the most beautiful and secluded counties in the state. The downside to being so 
secluded in rural is the amount of revenue generated. Based on the figures that were provided by Apex 
energy constructing a commercial solar farm and the county would essentially double the county's 
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current yearly revenue over the course of the next 40 years. Installing a solar farm as large as Riverstone 
solar project will insert a total of approximately $16 million to the county with little or no cost to the 
county itself. As I see it, it's free money and Buckingham County needs all the help it can get. In my 
tenure as a state trooper I got to work side by side with some of the most genuine and hardworking 
citizens of the county to keep this county safe. The money generated by the Riverstone project could 
easily supplement the volunteer fire departments and emergency services for new and improved 
equipment. Money could be distributed to the Buckingham County Sheriff's Office which I know all too 
well is overworked and underpaid. Revenue generated could also be infused into the school systems in 
which a recent survey based on data collected from the US Census Bureau ranks Buckingham as the 
eighth least educated county out of 95 counties in the State of Virginia. Not only will the project 
generate revenue for the county, but during the construction of the project, which will take a better part 
of a year, there'll be a massive surge in the revenue inserted into local businesses. Riverstone solar 
project is projected to bring more than 400 jobs in the county during construction. Of these 400 jobs 
many of them will be local hires which will provide well-paying jobs to the citizens of the county for a 
year more. Construction sites of these magnitudes also support your local businesses from restaurants, 
gas stations, hotels, to your local electricians, heavy equipment operations and hauling services that are 
normal basis would have to travel outside of Buckingham County to find. Again I'm not speaking to you 
this evening to promote Apex energy or the Riverstone solar project but trying to give you a reason to 
locally based company that could potentially benefit from project. Thank you for allowing me to use my 
three minutes of time to voice my opinions and views and urge you to approve all special use permits 
presented by Apex.  
 
Neal Aldridge:  Passed 
 
Reinhard Rieder:  Good evening, my name is Reinhard Rieder. We own a property on 2737 Bridgeport 
Road and have a common border with protected solar farm. Currently, we are already experiencing 
severe erosion from runoff from this property. And that's before even all this vegetation is taken out and 
just ground level vegetation is put in. So this erosion problem will only increase. Second, I did some 
research, where other product besides those local bad experiences with some solar farms. I researched 
where else it was experience collected with solar farms. And so, of course, I was interested how is it 
done in my home country in Austria. Austria is comparable in size with Virginia. But it's a landlocked 
Central European country, and more mountainous of course, then Virginia. So land is scarse. And 
therefore, what I found out is there's only one industrial solar farm approved in Austria, and that's on 
two and a half acres, two and a half acres. A recent application for a larger solar industrial solar farm of 
about 10 acres was rejected by direct popular vote. So the solution is not solar farms industrial size. The 
solution is as it was mentioned by another speaker before small implementations of solar. The result was 
in Austria, any new construction, especially home construction has to have a minimum amount of solar 
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panels installed. So you're not wasting any additional land goes right on the roof of the building. That's 
the solution. That's the application of solar. And that's the right application. A waste of land where you 
have a relative low power production on a huge portion of land is not a good idea. That's all I wanted to 
say. A little bit of food for thought. Thank you. 
 
Laura Keeton, District 1:  Good evening. My name is Laura Keeton. And I live at 3284 Paynes Pond 
Road. I think it's District 6. I spoke at the first public meeting concerning the solar panels. And I told of 
the story of my farmer friend from Tappahannock, who was approached by their solar companies to 
lease his land, even though he would instantly become wealthy. His final answer was that he cannot 
have his farm turned into land that would not go back to farmland. After the meeting, I happened to 
meet my friends for lunch. And they told me about the solar farm that was consequently, built in that 
area. Well, it caught fire, and it spread to the adjacent land and properties. The presence of the solar 
companies had left the area. And when the fighters got to the site, the gates of the solar farm were 
locked, adding to the time to extinguish the fire. After hearing about this, I did some research and 
actually, there's fires all over the United States with solar farms that are started by lightning and storms, 
tornadoes and hurricanes. The local newspaper articles all noted how difficult it was to extinguish the 
fires and how their solar companies did not train the local fire departments on this kind of fire dealing 
with highly toxic and carcinogenic waste. My friend also told me of the horrible brown runoff that goes 
into the Rappahannock River. I know all your proposals tonight your wonderful 30 proposals sound like 
proposals, but I'm not sure it's going to take place.  I find it also so amazing that we are so sensitive to 
our environment, our Chesapeake watershed, our protection of animal species, our health, except when it 
comes to this solar energy.  It seems to be okay to have overlook the destruction of forests and farms, the 
water runoff that will go into our Chesapeake Bay, the disruption of wildlife, both local and migratory, 
the desecration of the land, and the loss of aesthetic beauty. We call them farms, but they are far from 
farms, and they are far from safe. They make the company rich, and maybe a few landowners and 
politicians. But do you want it in your backyard? I would also like to add that we would not be in this 
horrific problem with Ukraine if our government weren't so eager to push a green new deal. Please do 
not turn a deaf ear to what we've said. Thank you  
 
Richard Walker, District 6:  Good evening everyone.  Richard Walker, property land owner on Union 
Hill Road who survive the Atlantic Coast Pipeline that this commission and this board pretty much 
approved hands down that we had to deal with as well as the and I hear your issues, that it's in your 
backyard. But when it was in our backyard, that we get this help?  Did we get the support?  When we 
tried to get rid of fossil fuels, when we tried to get rid of Atlantic Coast pipeline? Did we get the 
support? 
 
Miles:  Excuse me, Mr. Walker, but would you mind speaking into the mic just so we record this.   
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Walker: The issue being you know that I'm still fighting for Dominion to repair the road the right away 
that they created ,the Atlantic Coast Pipeline, I'm still fighting with FERC to have some restorative 
justice be done to our to the landowners that had ultimately lost their property during the time. You 
know, I'm believing that Apex will not bring a man camp into your area to bring in, invite individuals 
from all over the country that you have no clue of what they're going to do to your community, your 
county. This is the safest way for growth in this county is through Apex. And I truly believe that. Which 
is the other alternative?  We can conceivably add these folks still vote to have another pipeline come 
through here. Because it was too reckless, haphazard.  The Atlantic Coast pipeline, we had to literally 
get attorneys to fight in the fourth district court of appeals to end the Atlantic Coast pipeline. You know, 
anyone that was here at the Buckingham Middle School when former Vice President Al Gore and 
Reverend Dr. Bobber if you were there, I thank you. But however, are any of you there to help us fight 
when Atlantic Coast pipeline wanted to build a connector to the former Transco line on my family's 
property that we've owned since 1867. That was the fight. That's where we needed your support. You 
know, Apex, I truly believe will not bring the hazardous materials that the Atlantic Coast pipeline had in 
mind when they wanted to build a compressor station less than a quarter of a mile from my family's 
land. You know, I'm for Apex, you know, but I trust that this body will monitor everything that goes on 
with that construction site, because I believe that they will step up to the challenge and make sure. I train 
individuals on how to install solar panels. So I'm looking to be able to bring in folks from Farmville, 
from Buckingham County, from Dillwyn, from Richmond, from Charlottesville to work on that project 
so that they don't have to import individuals from across the other side of America. Who we have no 
clue who they are.  That they can hire individuals from within these communities. Thank you.  
 
Tom Snoddy, District 6. Thomas Snoddy. 
 
Snoddy:  I’m Tom Snoddy but I didn't sign a piece of paper.  If you want me to talk, I’ll do that. 
 
Lann:   It's up to you.  Your name is on here.  
 
Snoddy:  Okay, well I'm Tom Snoddy. I'm from District 6 Representative is Mr. Bryant.  I do have 
something to say. 
 
Bickford:  What’s your address? 
 
Snoddy:  1011 Logan Road Scottsville. Virginia. I think it's good to move forward and technology. I 
agree with some other comments, you need to do it slow. Make sure you do it right. I think everybody 
up here may have been, probably voted into the seats that they hold. I don't know about you guys. I 
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would recommend that you get the citizens and residents of Buckingham County, let them get involved. 
Let them vote. See what they got to say. Because you don't have them all right here. But they, you are 
where you are because of them. So that's my recommendation for the evening. Thank you.  
 
Ronald Dorrier:  District 1:  Good evening, gentlemen.  My name is Ronald Dorrier, my address is 
612 Hummingbird Road Scottsville, Virginia. First, I'd like to thank the people that came in front of me.  
They were well prepared, good neighbors that spoke their piece, and I'm proud of them. But I have 
another issue. I believe a man is known by his word. And with that, I have a question for you. Size of 
this project, the scope of this project, the amount of unknowns is going to potentially happen. Would 
you vote for this project if it was in your backyard? And I would like to you to show a set a hands on 
this if you would do it if it was in your backyard? And I see some hands. Well, then this begs the 
question, why are you so willing to put it on your neighbor's property? Is it a case of it ok as long as it’s 
not in my backyard? Is that what you're saying? Thank you very much.  I appreciate your honesty. 
 
Jorge Secada, District 1: Good evening.  Thank you for allowing me to speak. My name is Jorge 
Secada. I live in 344 Quail Run Lane, and I have around 40 acres adjacent to this project. I've been a 
resident there for more than 26 years. I work at the University of Virginia. I know what the benefits of 
this project are. They will bring a lot of revenue to the county.  Revenue which might in the long term, 
make us not need to have these kinds of projects approved quickly. Without due consideration of the 
risks that are being run. I know that one negative of the project is effects of the people, the people who 
are around it. But that's not the only risk. We've heard the experience that other counties have had with 
this company. We've heard of the risks of an environmental kind that this could bring to the Chesapeake 
Bay. The land that is going to be used is adjacent to little George Creek, which runs into the James 
River, which runs into the bay. And we know that one of the risks that are being run by the project is 
that it will spill undesirable materials into the creek. So I'm going to ask you why not make sure that the 
risks are not taken care of lightly?  That they are considered.  That provisions are taken so that in case 
the thing doesn't work, we will not be left with 2000 acres of unusable land for God knows how long.  
So that we don't destroy the environment in the way that we could be destroying it. That is the negative 
side of the project. Now, you could just say no to it, and then nothing would have happened. Or you 
could say we're going to wait for a while. And we're going to make sure that all these issues are 
addressed carefully. So that everybody that has a concern and that is a whole county has been addressed. 
Thank you.  
 
Ivan Petersheim, District 2:  Good evening Board and Commission.  My name Ivan Petersheim, 
District 2. And I live on Scotts Bottom Road. District 2.  I just moved in, me and my wife moved in this 
area a year ago. I'm just a new guy here but I'm opposed to the solar panels because of the agricultural 
movement into this area. The demand for farmland has increased in Buckingham County and I think we 
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are well on our way to regenerative agriculture and preserving open lands basing to the point that it 
could change the landscape of Buckingham County.  One of my questions was what is in the plan for 
after the 40 year lease is up?  Been talk about it but I don't know what it is or what the options are after 
that. And can grass grow on a red soil that's excavated after the solar panels are installed. I know some 
of those red clay doesn't grow grass very well. Also, speaking of agriculture, haven't we learned from 
world events of the food insecurity and there's a auction Buckingham County selling local end seeds and 
produce to accommodate the trend of buying local vegetables and other food. That's about all I go out 
and visit your local farmer. 
 
Framer Harris:   Good evening.  My name is Framer Harris. I live at 93 Hardware Road off of 
Bridgeport Road where the solar panels going to be made.  My land joins their land.  Between my land 
and their land is a small creek. It runs eventually to James River. All the runoff from that solar farm is 
going to hit that creek. It's a little branch but it runs right to James River. That picks up stuff as you go 
along. Anyway, I came here this afternoon because I'm a member of the Baptist Church. Our pastor 
asked me to speak on behalf because she wasn't here. And we oppose this project all together. Because 
when it comes to Bridgeport Road, all the traffic and trucks and things is going to be on Bridgeport 
Road and we got enough traffic up there now.  It's just unbelievable how much traffic on Bridgeport 
Road and how much more it will be. They said that I attended the meeting at the Arvonia Fire House. 
They said all the traffic would come through Bridgeport Road for the solar farm project and we got 
enough up there now.  I came through Payne Mill today and I can see the cutting the wood already. 
Moving timber already up there off Payne Pond.   I don't know how they got permission to start already. 
They cutting it already.  But anyway I'm opposed of it because other if they have all these trucks coming 
on Bridgeport Road, it’s not to big now.  It’s in bad shape.  Who's gonna fix it when the company is 
gone? Who's gonna monitor the noise that the solar panel make? Wildlife will be affected because they 
are fenced in and the runoff is tremendous. I ask you please vote against solar farm. Thank you. 
 
Scott Flood:  Good evening Commissioners, Supervisors and Citizens. My family has property between 
the proposed site and the river. I would like everyone to see how close to the James River this project 
truly is. This photo of the project looming high on the bluff is in your folder. From 200 feet above the 
river, that's higher than the 20 story building.  Any construction misstep will have catastrophic 
consequences. Stormwater will transport this load of mud and silt down the steep slopes. This location 
carries a very high risk. This topography map here is in your folder. Dominion Energy's letter to the 
governor recommends slope of 8% or less. And in your folder in front of you there's a red and green 
topography map. Everything red is too steep. Real world example, Apex developed and constructed one 
solar project in Virginia. Alta Vista Solar in Campbell County. Regarding the many problems there, Mr. 
Merrick replied, not us and points blame to the contractor. Would that be the same not me finger 
pointing excuse when things go bad here. Apex sold their interest in that project last February. The 
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overwhelming majority of violations of stop work orders, the sale of the stock is for the public record. 
Many are stormwater and erosion problems. Timmons Group did the design and it's also designing here. 
If you feel this project is a must, at the very least for protections you would want if this were by your 
home or property. Favor the decision for now and strengthen the conditions. Anticipate as many future 
problems as you can. We have heard a few more that need to be addressed tonight. Decommissioning. 
Protect future generations by getting the dollar amount upfront. How much is the bond amount? Will it 
cover the decommissioning require everything removed.  Not just 36 inches deep. This will keep things 
like broken panels from being buried. Buffers. If approved, the chief mechanism for mitigating impacts 
to adjacent properties is through vegetative buffers. There are not only necessary to obscure visual and 
noise impacts but also ensure that adjacent properties are not affected or damaged by erosion and 
stormwater. The 50 foot buffer is woefully inadequate for a project of this size and intensity. Louisa, 
which is much smaller and less intense requires a full 150 foot vegetated buffer surrounding the entire 
perimeter of the project. Despite these buffers, the runoff from clearing construction still caused 
significant damage to adjacent farmland. Condition 13 buffers must be amended to expressly prohibit 
the construction of roads and ENS or stormwater management infrastructure within the buffer. This 
defeats the purpose of the buffer and could lead to significant runoff and damage to adjacent properties. 
This was the case in Spotsylvania.  Allowed stormwater ponds and roads within the 100 foot buffer, 
significantly damaged adjacent farms.  Much new information has been presented. Many voices added. 
Please do not approve this SUP tonight. Give the people what they want. 
 
Robert Wilmoth:  How y'all doing? I'm Robert Wilmoth. I live on 270 Paynes Road. It's hard for me to 
improve on my opposition on this from what everybody said.  But I live there. Okay. And if it goes 
through, it goes through. I have to live with it. I have to keep moving on with my life. Don't want it. I 
want to see it. But I'm not gonna blame these fellows over here for building it. All these people that see 
right appear in front of me the ones we voted for and put into place. That’s who I’m going to come and 
express my concerns and fuss at. Not that I'm going to danger anybody's life or do anything stupid like 
that. But that’s who I'm gonna be knocking on the door of. If you don't want to see me at your door, I 
say the best thing to do is to table this thing and get it straight, or toss it in the trash. Thank you. 
 
David Ball, District 3:  Good evening, David Ball District 3. I want to say my condolences to the Bowe 
family. And I want to talk about this solar. I think Nicci's done a fabulous job in putting this together. 
But I’m amiss, you know, the old saying, you can't shut the corral when the horse is already out. And 
you've let solar into this county. And the property owner is not the owner of the solar. Or he didn't do the 
work. It was subcontracted and then it was sold off to an energy company. So you've already let solar in 
the county. How are you going to justify stopping this? You set yourself up for a legal battle. Because 
the door is already open. But you could have done because I went into the CRC meeting I believe was 
last November. And at the CRC, every county in the CRC except for two had solar policies. 
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Comprehensive solar policies. The other counties that didn't had a moratorium until they finished their 
solar policy. The only one who had no solar policy was Buckingham County. So until you have a solar 
policy, you've got an open door. Without a policy, you have no regulation. You have a standardized 
regulation, you can control the issues. But trying to do everything by method of throwing all these little 
additional regulations to an application as it comes, doesn't address the full issue. You leave too many 
things to play. And what you need to do is have a policy. What you should have done in the situation 
you're in is adopt a moratorium until you could have a comprehensive policy determined, evaluated and 
put in place. But you're already with the gate open, and the horses are out. So what are you going to do? 
The fact is, you already have a problem. And now you have to face it. And I'm not a lawyer, but I would 
think if you tried to stop this application because you want to step back and rethink things. They might 
have a legal reason to come back to the county and say excuse me, but we were so previously approved. 
We had a small issue about the size of the property. Now there is an issue again. There's a lot to think 
about and a lot to consider because you're the ones responsible.  Thank you. 
 
Kenda Hanuman, District 5:  Good evening, I'm Kenda Hanuman, District 5. I'm in favor of 
environmentally friendly energy. I applaud you for proving small community scale solar.  SUP299 is 
definitely not small or community based. I've heard this referred to as good because it's green energy. 
This is more than convenient labeling. This is about the site and the scale or the size. For example, 
would you place or site a water treatment plant in your yard or prefer the size of a garden hose rather 
than a fire hose to drink from? I was one of only two participants attending Jimmy Merricks first 
webinar last June on the Riverstone project. I wanted to learn more in order to make an educated 
decision. The more I've heard, the less I approved of Apex’s 149.5 megawatt proposal. And why that 
number? If it were a mere point five megawatts more, it would require more stringent regulations and 
oversight. This seems sneaky, at the very least. Is this hearing about democracy and the will of the 
people or dictatorship with your mind's made up to do what Weyerhaeuser and Apex demand? You have 
options now before approving the 2000 acre industrial SUP on agricultural land. This can wait for 
everyone to get a bigger picture of this huge solar project. How about public presentations by other 
counties? And I thank you for attending tonight, Mr. Moore. On their experience with solar development 
projects, or our referendum to allow citizens to vote on the scale and siting of these industrial 
complexes. Your constituents hope you'll choose a right side of history as you make your decision 
tonight. I'm sure it will take courage to stand up to these powerful corporations. Thank you. 
 
Marie Flowers, District 3: Good evening. I am Marie Flowers, District 3 266 LeGrande Lane. I live 
nowhere near the proposed solar station. I'm here because I care about what happens in my area and I 
consider the county my area. Let's see, there was a Republican in the state legislature who presented an 
ordinance in Richmond to do a study if the solar farms are more than 10 acres.  So there must be concern 
in other areas. Now let's see. One of my questions was would the bond be enough to cover any damage? 
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Apex has a bad history Um, what happens and who would close the farm down if it had to be closed 
down? Also, is it safe from hackers? You know? I think Vladimir Putin has long arms. And anyway, 
ladies and gentlemen, there were far more people at the pipeline and compressor station hearings, then 
there are here. And this these two boards approved the compressor station. And I hope that you will take 
the time to be more careful with this. I'm guessing that most of the people here are in favor of renewable, 
energy, renewable. But there are a lot of questions. There were a lot of things that people brought up 
here that I had no idea about. And my guess is you probably didn’t either. You need to take your time. 
You're responsible for people. That your first responsibility for them.   And also Nicci, you spoke too 
quickly, and can you repeat everything you shared? I didn’t hear it.  Thank you. 
 
Lann:   And that is all of the in person. 
 
Bickford:  Okay? We'll start with whichever in order how you have them for the emails and voicemails.  
 
Baird:  Alright, we'll start with voicemails. 
 
Alison Purcell:   Parcel 18-1 Bridgeport Road, SUP299. Dear members of the Planning Commission 
and the Board of Supervisors of Buckingham County.  Fact:  as of 2019, 15 counties in Virginia required 
a decommissioning estimate and our solar application before the project is approved by the Board of 
Supervisors. The decommissioning Condition 17 on Apex’s proposal is vague and lacking the necessary 
stipulations to protect the county. To grant this SUP now and then figure out the details later is poor 
policy. The decommissioning and land reclamation costs prepared by Dr. Herb Eklund, for the 
Riverstone Apex project is estimated to be over $15 million. There's no guarantee in the condition that 
Apex will post this amount and it is in the developer's best interest to underestimate the cost of 
decommissioning. Decommissioning Condition 18 states that Apex is only required to remove debris 
caused by the project on the surface, and 36 inches below the surface of the property. It is common 
practice in counties around Virginia to require that all cabling, electrical components and pilings be 
removed during the decommissioning process. This requirement is specified in their ordinances or 
special conditional use permit before approval. There is nothing written in the current condition to 
prevent equipment or solar panels from being buried more than 16 inches below the surface. Condition 
29 states that the applicant will be restricted from utilizing PV panels with internal components 
containing cadmium telluride. Why does it read internal components? This condition should restrict 
Apex from using toxic cadmium telluride in the panel's period. You all have the power to tell Apex no 
deal until a detailed decommissioning plan is completed. And the condition is clear that the solar panels 
do not contain toxic cadmium telluride. Would you not want our children and grandchildren to be the 
ones responsible for the renewable of hundreds of 1000s of toxic solar panels in 30 years? Please vote 
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no or table this vote until these valid concerns with conditions 18, 19 and 29 are addressed. Thank you 
very much. 
 
Miles:  Mrs. Lann, what was her name?  
 
Lann:  Allison Purcell. 
 
Barbara Dorrier:  My name is Barbara Dorrier.  I’m in the Georgia Creek district. I do not want the 
solar. We don't need the solar and I don't understand why they need so much acreage when other places, 
they are they have like 200 acres and they are not being fair to the wildlife.  And I don't want my taxes 
to go up and another thing, you supervisors, they never come around when you need them and to ask 
you questions and then they come around when they want you to vote for them. So forget them friends. 
Thank you.  Bye. 
 
Barry Dorrier:  My name is Barry Dorrier:  I live in the Georgia Creek district. Calling about the  
Apex solar project. The Board of Supervisors, please vote no because of land erosion and animals, how 
do you say it, housing.  They need to have a place to eat and also a place to hide and everything else. So 
please vote no.  Thank you. 
 
Christian Pickens:  Hey, this is Christian Pickens. District 6. Property directly adjacent to the 
Weyerhaeuser site. I'm commenting on Case 22-SUP299. I'd first like to bring up the statistic that's 
Virginia's the 13th highest state with deforestation, three square miles of land that's about to be clear-cut 
is home to tons of different animals. Quail, turkey, pheasants, deer, even some species of muscle that are 
endangered right now, are going to be affected by this clear cutting all this land is going to have a pretty 
negative effect on the climate as well. Deforestation releases 1000s of tons of co2 and greenhouse gases 
in the atmosphere that comes from trees leaking co2 as they die, and from all the equipment needed to 
cut them down. Not to mention all of this is hill.  It has to be in a 2% grade to truly be able to for them to 
be able to put solar panels on so for them to move that much earth, for them to cut down this many trees, 
we’ve got to ask ourselves is this really the spot where we want to put this? Would it be better just to 
move this out somewhere else? I don't know. Payne’s Pond is very special to me. I prefer to just stay the 
way it is. Appreciate your time. I hope you'll take this into consideration. 
 
Derrick Eppard: Yeah, I was calling, this Derrick Eppard, 5403831963. I was calling on behalf of the 
Riverstone Apex solar farm project. Just a lot of concerns that I had is watershed that comes off of the 
tributaries that own that property.  All feed the James River and speaking to the people out of the Louisa 
area, Spotsylvania, Mecklenburg area, there's problems that created afterwards of a settlement that gets 
into the streams and I lived beside of the Shadow River all my life and can’t eat nothing out of that river. 
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They will never be able to eat anything out of it. Then we've leased the property for about 12 years now 
for recreational use and a lot of kids, family friends that's put money out throughout the year to have a 
place to go to spend our money in the county, groceries, gas you know, just it's been a lot spent down 
there.  We're not all county residents. I think that, I don't know if anybody's looked into the attachment 
where they are wanting to attach the solar panels to the powerline, because there's a cemetery within 
about 100 yards of that access right there. Which could be the Matt Davis cemetery. But I'd like to see 
the county vote no on the project for all the reasons of wildlife, residents in the area, of farming, the 
James River, which is a big attraction for Scottsville. But I would like to see the Board of Supervisors 
vote no and I appreciate all the work that the Board of Supervisors do. Thank y'all and have a good day. 
 
Dillan Hollins:   Yes, my name is Dillan Hollins. I'm calling in response to the proposed Apex 
Riverstone solar project. I'd like to ask the Board of Supervisors to please respectfully vote no to the 
solar substation. This substation is going to be placed on a piece of property where wildlife is currently 
flourishing. There are varieties of wildlife here, including whitetail deer, black bear, Eastern wild turkey, 
Eastern cottontails, bobcats, bobwhite quail, gray squirrel, numerous songbirds and birds of prey, as well 
as numerous amphibians and reptiles along with Georgia Creek. The construction of a solar plant will 
take up hundreds of acres and it will permanently destroy this wildlife habitat that's able to harbor these 
animals. With the increase in subdivision neighborhoods in the area, these animals have will have 
nowhere to go pretty much.   They'll likely die due to inability to find cover or place to occupy. So thank 
you for your consideration. 
 
Dorothy Dowdy:  Hello, Buckingham Supervisors This is Dorothy Dowdy, I live in the Francisco 
District of Buckingham County at 106 Cook Farm Lane, Dillwyn, Virginia, and I'm calling to urge you 
to permit the clean energy proposal by Riverstone Solar. I.  I feel that it is imperative that we act now to 
reduce carbon in the atmosphere.  It will make all the difference in avoiding the tipping point of 
permanent damage to the Earth and all its inhabitants. And therefore I think we should look positively 
on this and not with the traditional not in my backyard attitude that people naturally take to anything 
new. I'm particularly motivated by the various protections that have been already thought of by a 
Riverstone. In particular, I have in mind protection of the James River and the Chesapeake Bay from the 
rainwater erosion created by runoff and Riverstone Solar has provided, will provide over 100 runoff 
ponds to collect this and do it. And I feel that as time goes by, they're always unintended consequences 
to new uses and innovations. And that Riverstone Solar, because it is a subsidiary of Dominion Power, 
would have the resources to make adjustments as they become necessary. In addition, I'm encouraged by 
Riverstone Solar having set aside in a bond money that will deal with adjustments without having to use 
taxpayer dollars. And of course, the enormous resources of Dominion Power stand behind them. For 
these reasons and considering all of the implications globally, I urge you to think globally and allow a 
beginning of a large, clean energy solutions through solar power in Buckingham County. Thank you. 
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Gloria Waycaster:   Hi, my name is Gloria Waycaster.  I'm in the Whitehall District.  Phone number is 
983-2248. I'm calling to voice my opinion on the Apex Riverstone solar hearing. I am truly against it. 
It's an eyesore. We don't have enough information about it yet about health concerns. There's long term 
effect.  What the gains would be.  Anyway my voice is no.  Please do not pass this request. Thank you. 
 
Heidi Dhivya Berthoud:  Hello, my name is Heidi Dhivya Berthoud.   I live in the James River district 
and I have been the secretary for Friends of Buckingham for seven years now. As a very concerned 
resident, I asked you not to approve both permits that you have on the agenda for the Riverstone project 
tonight.  The good people of this county have spoken. Please listen to them. Press pause.  Please get 
your facts straight and your understanding more comprehensive. There are numerous problems that 
would benefit from a slower, careful, closer look. Responsible citing of these projects, it's so important 
to maximize the benefits and minimize the problem. From what I hear this has not been satisfied. The 
front end revenue numbers for the county are enticing, but not truly as they seem. When factoring in the 
local costs to the county, the externalized costs of mitigation, cleanup restoration don't look so good. 
The following are costs that I don't think have been factored into the real costs of this project. For 
example, the avoidance of sensitive forestry and agricultural land.  This project is not collocated near a 
high energy demand center. In fact, it's not going to be used like that.  There will be a lot of energy lost 
in transmission. I understand that the state permitting processes are quite lacking and not yet up to 
speed. Erosion, sedimentation, and stormwater protections are not what they should be. If you approve 
this project, we cannot count on the state permitting process to do what is best needed. You have the 
power to slow this process down at the local level. And look at the hard lessons learned by other 
communities across the state. And they are hard lessons. And that please, you would be benefiting us all 
by doing so.  Please press pause now. Thank you. 
 
John Camper, Virginia Beach:  Hi, this is John Camper up from Virginia Beach, Virginia. 
Commenting on the solar farm there in Buckingham County, and the proposal. I am the grandson of 
John Thomas Camper who purchased the adjacent property back in the 1960s, early 60s, I believe. And 
my sons and myself have been using the property over the years hunting and fishing and enjoying the 
property. So obviously this proposal brings great concern. I also have quite a bit of experience in 
commercial development. And I have concern there also.  That said I'm appealing to a reasonable 
approach here with regard to the proposal. It's pretty clear that there is a potential of erosion causing 
significant impact on the river and also the tributaries to the regarding the environment number one and 
number two, also the wildlife. And although I don't think anybody has any mal intent, obviously, I think 
everybody's intentions are good. Unfortunately, when you do these types of developments, you can't 
rewind the tape. And I do believe that each of these concerns need to be vetted.  No different than any 
other POD and or plan of development in the Commonwealth is approached that way. So that the 
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municipalities have their concerns vetted, local citizens have their concerns vetted. Because again, once 
something like this goes forward, and you have the result and ramifications, they can't be mitigated. The 
results are what the results are. I do understand that no one would go forward with something that they 
felt would cause great harm to a beautiful environment the way that we have there Buckingham County. 
I would argue and I don't think that anybody would argue with me that that area of the country might be 
one of the more beautiful areas in number one the Commonwealth and also throughout the country, and 
I just have grave concern as to the direction this is going. So my appeal is really for everybody to sit 
back and to rather than aggressively push to sit back and reasonably approach this view and address 
each of the concerns in a practical way. And once everything is reviewed and all of those concerns are 
addressed, then the direction is determined based on the results. So thank you very much for your time.  
 
Jeeva Abbate:  Hello, my name is Jeeva Abbate, representing Yogaville Environmental Solution. I'm in 
District 5, Harry Bryant is my supervisor.  I'm commenting on the Riverstone Solar farm project hearing 
on Monday, February 28, 2022. This project of 150 megawatt solar field, expected to generate energy to 
power up to 29,000 homes is just the type of renewable energy project that is needed all over the region 
or all over the world to respond to the climate emergency crisis that we face. In fact, scientists at NASA 
and many universities have asked us to support the implementation of renewable energy at every scale, 
every village, town, city, region, state and country so as to achieve the mitigation of this climate 
emergency. There have been concerns brought up about runoff from this project when the clearing of 
trees is prepared for the project. Claiming that the runoff from this tree clearing would be disastrous for 
the land, creeks and river. If that is the case, why haven't we heard a complaint about Weyerhaeuser in 
their constant clearing of large segments of trees on the same property for decades?  That complaint can 
be tossed aside.  There have been some complaints that the solar farm will take useful land out of 
production, and leave the land bare or desolate. That's false. Many plants and grasses can thrive under a 
solar array. In Jack Solar Garden in Boulder, Colorado, there is a solar array on this farm that is able to 
grow under the panel's carrots, kale, tomatoes, garlic, beets, radishes, lettuce, grass and wildflowers.  So 
that's so much for that concern. Now there's a concern that the solar equipment could not be recycled 
after reaching the end of its effective generation. At this point, they produce that 85% effectiveness and 
they can be recycled into other projects where 85% effectiveness still provides solar power. In addition, 
there are recycling companies nationally that can handle this. One offers to be a single source for all 
excess, recalled or end of life solar products. In summary, I support the county and approving this clean 
energy Riverstone solar farm project and ask that you approve the permit for this project to go forward. 
Thank you very much. May you all be blessed. 
 
Katherine Keel:  My name is Katherine Keel.  I live in Chase City, Virginia. Grasshopper Solar is 
around two thirds of my farm. My farm is a third in town and two thirds out of town of Chase City. It's a 
historic landmark. I think I live on an aquifer that goes to Butcher's Creek. There are a number of 
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tributaries on my land, including a couple of springs. There are a number of tributaries on the land next 
to me that has Grasshopper.  They bought 900 some acres. I own 175.  I put a conservation easement on 
my farm before it was sold by Matt Bailey to Dominion Energy. I have ridden my large ponies all 
around and down where the topsoil has been removed and the damage it has done to the tributaries. It 
has been unbelievable. I have 400 and some pictures. When they came here they told us that they would 
help our town.  Our town is in worse shape than it was before. Matt Bailey robbed our town by offering 
$500,000.  He gave it only to charitable organizations where he could get a charitable deduction. I have 
been over there where a lot of people do not go once the solar farm is done and I can go down to the 
creeks and see the damage that they've done. They have blocked up tributary. I have photographs of all 
of this the damage to the water is unbelievable. They said that it would make no noise. The solar panels 
make noise on a continual basis.  Sometimes more than others.  As the solar panels are turning to face 
the sun it sounds like 1000 cameras at one time.  That is not you know that that is not accurate.  The 
environmental guy, Sterling Turner for Dominion Energy said it would be the quietest neighbor I have.  
It’s a much louder neighbor than I thought. Also, there's no proof as to what is in the solar panels and 
through the air was being transmitted. There is also in a great deal of damage done to the tributaries 
which flow into Bugs Island Lake which a lot of the people in our county get water from.  It is what they 
have done is they have taken off the topsoil since the beginning of time on this land.  They have raped 
the land and taken the topsoil off and what's happened is they have not been able to replace it. So all the 
sediment is flowing into the sediment ponds which is again flowing in the to the tributaries, which 
makes Butcher’s Creek and they have…the water is what saves everyone that is what is going to keep us 
alive. It is unbelievable. I've had DEQ here. I have numerous water reports. I'm not able to really 
understand the reports but they're different each time. I will be glad to open and share everything that I 
can with you.  (comments were cut off due to 3 minutes reached) 
 
Katherine Thimnakis:  Katherine Thimnakis, Glenmore district. Monday public meeting, Riverstone 
Solar Project in crisis. My recommendation, revoke Riverstone Soar’s permits and proudly send them 
packing back to corporate Charlottesville.  Apex squandered their best opportunities. The county's 
sincerely work constructively for the project's optimum success. We community advocates were invited 
to participate in partnership with the project's corporate steward. Apex management proved themselves 
to be negligent and ethically deficient. Personally experienced, we advocates are available to submit 
evidence of the opportunistic games played to acquire permits, with no intention of implementing even 
the basics. Stunning.  Stunning that the 2000 acre site has no security infrastructure. A soft target for 
vandals and menacing punks, roaming feral and wild animals perilous disease traps, cautiously 
optimistic I strive for Apex to hire highly skilled veterans who were security engineers on United States 
bases which are rural. Revoke Apex’s permits and heavily fine Riverstone Solar for any expensive and 
damages incurred by our county administrators. 
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Kenneth Bland:  This is Kenneth Bland, Afton, Virginia 22827. I'm calling to the Riverstone project. 
We rent that land and we are against putting solar panels on it and plants, animals, a lot of reasons. So 
thank you. Have a nice day. 
 
Larry Baker:  Hi, my name is Larry Baker. I live at 167 Liberty Lane here in Buckingham County. I'm 
calling to support the Riverstone Solar SUP.  I'm asking the Commission to approve this.  I'm a strong 
believer in solar.   I have solar panels on my own home.  I read their proposal and what they intend to do 
for the county and for the customers of their product and I think it would be very positive thing for the 
county. Thank you.   
 
Lawson Smith:  Hello my name is Lawson Smith and my grandfather owns land adjacent to the 
proposed Riverstone solar facility. I'm against the construction of this facility for many reasons. First of 
all, the negative effect it has on the environment is that when you have to clear so much land it means 
you have to clear trees too.  Trees absorb and store carbon dioxide and produce oxygen. This is also 
tearing down animal habitat. Some animals really depend on the forest to survive, like deer, bears, 
bobcats and lots of other animals. This is also creating erosion, floods and mudslides because there are 
no trees or bushes with deep roots to stop the water from eroding the grounds and soil when it rains. Just 
because they use solar energy doesn't mean it's the right thing for the environment. If we don't do 
anything about this, all of our trees and forests will be decreasing fast. In South Korea, more than 2 
million trees were cut down to put solar panels on in only three years. That's a lot of trees. Do you know 
where most of our oxygen comes from? It comes from trees and grass. Trees also absorb carbon dioxide, 
which is the main greenhouse gas. If we don't stop this, our world could end up looking just like it was 
in the movie, The Lorax. Whatever happened to saving the earth?  What you're about to do is the 
opposite of saving. It's destroying.  What happens when solar panels break off or reach their life 
expectancy?  When solar panels are damaged and break apart, elements such as lead, cadmium, and 
other toxic chemicals can be released into groundwater that we drink. Solar panels can also cause 300 
times more toxic waste than nuclear level wastes. When they reach their life expectancy, scientists don't 
know what to do with them. So they just go to landfills and take up more space and release toxic 
chemicals into the earth. Do you think this is a good thing? I hope not. Instead of ruining forested land, 
fertile farms, solar panels are better installed on houses, stores, schools, hospitals, landfills, office 
buildings and brownfields. So most importantly, it will not be hurting the natural landscape. But it will 
help to save the environment by taking advantage of already constructed properties. Our planet only has 
a certain amount of undeveloped land left and it's our job to protect and take care of it. So think hard 
about what's really the right thing. Thank you. 
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Linda Jefferson:  Yes, please. My name is Linda Jefferson and I'm a resident of Buckingham County. I 
would like to tell you that I do not want the Apex Riverstone solar. To let you know of that now. Thank 
you very much. Bye Bye. 
 
Ricky Best:  Hello, my name is Ricky Best. Member of Lake Jake Hunting Club.  Calling in reference 
to the Riverstone Solar, Apex Riverstone solar project taking place on Payne’s Pond Road and off of 
Bridgeport Road and also a Little Georgia Creek Road. We currently lease 1050 acres right there along 
with another club Old Number 7 leasing the other side of Payne’s Pond Road, which is all the same 
track of land. Calling to try and persuade y'all to vote no on the solar project plan. By bringing in this 
and taking over so much agriculture land, you will be losing a whole bunch of funds going into stores, 
the corner stores, gas stations, food all around the area. Hunting land is becoming harder and harder to 
find each year throughout houses being developed. And now we got to worry about these solar fields.  
Just blows my mind.  There's a reason why Dominion and Rappahannock Electric hasn't been putting up 
any solar fields for the last 40 or so years. If there was something beneficial in the future, I feel like they 
would have definitely already done that. We have right many kids in our hunting club that enjoy the 
great outdoors. Love going, you know, of course with their fathers or their mothers or wherever else. 
And we love hunting in Buckingham County, and we like to keep it that way. Everybody around there is 
nice folk and that's what we enjoy. Also, the looking at the maps that they have provided, after spending 
my last probably 10 or 12 years with the lease of that property, I have seen the way that the erosion takes 
a toll on it and even still looking at their erosion plan and the location of their retaining ponds, actually 
being on the land and knowing how it flows pretty well, I really don't see that making a buffer or a 
difference as far as the erosion goes. Basically whenever they timber cut it, they bring dozers in there 
and make tons and tons and tons of water runoff, wash outs, berms and you know some ways to block it 
from spreading so fast. I just I don't see it being good for the environment. Making creeks bigger, 
streams bigger, flooding you know, adjacent landowners properties in a big severe rain or snow storm. 
This could go on and on and on and on, but like they're just calling to try and persuade yall.   
 
Ricky Stocks:   Yes. My name is Ricky Stocks and I would like to ask the Board to please vote no on 
the industrial solar farm proposal. We need to leave Buckingham County as a rural county and not an 
industrial county. Thank you 
 
Robert Hopper:  My name is Robert Hopper. I own 66 acres in Buckingham County. Commenting on 
the Apex Riverstone Solar Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors. Please vote no on this 
objective. This will only do harm to Buckingham County and hurt the environment. You can look at 
previous industrial solar projects that have had a pattern of environmental harms across Virginia.  Please  
if need be, do another study but please vote no as we go forward. Thank you. Have a good day.  
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Shelly Flood:  Shelly Flood. Riverstone.  Buckingham is very special to me. It has been a part of my life 
since I was born. From all my time exploring the beautiful creeks and scenic river and hiking through 
the land, I've learned about nature and the importance of respecting it. Gazing up at the stars at night still 
takes my breath away. If this project goes through these streams, creeks, river and wildlife are at risk. 
Industrial scale solar does not belong near waterways, forested land and communities. This part of the 
river has scenic designation.  Virginia Scenic Rivers Program intent is to identify, designate and help 
protect rivers and streams that possess outstanding scenic characteristics of statewide significance for 
future generations. Doesn't this project seem like a contradiction? The river is the people to Virginia to 
enjoy, and we should work together to protect it. I can’t understand why no one on the board has 
reached out to any other counties to learn from past experiences. This is irresponsible, careless and 
reckless. When you do a project at your home, do you check references? I feel certain you do. So why 
wouldn't you call the supervisors from Apex’s own Campbell County project and reach out to other 
numerous projects around the state to find out from their experiences and learn. Do you sign a contract 
and then get other opinions? I'm sure you don't. That would be foolish. What's going on here? What are 
we missing? Do you do any of your own research? Or do you just believe the salesman promises and 
sales pitch? Your job is to listen to your residents and landowners. Protect them not sacrifice them. If 
you decide to vote yes then everyone has voting yes, let's put utility scale solar in your backyard and see 
how much further investigation you'll do when you are directly affected. Do you want Buckingham to be 
in the headlines when this goes catastrophic? Assurances have been given that the DEQ will oversee it 
as they have in Mecklenburg, Essex, Louisa, Prince George and Spotsylvania with their handbook from 
1992. By the way, there's no new handbook. We confirmed that with the DEQ. These counties have 
major negative erosion issues which the residents continue to live with. This does not come from me. 
Can you guarantee this won't happen? After contract is signed, there's no hope for change only Apex’s 
bottom line. When things got rough in Campbell County. that's when Apex sold. They're not the 
county's friend. Remember, they're an LLC and protecting themselves.  Protect the county. Listen to 
your people. It's not green to destroy nature. Be smart before thinking.  Lead the way.  Vote no to Apex 
Riverstone. At the very least don't vote yet. Do take your time to talk to other professionals, counties, 
leaders and residents around the state. They have firsthand knowledge. Don't just be lured by the 
promise of money. Your project of this magnitude and long term commitment or deserves much further 
investigation and a third party review prior to voting. Thank you Shelly Flood family. Property off 
Bridgeport Road. 
 
Stephanie Seay Smith:  My name is Stephanie Smith.  My family owns property in Buckingham, 
Virginia. And I'm commenting on the Apex Riverstone solar public hearing. Dear Buckingham County 
Board of Supervisors. I'm writing to the Buckingham County Board of Supervisors representing my 
family who has owned land in Buckingham since the 1960s. And asking the Board of Supervisors to say 
no to the Apex Solar farm project. Spending time in Buckingham and on the James River was the 
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highlight of my adolescence, and it's continued as I raised my own children. Living in a city all my life 
traveling to Buckingham is like arriving in a land of beauty and tranquility. With vast acres of green 
farmland and common sounds like running streams, creeks and the James River. I've always imagined 
that my grandchildren would be able to experience that same feeling of having such a special place here 
in Virginia.  The land in Buckingham is known for agricultural and rural use and not industrial scale 
solar projects. Constructing a solar farm of the magnitude proposed, clear cutting existing trees and 
exterminating all underlying vegetation will render the land useless for future purpose. The ultimate 
effect of decades of chemical defoliation cannot be predicted, but it doesn't take a genius to anticipate 
the results will be disastrous. Solar projects should never be placed near rivers and streams due to the 
damage and contamination of the water quality resulting from large scale runoff and the increase of soil 
erosion and sediment displacement during and after the construction of a solar farm. This leads to long 
term soil destruction and water contamination. As has already happened in Louisa, Campbell, Essex, 
Spotsylvania and Mecklenburg counties. Not only will the solar farm destroy the surrounding land and 
local waterways, including the James River, it will also destroy the existing wildlife habitat. Deer, 
turkey, quail, rabbits and bird populations rely on local vegetation to be destroying 1200 acres of habitat 
will either drive wildlife away, lead them to starvation or some combination of both. New fencing 
surrounding the solar farm will artificially restrict free ranging animals and no doubt result in multiple in 
animal injuries and deaths as they become ensnared in the solar farms barricades. Solar farms are 
regularly referred to as green projects that are good for the environment. What about the predictable 
consequences of proposed Buckingham solar farm benefits for environment?  The destruction of 
agriculture community?  No. The destruction of its waterways and wildlife? Definitely no. Why are we 
considering the construction of an industrial project that will destroy everything that makes Buckingham 
the home we love? Put aside the false promise of immediate monetary return and consider the 
consequences that the solar farm will have on our current and future generations of Buckingham 
residents who will ultimately be forced to deal with the fallout of this ill-advised endeavor. The citizens 
of Buckingham County have entrusted you as members of the Board of Supervisors to look out for their 
best interest. Pleas fulfill your civic duty and vote no to the Apex Solar Project and ensure the county 
land… (comments cut off at 3 minutes) 
 
Susan Fahad:  Yes, my name is Susan Fahad.   I'm in New Canton, Virginia. I'm calling to say that I do 
not want the Apex Riverstone Solar in our county. Thank you. 
 
Terry Stocks:   I just wanted to vote no for their solar farm going on Bridgeport Road. 
 
Miles:   What was the name of that gentleman, Mrs. Lann? 
 
Lann:  Terry Stocks. 
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Theodore Smith III:   Hello, Buckingham County Board of Supervisors. My name is Theodore Smith, 
III and I'm calling to express my opposition to the proposed Riverstone Apex solar facility. My family 
has owned property between the James River and the northeast corner of the proposed project for the 
past 55 years. I'm a 2001 graduate of Virginia Tech with a Bachelor of Science Degree in Crop and Soil 
Environmental Science. I've worked as a golf course superintendent for the past 20 years at multiple 
properties in the State of Virginia and have two decades of experience establishing and maintaining turf 
grass and working with erosion control projects during course construction and renovations. The 
proposed site in question has a high percentage of slope and it's very susceptible to erosion. There were 
other solar facilities in the state that have been built on sites with similar topography for surrounding 
properties, streams, wetlands and rivers have been ruined by runoff and erosion. Most notably the solar 
project that was completed in Campbell County by Apex Riverstone and the Timmons group engineers. 
During the construction process we push large, large scale projects where 400 acres will be disturbed at 
a time. Erosion control is impossible due to the amount of time it takes for turf grass to fully salvaged 
from seed and form dense root structure is strong enough to withstand high volumes of runoff from 
heavy rainstorms. Depending on time of year and rainfall, turf grass and ground covers could take up to 
one to two years to form deep fibrous roots. Also when the land is regraded, and the native topsoil is 
stripped and removed, the subsoil consists of stray clay that's high in iron and very acidic, devoid of 
organic matter in essential nutrients such as nitrogen and phosphorus. It's highly compacted subsoil is 
not conducive for supporting vegetative growth without 10s of 1000s of pounds of lime and other 
organic amendments, stabilization is impossible. And natural soil structure on these projects has 
changed forever and simply returning the land back to agriculture or forestry after the usable life of the 
solar facilities exhausted, was not feasible without millions of dollars of remediation. In other words, 
these lands will be classified as brownfields. Board of Supervisors, I implore you to wake up and make 
the responsible decisions and vote no to the Riverstone Apex solar projects. This quote unquote Green 
Project is the opposite of green. It's a green to eliminate 2000 acres of productive carbon sequestering 
oxygen producing trees?  Is it green destroying natural wildlife habitat and create massive amounts of 
erosion and sediment released into the streams? Will Georgia Creek and James River when the crystal 
clear water of the mighty James was turned orange, Buckingham County will be known for turning the 
blind eye and allowing this catastrophic environmental disaster to occur. If you approve this project, the 
only green initiative will be the greenbacks lining your pockets. 
 
Tim Hollis:  My name is Tim Hollis. I wanted to call and you know advise the Board of Supervisors to 
vote no on this Apex Riverstone solar project.  I'm worried about two things.  The loss of wildlife habitat 
in area plus the environmental impact. You know looking at the plan that appears to be creeks and some 
waterways on this you know in this area and I’m worried about the runoff from the batteries or you 
know anything else like that that could affect the environment. Thank you. 
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Wayne Troy:  Wayne Troy calling about the Buckingham County solar and do not want the solar plant 
in that area of Buckingham. Thank you. 
 
Baird:  That is all for voicemails.  We do have about 60 letters. Did you want to take that break now or 
do you want to go ahead and proceed? 
 
Bickford:  I'll tell you what if you got 60, let's go ahead and take a 10 minute break and then we'll start 
on those when we get back. 
 
Miles:  The Board of Supervisors will do the same thing and take a 10 minute break.  
 
Tony and Petty Gibson:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
My Name is Tony Gibson & Peggy Gibson and I live at 717 Hummingbird Ln, District 1. 
I respectfully request you deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham 
Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our 
streams, ponds and The James River are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, 
and will forever ruin our rural quality of life.  My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to 
the proposed industrial solar project. The increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the 
residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 
5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road 
via Route 20. Almost 400 workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a 
yearlong process' It will become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most 
importantly, keep our children safe as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy 
equipment. Construction noise will also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a 
week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile 
driving, what do our farmers stand to lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, 
side or backyard! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank you 
Tony Gibson & Peggy Gibson 
 
Trudy Berry:  Trudy Berry, 1662 Bethel Church Road, Green Bay, VA 23942-2008, Planning 
Commission, 13380 W. James Anderson Hwy, PO Box 252, Buckingham, VA 23921  
publiccomments@buckinghamcounty.virginia.gov  
Public Comment to the Planning Commission:  I live in Lunenburg County and am running for Delegate 
for House District 50, of which Buckingham County is not a part, but these utility-scale solar facilities 
affect rural citizens across the Commonwealth. I hope the Planning Commission is looking at projects 
that improve the local economy while protecting the environment, wildlife, and the health and safety of 
citizens. This project does neither. It does not provide a significant number of well-paid, long-term jobs 
for Buckingham residents and it renders the land useless for forestry – that provides products and habitat 
for wildlife – and for food production to alleviate the adverse effects of food insecurity.  
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Apex and any of its parent or subsidiary companies cannot guarantee specific revenue amounts for the 
county – they can only make promises based on best guesstimates – or that their site will protect the 
health and safety of the environment, including clean drinking water, during construction, use, and 
beyond its lifespan. Because Apex has set the output of their facility at 149.5 MW, to ensure that there is 
no State Corporation Commission oversight of their project, who is going to provide the oversight to 
ensure that the environment remains safe and healthy for citizens and does not, in fact, produce greater 
than 149.5 MW of energy? You and DEQ are not equipped or staffed to do so.  For the reasons stated 
above, I ask that you deny Apex/Riverstone Solar’s permit request.  Respectfully, Trudy Berry 
 
Taylor Gould:  Dear Buckingham County Planning Commission, Board of Supervisors and County 
Administrator: The Buckingham County Planning Commission (PC) and Board of Supervisors (BOS) 
should be paying attention to all the recent issues counties around the Commonwealth have been having 
with industrial utility scale solar farms. The current Riverstone Solar project located in Northern 
Buckingham County will have adverse impacts to multiple streams and large creeks with confluence to 
the James River. It’s up to the PC and our local elected officials to listen and respect your citizens and 
become vocal on protecting our environment that we call home. It’s shocking and to be honest, reckless, 
for the County to not have an approved (thru public hearings, process and working with consultants) 
Utility Scale Solar Ordinance. Instead the County is working with the Riverstone Solar developer Apex 
Clean Energy to create a ‘solar policy’. This is NOT how you develop solid planning and design 
ordinances that are meant to protect the residents and landowners. This process is essentially letting the 
fox (developer) into the hen house to develop standards and criteria that suits the developer’s interest. 
WRONG. The County should change the size and density of the current project and build this into a 
solar ordinance. At almost 2,000 acres, disturbing current timber and multiple streams and Little 
George Creek, the project is too large. Its won’t be the last project to target these areas of transmission 
lines in the County—hence the issue of equity as well as the impacts to the local community and the 
environment. An ordinance should spread these facilities out to make them more equitable, limit the size 
and negative impacts to the site. Such facilities should not be sited on prime agricultural and forest land 
and ecological sensitive lands. The least productive land should be used first to minimize the loss of 
productive agricultural/forested land.  Most of the topsoil in these projects is removed and not replaced 
after construction—so the site will not support any active agricultural or forestry resources in the future. 
Any ordinance should react and learn from this issue and ensure that construction activities must retain 
the sites’ original topsoil.  But the County must FIRST create a Utility Solar ordinance based on proper 
and established land use planning principles, work and involve the public and NOT be ramming thru a 
developer’s project request. Thank you, Taylor Gould, RLA, ASLA, Landscape Architect and Planner 
Lunenburg County, Virginia 
 
Sue Liles:  Sue Liles, District 1, 9094 Bridgeport Rd, Arvonia, VA 23004.  As a taxpayer and new 
resident to Buckingham County, I am opposed to the SUP299 and ask that you deny this proposal. It 
does not conform to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan. The ecosystem of the James River that runs 
parallel to said property is at risk. Bridgeport Rd cannot sustain the amount of traffic this project will 
bring. The potholes and road surface is not the best currently so why destroy it more? The local 
economy cannot provide resources to accommodate the added gas requirements, food or grocery 
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requirements, restaurants, and or living quarters for this plan. The noise and added stress to our 
community is not worth the money that the solar plant may bring to Buckingham. It hasn't been here for 
100 years so why now? Thank you for the consideration, Sue Liles 
 
Susan Tyler:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors.  My name is Susan 
Tyler and I live at 712 Hummingbird Ln. I ask you to deny SUP 299. It does not conform to the 
Buckingham Comprehensive Plan; it lowers our property values, and will ruin the quality of our rural 
life. The wildlife and the natural habitat of our district will be harmed. The ecosystem of 
our streams, ponds and the James River is also in danger.  Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; 
subjecting it to the increased traffic of construction will endanger all the residents.  The project will have 
over 5,000 trips by dump trucks and tractor trailers up and down Bridgeport. Hundreds of out of state 
workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process! It will 
become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our 
children safe as they ride to and from school, and other activities. Construction noise will affect our day 
to day life, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving 5 days a week. Studies show 
livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, our farmers will lose production and income. 
Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as 
residents of Buckingham County. Thank you  Susan Tyler  
 
Stephanie and Richard Taylor. Stephanie and Richard Taylor.  We've done some research and have a 
serious concern with what a solar project has with the environment. This must not be rushed and thought 
out careful of the pros and cons. It seems that this project is being rushed and pushed down our throats. 
Take a look at this website as a start....https://www.citizensforresponsiblesolar.org/ And also look at the 
other solar farms in Virginia and their results, pros & cons. We need to do our homework. Regards, 
Stephanie & Richard Taylor 
 
Steven Wilmouth: To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
My Name is Steven Wilmouth and I live at 68 Bolling, District 1.  I respectfully request you deny SUP 
299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural 
habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are also in 
peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of life. 
My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to the proposed industrial solar project. The 
increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips 
by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via 
Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road via Route 20. Almost 400 workers will 
be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process' It will become 
difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe 
as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment. Construction noise will 
also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but 
Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to 
lose? Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, side or backyard! Please vote NO to 
protect us as residents of Buckingham County. Thank you. Steven Wilmouth  
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Spencer Young:  Spencer Young.  The county comp plan mentions in several places that building new 
electrical power generating infrastructure to support growth is a priority and a strategy to be employed. 
This project fits perfectly with the goals of the county comp plan. Approve the Riverstone SUP. 
 
Steve Toney:  Steve Toney. The county comp plan mentions in several places that building new 
electrical power generating infrastructure to support growth is a priority and a strategy to be employed. 
This project fits perfectly with the goals of the county comp plan. Approve the Riverstone SUP. 
 
Sue Hackett:  Dear Supervisor Buckingham County Board of Supervisors, People here may site a 
Harvard Business Review article entitled The Dark Side of Solar Power but will neglect to mention that 
the end of that article states, quote, “None of this should raise serious doubts about the future or 
necessity of renewables. The science is indisputable: Continuing to rely on fossil fuels to the extent we 
currently do will bequeath a damaged if not dying planet to future generations. Compared with all we 
stand to gain or lose, the four decades or so it will likely take for the economics of solar to stabilize to 
the point that consumers won’t feel compelled to cut short the lifecycle of their panels seems decidedly 
small.” We can’t afford not to approve this SUP.  Regards, Sue Hackett, 190 Rock Island Farm Ln 
Scottsville, VA 
 
Sharon Helmick:  Sharon Helmick. Buckingham Board of Supervisors, you’ve already approved this 
project once. This time around Apex has committed to even stronger conditions that will ensure the 
appropriate precautions and oversight are place before, during and after construction to manage the 
construction of the project. Approving this Special Use Permit with the newly proposed conditions will 
only strengthen Buckingham’s position. 
 
Sharon Black Snoddy:    To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, 
My name is Sharon Black- Snoddy I live at Bridgeport, District 1.  I respectfully request you deny SUP 
299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural 
habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are also in 
peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of life. 
Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased construction traffic will affect the 
safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in 
reality equals S, 400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers will be arriving 
and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process I It will become difficult to even 
get in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as busses and 
parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment.  Construction noise will also affect our 
daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies 
also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to lose? Industrial 
solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of 
Buckingham County.  Thank You.  Sharon Black Snoddy 
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Sharon and Donovon Anderson: To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
My Name is Sharon and Donovan and we live at 1 Beaver Place Scottville VA, District 1. We 
respectfully request you deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham 
Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our 
streams, ponds and The James River are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, 
and will forever ruin our rural quality of life. My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to 
the proposed industrial solar project. The increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the 
residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 
5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road 
via Route 20. Almost 400 workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a 
yearlong process' It will become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most 
importantly, keep our children safe as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy 
equipment. Construction noise will also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a 
week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile 
driving, what do our farmers stand to lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, 
side or backyard! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of Buckingham County. Thank you 
Sharon Anderson   Please take the time to review previous studies on the horrible impact commercial 
solar farms will have on rural America. Have drainage studies been done. The actual percent of solar 
power generated compared to the potential environmental impact? The decrease in value of our land is 
not worth it. It’s not just today its 15 years from now. Put it somewhere else! We must have an open 
mining pit somewhere! All residence will be watching this closely. What is the tax revenue impact- will 
our property taxes go significantly down?  
 
Renee Taggart:  To The Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, 
My name is Renee Taggart I own at Bridgeport Rd District 1.  I respectfully request you deny SUP 299 
on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural 
habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are also in 
peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of life. 
Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased construction traffic will affect the 
safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in 
reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers will be arriving 
and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process I It will become difficult to even 
get in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as busses and 
parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment. Construction noise will also affect our 
daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies 
also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to lose? Industrial 
solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of 
Buckingham County. Thank You. Renee Taggart 
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Sean Fogarty:  Supervisors and Commissioners, My name is Sean Fogarty and I live in western 
Spotsylvania County near SPower’s new 500MWutility solar plant. I was heavily involved in 
researching this project and monitoring construction. I strongly encourage you to vote NO on Apex 
Energy’s request for a Special Use Permit to construct and operate a 149.5 MW utility solar plant in 
Buckingham County. There are many reasons for this recommendation. I’ll highlight several: 
Stormwater runoff and erosion:  Similar to Apex’s project, sPower cleared 4,500 acres of trees which 
removed any buffering to adjacent properties that would have helped absorb some of the stormwater 
runoff. The 50 foot buffer that Apex has proposed is inadequate especially since some of the buffer will 
have no trees at all. sPower’s silt fencing and other erosion controls had very little affect during heavy 
rain events even with our 100’ buffer requirement. In some areas, the sediment basins couldn’t function 
properly before they filled up and ran onto adjacent property. Third party inspectors documented the 
problems but were limited in forcing sPower to fix the problems. Michael O’Bier and his family 
suffered for nearly two years with regular flooding of his property. sPower was finally forced to 
purchase his home and property because they had destroyed his quality of life. He had lived there for 35 
years. Accountability and Land Use. sPower has since been sold to an international energy company 
which is common for these projects. These projects are all owned through LLCs making the bankruptcy 
process seamless. When that happens - since the U.S. doesn’t require recycling of these panels 
containing hazardous materials - the panels etc. could very well end up in your or neighboring landfills. 
Additionally, our experience in Spotsylvania is 4,500 acres of land clear-cut, graded and compacted with 
heavy construction equipment during the 2 years of construction. It’s my opinion that this land will 
never be restored to its previous agricultural use making it a de facto rezoning to industrial use. 
What’s in it for Buckingham County? Why approve a project that provides a small increase in 
tax revenue in exchange for permanently converting 2,000 acres of the County to an industrial 
use? I’ve read the draft SUP: Paragraph 13a: A 50’ buffer is not enough! 100’ should be the minimum to 
help control stormwater runoff and prevent erosion and environmental impacts. Even our 100’ buffer 
has proven inadequate. Paragraph 11c: Setback violations should only be allowed for ingress/egress. 
Otherwise Apex will defeat the purpose with roads and transmission lines and other infrastructure. This 
was a significant issue in Spotsylvania resulting in a BZA appeal and legal action.  Paragraph 17: The 
detailed decommissioning plan should be part of the SUP. You have leverage now to ensure that the 
County is protected. Our SUP contained 8 pages of decommissioning provisions. Your draft SUP has 
two paragraphs. I strongly encourage you to vote NO on this project, leaving this land as agricultural 
thus preserving the character of Buckingham County. Thank you. 
 
Samantha Aldridge:  Hello my name is Samantha Aldridge. I am a Buckingham County High School 
graduate and live in District 1 on 286 Hummingbird Road. I pray that the board will consider rethinking 
their decision on SUP 299. There are too many questions left unanswered with this project. It may 
benefit Buckingham County financially, but at what cost to the environment and livelihood of residents 
around it? My family has property owned for over 4 generations adjacent to this project. It hurts to know 
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that I have to stand against this project being proposed in my family’s backyard as I feel most people 
would prefer to not have an invasive industrial size project in their backyard. As mentioned in a recent 
document discussing the Riverstone Solar Facility and the impact of property values near the project 
published by The Maysville Voice says that “Studies that have been conducted show that there is no 
significant decrease in property values in the counties where these projects are built.” There was a study 
done in the Netherlands that challenges this. According to energy policy 155 (2021) 112327 Wind 
Turbines, solar farms, and house prices, the study says “We find evidence of a decrease in property 
values of about 2.6% after the placement of a solar farm. This effect is confined to 1 km.” The study 
goes on to say, “The estimated coefficient is somewhat smaller: house prices decrease on average by 
2.6% after the opening of a solar farm. The effect is highly statistically significant.” 1 km is 
approximately3280.84 feet. In the agenda conditions attached under section 10. if the request is 
approved, it mentions, “A minimum 350 foot setback shall be maintained from Solar Equipment to any 
adjoining or adjacent residential dwellings (and not the property line) that exist at the time of the 
approval by the Board of Supervisors.” This is an extremely small minimum set back compared 
to the study performed in the Netherlands mentioning the negative impacts of residential housing prices 
being 1km (3280.84 feet) away. The minimum set back should be increased based on this study because 
it confirms there are negative effects on residential value within 1km of solar farm placements. Finally, 
please research the lawsuits against Riverstone Solar LLC and Apex Clean Energy as you decide to 
move forward with this project. The community has voiced their opinions on this project and I hope this 
will not be one that Buckingham County will look back on and regret. Thank You. References: Study 
for Solar and Wind Turbine effects on Property Value, The Maysville Voice 
 
 
Nate Olansen:  Dear Buckingham County Board of Supervisors:  My name is Nate Olansen, and my 
family owns property that is contiguous to the proposed Solar farm, bordered on the east by the James, 
and bisected by the Little Georgia Creek. To say we will have an up close and personal view of the 
environmental devastation that will occur when the Apex Riverstone Solar Farm is constructed is an 
understatement. Since our property is land-locked, we will have a right of way that cuts through the 
heart of the Solar farm; a regular reminder of what the land once was. However, I’m not writing to 
discuss the environmental impact of the Solar farm, rather, I would like to discuss its financial aspects. 
As a tax attorney and CPA, I spend my day helping my clients understand income statements, financial 
reports and pro forma finance projections to help them make intelligent, rational decisions. After reading 
the Economic and Fiscal Contribution report produced by Mangum Economics (the “Report”), I believe 
the Board could use some independent advice. I will keep it simple and focus on the most important 
aspects of the Solar farm project described in the report – new jobs and the Revenue Sharing Agreement. 
As you read my message, remember this study is FUNDED BY APEX RIVERSTONE AND 
REPRESENTS THE BEST-CASE SCENARIO. RIVERSTONE WANTS TO PAINT A ROSY 
PICUTRE. The Construction Phase discussion in the Report is filled with large numbers designed to 
make the Board believe that Buckingham will recognize hundreds of new jobs and millions of dollars of 
new economic activity from building the Solar farm. However, like all reports, the devil is in the details. 
As pointed out in footnotes 20 and 21, these aren’t "new jobs." All the Solar farm project does is re-
allocate the nominal Buckingham construction workforce away from other local projects. Meaning it's a 
zero-sum pie that only shifts the source of labor income, it does not increase labor income. In order to 
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meet normal demands, Riverstone will bring in its own transient workforce to support project 
development since Buckingham does not have the available labor pool. The result – Buckingham will 
recognize no new local jobs, and little to no economic impact from the Construction Phase of the 
project. During the Ongoing Operations Phase, the Report assumes that 6 new jobs and $255,000 in 
labor income will be created by the Solar farm. This sounds nice, but the problem is that buried in the 
last page of the report, is the current economic output of the land’s agricultural use, which is 4 jobs and 
$204,000 in labor income. This is a statistical wash; the Solar farm will only replace existing permanent 
jobs with new permanent jobs with little to no change in gross economic output. Since Construction and 
Ongoing Operations provide no benefit, this leaves only the Revenue Sharing Agreement as the only 
real source of income for Buckingham from the Solar farm project. But like I said, the devil is in the 
details.  
 
Rob Hop:  Vote no.  Need a more detailed study. 
 
Mary S. Payne:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors.  My Name is 
Mary S Payne and I live at 709 Georgia Creek Rd Scottsville VA 24590, District 1. I respectfully 
request you deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and 
will harm the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The 
James River are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our 
rural quality of life.  My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to the proposed industrial 
solar project. The increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the residents. The project 
estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must 
also return via Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road via Route 20. Almost 400 
workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process' It will 
become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our 
children safe as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment. Construction 
noise will also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving 
every day but Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what 
do our farmers stand to lose? Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, side or 
backyard! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of Buckingham County. Thank you. Mary S Payne 
 
Laurie Corley:   To The Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, My name is 
Laurie Corley I live at 7642 Bridgeport Rd Arvonia VA 23004, District 1.  I respectfully request you 
deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm 
the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River 
are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality 
of life. Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased construction traffic will 
affect the safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks 
which in reality equals S, 400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers will be 
arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process I It will become difficult 
to even get in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as 
busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment. Construction noise will also 
affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but 
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Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to 
lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us 
as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank You. Laurie Corley 
 
 
 
 
Michael Johnson:  Michael Johnson.  The need for this project is due to global warming as well as the 
diminishing supply of fossil fuels.  Developing solar and energy projects within the county are both 
good for the environment and will provide significant economic benefits to county residents. 
 
Maria Bryan:  Maria Bryan.  Mining has been a fundamental part of this county since its inception. 
Slate and Kyanite have been extracted from the ground and processed in this area for hundreds of years 
by diesel-guzzling and emission spouting machines. If we can stand those mining operations and their 
environmental impact, we can handle even the worst possible scenario from a solar farm. 
 
Marie P. Johnson:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
My Name is Marie P. Johnson and I have property at Georgia Creek Rd, District 1.  I respectfully 
request you deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and 
will harm the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The 
James River are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our 
rural quality of life. My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to the proposed industrial 
solar project. The increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the residents. The project 
estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must 
also return via Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road via Route 20. Almost 400 
workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process' It will 
become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our 
children safe as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment. Construction 
noise will also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving 
every day but Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our 
farmers stand to lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, side or backyard! 
Please vote NO to protect us as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank you. Marie Johnson 
 
Kelly Franz:  Kelly Franz, District 1.  I find it incomprehensible that this SUP is going to vote after 
being introduced only 2 weeks ago.  Nonetheless the fact remains, a decision may be made tonight that 
affects the citizens of Northern Buckingham County and their descendants for the rest of their lives. 
In the past 2 weeks many emails, some containing news links with stories describing catastrophic results 
at other Virginia Counties have been submitted to public record, many emails sent and phone calls 
made to County Board and Commission Members, all in an attempt to educate and assist them in 
making the best decision possible.  Bottom line is this, those of us living in and around the proposed 
solar site are frightened. We did not choose to live in an industrial zone, we treasure our rural quality of 
life, and don’t want to lose it. We treasure the solitude and beauty of our corner of Buckingham, we 
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respect the history and natural resources of the James River area, and love living in harmony with the 
wildlife. We are frightened our property values will decrease, an eventuality that will occur despite what 
the developer funded “studies” may say. Neighbors have already lost rental income! What in the 30 
conditions protects us from that? We have valid concerns about the safety of our drinking water, months 
of pile driving is bound to affect the water table. When questioned, APEX dismissed those concerns 
saying people nowadays have deep water wells and needn’t be concerned. Many of the houses within 
the project area are considerably older, have been passed down from generation to generation, and 
shallow wells are a norm. Even my house, which is relatively new, does not have a deep water well. 
When the water runs brown into our homes, what in the 30 conditions protects us?  Erosion is inevitable 
once the land is deforested and “brought to grade” i.e. leveled and scraped down to bare clay. Please 
protect adjacent land owners, the ecosystem and natural habitat by not buying into a well spun sales 
pitch but by learning from mistakes of other projects and by fully vetting this project prior to approval 
tonight.  The mountain of information we have shared with the County is immense and a huge challenge 
to absorb in two weeks even if this Board or Commission job was full time. We understand that is not 
the case so a reasonable vote would be NO or NOT YET.  Approving this SUP without having a 
thorough review by neutral third party and having an approved Buckingham Solar Ordinance in place is 
negligence. By voting in favor of this SUP tonight, the County assumes all risk and will be responsible 
and therefore liable for damages incurred by the residents.  Please protect the citizens of District 1 and 
vote NO on SUP 299. Thank you. 
 
Josh Jones:  Josh Jones.  There are local businesses all over Buckingham County that will benefit from 
a solar project in our county. Obviously not every job needed for this project won’t be taken by a 
Buckingham County resident, but every job that is taken will result in more money being spent in our 
county. This project will also make use of local companies, and that money they make will be spent on 
salaries for Buckingham County residents who will ALSO spend that money locally. It couldn’t be a 
more obvious choice: approve the Riverstone SUP today. 
 
Kathy Wildauer:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors.  My Name is 
Kathy Wildauer and I live at Forest Pass/ Georgia Creek District 1.   I respectfully request you deny 
SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the 
natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are 
also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of 
life.   My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to the proposed industrial solar project. 
The increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 
trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via 
Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road via Route 20. Almost 400 workers will 
be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process' It will become 
difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe 
as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment.  Construction noise will 
also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but 
Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to 
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lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, side or backyard! Please vote NO to 
protect us as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank you.  Kathy Wildauer 
 
Larry LeSueur:  Dear Supervisor Buckingham County Board of Supervisors, Far too often reactionary 
residents and local governments are fully in support of solar energy until it comes to their own backyard. 
Very minor disruptions to environmental and view sheds are a very small price to pay for a massive 
reduction in the carbon footprint projects like this provide.  Regards, Larry LeSueur, 150 Physic Spring 
Rd, Dillwyn, VA 23936 
 
Judy Brothers:  The Friends of the Meherrin River came together to fight the original "Seven Bridges" 
proposed solar industrial mega site which was five times the size of our existing and operating 500 acre 
"Grasshopper" site here in Mecklenburg County Va. and would have fronted the scenic Meherrin River 
for 19,000 ft.  Our county officials have roundly voted "Seven Bridges" down two times! They have 
become wise to the hollow promises and outright lies of the solar developers after seeing the poor 
performance of the 500 acre "Grasshopper" site which was fairly level cow pasture, no grubbing 
or stumping required, and is now owned by Dominion Energy. With their bottomless checkbook 
they have been unable to stop the thousands of tons of silt from destroying Butcher's Creek and 
sending a plume of mud into the Kerr Lake ten miles away every time it rains.  If Dominion Energy can't 
correct this issue here, we doubt there will be a better result from the almost 2,000 acre, much steeper 
grades of the proposed site for Apex Riverstone facility located only one half mile from the scenic 
James River and threatening the historic Payne's Pond as well as another nearby historic pond. This site 
is totally inappropriate for utility scale solar with all it's issues of erosion such as the Essex disastrous 
flooding of Muddy Gut Creek and the Louisa County complaints from farmers' flooded fields directly 
caused by solar site erosion.  Recently Nottoway, Lunenburg and Henry counties have scrapped plans 
for solar and Charlotte County has an ongoing criminal investigation of allegations directly relating to 
actions of the solar developers there.  As a result, it may be a good time to reconsider a no vote on this 
project. Please take into account the results and actions taken in other Virginia counties when you make 
your decision.  This project is clearly not in compliance with the Comprehensive Plan and should go 
through a thorough public review process with a solar ordinance in place that protects the citizens and 
complies with the Comprehensive Plan for the county.  Thank You, Judy Brothers, Friends of the 
Meherrin River, PO Box 542, Chase City ,Virginia, 23924, 434-372-0142 
 
Jeremy Holland:  Jeremey Holland.  Economic development opportunities like this don’t come around 
often. What other opportunities are presenting themselves to Buckingham? Riverstone will bolster 
Buckingham’s economy and keep the county from having to raise taxes in the near future. Apex has 
been engaged in this process for over 8 months and continues to demonstrate a willingness to listen to 
our community and adjust their project design accordingly. This is a strong project. I urge the planning 
commission and board to approve their Special Use Permit. 
 
Jim Covington:  Dear Supervisor Buckingham County Board of Supervisors, Climate change is an 
existential threat to every sparrow, squirrel, catfish, and every other animal living in Buckingham 
County. Projects like this Riverstone take us one step closer to averting the types of catastrophes that 
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will wipe out entire species. Approve their SUP.  Regards, Jim Covington, 715 Arvon Rd, Arvonia, VA 
23004 
 
James Olansen:  Commissioners and Supervisors, The introduction of a massive solar project brings 
major concerns. Please ask and learn everything about this new proposal.  Changing such a large 
percentage of a district from agricultural to industrial forever changes the character of the area. 
This area is rural and the surrounding properties are families and farmers. The whole community 
will suffer through construction, will sacrifice property value, surrender quality of life and land 
use will change forever. Industrial solar does not belong in this location.  We have learned so much 
about the environmental harms these industrial projects cause and removing everything from vast areas 
is certainly not “green”. The environmental plans have failed in many counties. Failure here also 
damages the James River.   Let’s talk with and learn from the officials of counties with solar 
facilities like this. Campbell, Essex, Louisa, Mecklenburg, Prince George, Spotsylvania have all had 
major harms. Many problems were related to sediment, erosion and runoff. Creeks were silted in. 
Adjacent properties washed out. Roads damaged and rendered dangerous. There were violations, 
stop work orders and fines. Issues year after year.  There is a real cost to having your community 
damaged and disrupted by hundreds of out of state workers up and down local roads daily. Thousands of 
truck trips and the unending noise day and night.  Why did this happen to other counties, because they 
did not know better.  Now, they deny these industrial solar projects or they have stringent conditions that 
far exceed those in the Riverstone SUP. They know what questions to ask and what to lookout for. 
Nobody wants to be taken advantage of. Let the hard lessons learned elsewhere keep us from being 
harmed and fooled.  I respectfully recommend calling Campbell County first, but please, call the others 
too. There is nothing to lose by using due diligence. We have only to gain.  The County could easily 
end up losing money on this deal. An independent economic analysis will show the true costs. 
Require independent review of everything else too.  The County chooses the reviewers. The developer 
pays for the reviews. The reviews are BEFORE the approval of the SUP.  There is so much 
more…this project and proposal are so massive.  Why are we moving so fast? Let’s get it right. The cost 
of getting it wrong is not worth the risk.  Let’s take a timeout.  Respectfully, James Jarrod Olansen 
 
James Crowley:   To The Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, 
My name is James Crowley I live at 58 Bridgeport Rd, District 5.  I respectfully request you deny SUP 
299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural 
habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are also in 
peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of life. 
Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased construction traffic will affect the 
safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in 
reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers will be arriving 
and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process I It will become difficult to even 
get in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as busses and 
parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment.  Construction noise will also affect our 
daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies 
also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to lose?  Industrial 
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solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of 
Buckingham County.  Thank You.  James Crowley 
 
Irene Ellis:   To Buckingham County of Supervisors.  From Irene Ellis James river district 
Case 22-SUP299- Apex Riverstone Solar.  I believe solar energy has many benefits. I also believe 
production agriculture and our forest and forestry operations are very important to Buckingham county. 
Please carefully study all pros and cons of permitting nearly 2000 acers on Buckingham county land to 
be used for 149.5 utility scale solar facility.  Thank you.  Irene Ellis.  
 
 
H. Clark Leming:  Dear Mr. Carter:  I am writing to you on behalf of Theodore Smith, who is the 
owner of Tax Map Parcel Number 18-1 (the "Smith Property"). The Smith Property abuts the 1,996-acre 
property that Riverstone proposes to develop into a 149-megawatt Solar Energy Facility ("Facility") 
pursuant to the above-referenced SUP (the "SUP Property"). The SUP will be considered by the 
Buckingham County Board of Supervisors (the "Board") and Planning Commission at the joint 
public hearing scheduled for this evening.  For several decades, the Smith Property has been accessed 
via a road located on the SUP Property off of Bridgeport Road. The Smith Property is the beneficiary of 
an easement to utilize the access road, and Mr. Smith and his family have continuously utilized and 
maintained the access road since the 1960s. The access road is shown as a "40 ft. ROW" on the 
Preliminary Site Plan submitted by Riverstone as part of the SUP Application.  Riverstone's plans show 
the access road being blocked by a fence and serving as a staging area for Riverstone's proposed 
Facility, and it is unclear whether Riverstone intends to provide replacement access to the Smith 
Property during construction and operation of the Facility. Mr. Smith's family has submitted requests to 
Riverstone for information as to its intended use of the access road and how it will be impacted by 
Facility construction and operations. Riverstone has not responded to these requests and has not 
provided any assurance that it will not obstruct access to the Smith Property during construction and 
operation of the Facility.  In light of the foregoing, Mr. Smith respectfully requests that the Board and 
Planning Commission develop conditions to ensure that access to the Smith Property via the access road 
is preserved and maintained during construction and operation of the Facility as part of this SUP 
process. Thank you for your consideration. 
 
James and Sarah Spencer:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
My name is James and Sarah Spencer and I live at 7562 Bridgeport Rd, Arvonia VA 23004. 
I ask you to deny SUP 299. It does not conform to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan; it lowers our 
property values, and will ruin the quality of our rural life. The wildlife and the natural habitat of our 
district will be harmed. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and the James River is also in danger. 
Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased traffic of construction will endanger 
all the residents. The project will have over 5,000 trips by dump trucks and tractor trailers up and down 
Bridgeport. Hundreds of out of state workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims 
this will be a yearlong process! It will become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood 
safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as they ride to and from school, and other 
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activities.  Construction noise will affect our day to day life, with heavy equipment working 7 days a 
week and pile driving 5 days a week. Studies show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, our 
farmers will lose production and income.  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my 
neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank you 
James and Sarah Spencer District 6  
 
Grayson McNeely:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
My name is Grayson McNeely and I live at 7009 Bridgeport Rd Arvonia, VA 23004. 
I ask you to deny SUP 299. It does not conform to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan; it lowers our 
property values, and will ruin the quality of our rural life. The wildlife and the natural habitat of our 
district will be harmed. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and the James River is also in danger. 
Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased traffic of construction will endanger 
all the residents.  The project will have over 5,000 trips by dump trucks and tractor trailers up and down 
Bridgeport. Hundreds of out of state workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims 
this will be a yearlong process! It will become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood 
safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as they ride to and from school, and other 
activities.  Construction noise will affect our day to day life, with heavy equipment working 7 days a 
week and pile driving 5 days a week. Studies show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, our 
farmers will lose production and income.  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my 
neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank you 
Grayson McNeely 
 
Helen Crowley:  To The Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors.  My name is 
Helen Crowley I live at 58 Bridgeport Rd, District 5.  I respectfully request you deny SUP 299 on the 
grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural habitat and 
wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are also in peril. It 
will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of life.  Bridgeport 
Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all 
the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 
5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers will be arriving and leaving 
twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process I It will become difficult to even get 
in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as busses and 
parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment.  Construction noise will also affect our 
daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies 
also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to lose?   
Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as 
residents of Buckingham County.  Thank You.  Helen Crowley 
 
Governor Brown:   Dear Supervisor Buckingham County Board of Supervisors, Apex has gone to great 
lengths to address and provide a plan for each of the concerns that have been brought up throughout this 
process. Not only that, but they’re going to pay for whatever 3rd party firm that the county chooses to 
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review this project. It’s far beyond time to approve this SUP.  Regards, Governor Brown, 5301 Melita 
Rd, Arvonia, VA 23004 
 
Dewey Wharam:   Dear Supervisor Buckingham County Board of Supervisors, Buckingham County’s 
land area is about 580 miles, or 371200 acres. Riverstone Solar, at 2000 acres, takes up a paltry 0.5% of 
all of Buckingham County. That’s 5 tenths of 1 percent of all the land in our county. If you account for 
the acres that will actually have panels on them, it’s even less. This county can easily approve this 
project while still maintaining the vast majority of its rural and forested land.  Regards, Dewey Wharam 
97 Adams Ln, New Canton, VA 23123 
 
Deborah Fischer:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
My Name is Deborah Fischer and I live at 1001 Georgia Creek Rd Scottsville VA, District 1. 
I respectfully request you deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham 
Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our 
streams, ponds and The James River are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, 
and will forever ruin our rural quality of life.  My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to 
the proposed industrial solar project. The increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the 
residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 
5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road 
via Route 20. Almost 400 workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a 
yearlong process' It will become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most 
importantly, keep our children safe as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy 
equipment. Construction noise will also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a 
week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile 
driving, what do our farmers stand to lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, 
side or backyard! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank you, 
Deborah Fischer 
 
Gladys Banton:   To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
My Name is GH Banton and I live at 715 Hummingbird Ln, District 6.  I respectfully request you deny 
SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the 
natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are 
also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values. My neighborhood access is from Route 20 
and backs up to the proposed industrial solar project. The increased construction traffic will affect the 
safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in 
reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to 
Bridgeport Road via Route 20. Almost 400 workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX 
claims this will be a yearlong process' It will become difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood 
safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as busses and parents compete with a deluge of 
trucks and heavy equipment. Construction noise will also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment 
working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies also show livestock are 
negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to lose?  Industrial solar belongs in 
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industrial parks, not in my front, side or backyard! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of 
Buckingham County.  Thank you.  Gladys Banton 
 
Donald Dorrier:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, My name is 
Donald L. Dorrier and I live at 14546 South Constitution Rt. Scottsville Va. in District I.  I respectfully 
request you deny SUP299. You have heard many resident talking about the different reasons to reject 
this proposal. I will not continue to harp on this I just hope you are listening instead of hearing. It's 
common sense to know that the erosion, noise, traffic, habitat and safety that is involved in such a 
project is of great concern to all residents of the county. Remember 2000 acres, the biggest anywhere 
around is what’s on the table. The land will never be the same. Forty years is a long, long time which 
will by this proposal tie the county and its resident’s hands as far as future growth in this area. 
We know from another project (Three Ponds) that most work and workers came from other counties, yes 
some stone and local dump truck drivers were used but over 95% or more come from other counties 
which achieved tax revenue from work being done in our county. Food and lodging was mostly in 
Albermarle because Buckingham has nothing to offer in the northern end. Escavalion came from Louisa, 
so what did the residents of the county get. On this project we will not even have the opportunity to get 
one watt of electricity. That power will be sent elsewhere, we just get the horrible sight.  The people 
making the presentation for APEX are sales people who slick talk and paint a pretty picture to their 
advantage to attempt to get passage and if so move on to another county or state. Later when questions 
come up that were never thought of, well then these guys are gone and you have to talk to someone else. 
I ask that when you vote that you ask yourself, is this the way I would vote if this project boarded my 
property and I had to look at it for the rest of my life. Would you then really vote yes? There is an old 
saying Out of Sight – Out of Mind. This should not apply to this proposal.  Thank you for your time. 
 
Clayton Davis:  To The Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, 
My name is Clayton I live at Bridgeport, District 1.  I respectfully request you deny SUP 299 on the 
grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural habitat and 
wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are also in peril. It 
will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of life.  Bridgeport 
Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all 
the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 
5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers will be arriving and leaving 
twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process I It will become difficult to even get 
in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as busses and 
parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment.  Construction noise will also affect our 
daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies 
also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to lose?  Industrial 
solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of 
Buckingham County.  Thank You.  Clayton D 
 
Darlene Piercy:  To The Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors,  My name is 
Darlene Piercy I live at hardware Rd, District 1.  I respectfully request you deny SUP 299 on the 
grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the natural habitat and 
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wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are also in peril. It 
will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of life. Hardware 
Rd is my neighborhood; Accessible only by Bridgeport Road. The project estimates 2,700 trips 
by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via 
Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a 
yearlong process I It will become difficult to even get in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most 
importantly, keep our children safe as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy 
equipment.  Construction noise will also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a 
week and pile driving every day but Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile 
driving, what do our farmers stand to lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my 
neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as Thank You.  Darlene Piercy 
 
C.W. Fischer:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors.  My Name is C.W. 
Fischer and I live at 1001 Georgia Creek Rd. Scottsville VA, District 1.  I respectfully request you deny 
SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm the 
natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River are 
also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality of 
life.  My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to the proposed industrial solar project. 
The increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 
trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via 
Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road via Route 20. Almost 400 workers will 
be 
arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process' It will become difficult to 
even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as busses 
and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment. Construction noise will also affect 
our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but Sunday. 
Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to lose? 
Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, side or backyard! Please vote NO to protect 
us as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank you.  C. Warren Fischer 
 
David Yancey:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, My name is 
David Yancey and I live at 7483 Bridgeport Rd. I ask you to deny SUP 299. It does not conform to the 
Buckingham Comprehensive Plan; it lowers our property values, and will ruin the quality of our rural 
life. The wildlife and the natural habitat of our district will be harmed. The ecosystem of our streams, 
ponds and the James River is also in danger. Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the 
increased traffic of construction will endanger all the residents. The project will have over 5,000 trips by 
dump trucks and tractor trailers up and down Bridgeport. Hundreds of out of state workers will be 
arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process! It will become difficult 
to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as they 
ride to and from school, and other activities. Construction noise will affect our day to day life, with 
heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving 5 days a week. Studies show livestock are 
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negatively affected by pile driving, our farmers will lose production and income.  Industrial solar 
belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of 
Buckingham County.  Thank you, David Yancey 
 
Dan Crawford:  As a fellow Virginian and resident of Earth, I share my view.  We need all the 
renewable energy we can get to transition away from fossil fuels. Wind is the greatest producer, with 
solar making encouraging progress. Utility-scale means large, and the more, the better. We are fortunate 
having Apex Clean Energy proposing River Stone. They have an impressive record of environmental 
stewardship and concern for communities they serve.  With regulations now in place, the environment 
and community will be very well served. We need this clean energy, and Apex can provide it now. 
Please support this project and know how fortunate we are to have Apex ready to build it now.  Thank 
you for consideration, Dan Crawford, 2311 Kipling St. S.W., Roanoke, Va. 24018 
 
Clarence Davis:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors.  My name is 
Clarence J. Davis and I live at 9924 Bridgeport Rd. I ask you to deny SUP 299. It does not conform to 
the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan; it lowers our property values, and will ruin the quality of our 
rural life. The wildlife and the natural habitat of our district will be harmed. The ecosystem of our 
streams, ponds and the James River is also in danger. Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it 
to the increased traffic of construction will endanger all the residents.  The project will have over 5,000 
trips by dump trucks and tractor trailers up and down Bridgeport. Hundreds of out of state workers will 
be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process! It will become 
difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe 
as they ride to and from school, and other activities.  Construction noise will affect our day to day life, 
with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving 5 days a week. Studies show livestock are 
negatively affected by pile driving, our farmers will lose production and income.  Industrial solar 
belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us as residents of 
Buckingham County.  Thank you. Clarence J Davis  
 
Cindy Webster:  My name is Cindy Webster. My husband and I own 90 acres in northern Buckingham 
County, and we are against the proposed Riverside APEX solar farm.  Solar Farms are not the solution 
to our energy independence and energy needs:  Capacity factor is the measure of power being 
generated 100% of the time. Nuclear 92.5%, natural gas 56.6%, hydropower 41.5% and solar 24.9%. 
(Source US Energy Information Administration) Currently in the US only 10% of used solar panels 
are recycled. It is estimated that 8 - 80 million metric tons of used solar panels will fill landfills by 2050. 
(The US is behind its recycling efforts compared to France and other European nations.)  
Misinformation exists but the following is indisputable:  The Virginia Clean Economy Act requires 
Dominion Energy to produce their electricity from 100 percent renewable sources by 2045.  The types 
of renewable energy currently available in Virginia are biomass, solar, hydroelectric and wind.  Solar 
panels are inefficient compared to other types of energy. They are unable to produce  sustainable,  
reliable, 24/7 electricity.  Solar farms require a lot of land. Therefore, the rural landscape across Virginia 
is being changed as land is acquired. Solar panels can contain hazardous materials such as cadmium, 
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arsenic, chromium, copper, selenium, lead, etc. and have created environmental hazards.  Although we 
were disappointed in the boards initial vote to approve construction of the solar farm without 
directly notifying nearby residents, we are hopeful your vote will change this evening. If after listening 
to your constituents and your decision is not reversed, we would like to request the following of you and 
APEX:  How many full-time Buckingham residents will the solar farm employee after construction? 
What is the guaranteed amount Buckingham County will earn?  The solar panels used on the project 
shall not contain cadmium.  An independent, nonbiased lab will conduct continual soil and sediment 
samples of the site and continuous water testing of Payne’s Pond, and other nearby waterways such as 
streams, creeks, storm water, etc. testing for contamination, heavy metals, etc. at APEXs expensive. 
APEX agrees to spend a minimum of 5% of its yearly profit from the Riverside project on the 
development of renewable recycling. This includes their solar and wind renewable energy projects 
across Virginia. Upon the conclusion of the 20-year lease at Riverside APEX, at least 90% of the solar 
panel components and materials used on the project will be recycled by APEX at their expense.  There is 
landscaping done so the panels are not in view from the road(s).  No other solar projects will be 
considered by this board for a period of no less than 5 years to allow time to investigate the impact of 
this project to our rural landscape and its economy.  Finally, I pray this hearing serves as a wakeup call 
across this county, state, and nation to vote in November. A few in Richmond should not be allowed to 
push their agendas changing our way of life.   
 
Cindi Dorrier:  To the Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors.  My Name is 
Cindi Dorrier and I live at 14546 S Constitution Rte. Scottsville VA, District 1.  I respectfully request 
you deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will 
harm the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James 
River are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural 
quality of life.  My neighborhood access is from Route 20 and backs up to the proposed industrial solar 
project. The increased construction traffic will affect the safety of all the residents. The project estimates 
2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return 
via Bridgeport. Certainly a majority will arrive to Bridgeport Road via Route 20. Almost 400 workers 
will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process' It will become 
difficult to even get in and about our neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe 
as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment.  Construction noise will 
also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but 
Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to 
lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my front, side or backyard! Please vote NO to 
protect us as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank you.  Cindi Dorrier 
 
Claudia Perkins:  The purpose of this letter is to forewarn Buckingham’s joint meeting regarding the 
proposed 2000 acre Apex’s Riverstone solar project of dangers that lie ahead. I speak with a firsthand 
account of problems created by a 1,304 acre solar project in Louisa County begun Spring 2000. All 
acres were timberland. They were deforested, stripped down to subsoil and land packed hard to hold 
panel poles.  Within a few weeks our section of creek which was about two to three miles from the solar 
site had turned brick red with sediment water that ran 24 hours 7 days a week into the South Anna River. 
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At 3 different points between August and January a different holding pond each time malfunctioned or 
broke due to improper construction. Each time there had not been rain for weeks, but suddenly a torrent 
of highly sediment water gushed down our creek.  In November 2020 there was a 5.5 inch rain over a 
two day period. That was not a 25 year rain event much less a 100 or 500 year event, but devastation 
from the 7 holding ponds releasing water rapidly was unimaginable! Two of the holding ponds sent 
water rolling over two neighbors’ two farms. Water was not even following the creek bed. (One of those 
neighbors now has an additional creek that appears on his land whenever it rains due to what is 
happening with the holding pond.) The creek went well over its banks and farm fencing carrying huge 
amounts of sand from sand bagging at the solar site. The huge volume of water weighted with sand 
along with the extremely high velocity of water created huge bank washouts on 5 farms as well as 
additional bank erosions to expose large amounts of tree roots along the entire creek. Weakened tree 
systems caused trees to fall into the creek over the coming months.  The whole bank system has been 
eroded and softened to the point that even at this moment a 1.5 to 2 inch rain over a period of 2 days 
erodes away creek banks due to a significant rise in volume and velocity of water beyond normal with 
those 7 holding ponds dropping additional water into the creek. Never has anything like this happened 
when timber was cut.  It is not sustainable stewardship of our natural resources of land and water to 
allow these huge grabs of land for solar development. Whatever is developed must be done wisely and 
in very small increments to monitor the effect on surrounding land and water. Please I urge you do not 
fall prey to the words of someone who cares only for the fast money they can make and have no care for 
the precious resources which we have been trusted to protect. It is our hope that our experiences will 
help others foresee and avoid such detrimental effects.  Respectfully, Claudia Perkins 
 
Bernice Townsend:  To The Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, My name is 
Bernice Townsend I live at257 Old Oak Rd Prospect VA 23906 District 1.  I respectfully request you 
deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will harm 
the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James River 
are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural quality 
of life. Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased construction traffic will 
affect the safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump trucks 
which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers will be 
arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process I It will become difficult 
to even get in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe as 
busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment.  Construction noise will also 
affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but 
Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to 
lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us 
as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank You.  Bernice Townsend 
 
Barbara Wyland:  To The Buckingham Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors, My name is 
Barbara Wyland and I live at 1285 Bridgeport Rd Scottsville VA 24590 District 1  I respectfully request 
you deny SUP 299 on the grounds it is not keeping to the Buckingham Comprehensive Plan and will 
harm the natural habitat and wildlife of our district. The ecosystem of our streams, ponds and The James 
River are also in peril. It will also negatively affect our property values, and will forever ruin our rural 
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quality of life.  Bridgeport Road is my neighborhood; subjecting it to the increased construction traffic 
will affect the safety of all the residents. The project estimates 2,700 trips by tractor trailers and dump 
trucks which in reality equals 5,400 trips as they must also return via Bridgeport. Almost 400 workers 
will be arriving and leaving twice a day. APEX claims this will be a yearlong process I It will become 
difficult to even get in and about our-neighborhood safely, and most importantly, keep our children safe 
as busses and parents compete with a deluge of trucks and heavy equipment.  Construction noise will 
also affect our daily lives, with heavy equipment working 7 days a week and pile driving every day but 
Sunday. Studies also show livestock are negatively affected by pile driving, what do our farmers stand to 
lose?  Industrial solar belongs in industrial parks, not in my neighborhood! Please vote NO to protect us 
as residents of Buckingham County.  Thank You.  Barbra Wyland 
 
Amanda LeSueur:  Dear Supervisor Buckingham County Board of Supervisors, Most of the opposition 
you’ll hear tonight has nothing to do with renewable energy or environmental concern, it’s just people 
not wanting change. Imagine if this county had turned down Buckingham Slate or the James River Slate 
Company or Kyanite Mining? Where would we be now?  Regards, Amanda LeSueur, 1370 Little Creek 
Rd, Dillwyn, VA 23936 
 
Amanda Williams:  Amanda Williams.  Time and time again, when hurricanes and other weather 
disasters hit the east coast, the first power generating facilities back up and running are solar farms. 
Solar farms are safe, reliable, and consistent. Let’s not pass up one here because a few rich neighbors 
don’t want it. 
 
Ava Jahoda:  Dear Supervisor Buckingham County Board of Supervisors, People here may site a 
Harvard Business Review article entitled The Dark Side of Solar Power but will neglect to mention that 
the end of that article states, quote, “None of this should raise serious doubts about the future or 
necessity of renewables. The science is indisputable:  Continuing to rely on fossil fuels to the extent we 
currently do will bequeath a damaged if not dying planet to future generations. Compared with all we 
stand to gain or lose, the four decades or so it will likely take for the economics of solar to stabilize to 
the point that consumers won’t feel compelled to cut short the lifecycle of their panels seems decidedly 
small.” We can’t afford not to approve this SUP.  Regards, Ava Jahoda, 292 Logan Rd, Scottsville, VA 
24590 
 
Jane Moss:  Jane Moss at 384 Blue Heron Lane, Scottsville Virginia 24590 and it states Dear Mrs. 
Edmondston. As an adjacent landowner I'm writing to express my opposition to 22-SUP299. Apex 
Riverstone LLC solar project.  Apex promised to plant and manage the vegetation buffer to protect my 
view shed yet it did not end up in the final plan. The 117 Page property value impact study included in 
the packet submitted by the solar salesman for APEX has no bearing on the proposed project. The study 
concluded the adjoining properties are well set back from the proposed solar panels and most of the site 
has good existing landscaping for screening the proposed solar farm. Unfortunately, this is not the case 
with the residence I own. My home is located the closest to the proposed project of any neighboring 
properties. Tax map 17-2-6B. There is not enough existing vegetation to screen the construction nor 
completed solar panels from my view. The proposed plan does not include a managed vegetation buffer 
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that will protect my view shed. The vegetation buffer promised by Apex does not exist on Blue Heron 
Lane. I would not anticipate any impacts on property value due to construction on the study site stated 
Richard Kirkland Jr. in the property value impact study. Unfortunately, there have already been impacts 
to my property value. My rental home was vacated, no one wants to live next to a major construction 
site with the noise of pile driving going on from sunup to sundown every day. Apex can operate heavy 
machinery 24/7.  The concern of unknowns is a real phenomenon in real estate valuation regardless of 
whether it is warranted in the long term. Apex promised a plan to manage the vegetation buffer to 
protect my view shed yet it did not end up in the final plan. This should be a red flag to the Planning 
Commission. Once this plan is approved, there's no going back please slow this process down and make 
sure that the 2000 acre project has all of the enforcement mechanisms Buckingham County needs please 
read the plan closely and look for what is not included that was promised. I understand this project is not 
in your backyard. But I implore you to consider the concerns of the people who live and farm on the 
land that is adjacent to the project. Please deny the SUP and keep the land zoned for agriculture. 
Sincerely, Jane moss.  
 
Edmondston:  Vice Chairman Bickford while I'm here, I neglected to add at the beginning of the 
meeting, that there have been a few emails sent to just myself, some to Mr. Carter, I'd like to commit 
those to the formal minutes of this meeting as well and they will be entered into the packet. 
 
Bickford:   Do you plan on reading those now? 
 
Edmondston:  No sir.  They were not submitted according to the public comment guidelines.  They 
were just sent for supplemental to be included. 
 
THE EMAILS WILL HEREBY BE ATTACHED TO THE END OF THE MINUTES AND WILL 
BECOME A PART OF SAID MINUTES. 
 
Bickford:  Okay, thank you. With that, I'm gonna close the public hearing. And we'll yield to Chairman 
Miles. 
 
Miles:   Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Now, what we're going to do is the public hearing has been closed. 
And so Mr. Merrick, would you like to make a presentation? Please?   
 
Merrick:  I will turn it over to Jon Puvak first. 
 
Miles:  Yeah, um, thank you, sir. Just for the Planning Commission members and from us fellow 
Supervisors, if you have any questions just, you know, indicate so please.  Thank you. 
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Puvak:  Alright, thanks. We know it's been a long night. We appreciate the attention here. Jon Puvak.  
I’m working with Apex and Riverstone Solar. Appreciate your attention. But you've heard a lot. We've 
been here, but we really want to take a few minutes. We brought the whole design team.  We brought 
experts to answer any questions you might have. So we want to we want to take some time and go 
through some of the points that we've that we've heard tonight. Again, we talked about why this 
application.  You know, again, why we're asking this application.  We had a prior SUP approved, but 
these processes are a long development process. Their ongoing studies are continuing. So this gives us 
additional flexibility to achieve those designs. What we're talking about, though, is a special use permit, 
not talking about a rezoning of the land. The zoning ordinance clearly requires that.  Clearly allows it.  
All properties are zoned A-1.  This is not a permanent use of the land, this is a temporary use. There's 
only going to be one Riverstone project.  Whether this SUP is approved or the prior SUP approved.  
There's not two separate projects.  There's only one solar project... And this is the details of the project. 
I've seen this slide many times, you know, 149.5 megawatts in terms of what we're talking about 
projected life of 40 years, 900 acres will be within panels. So yes, it's a 2000 acre property. But 900 
acres would be under panels or within the fence. And we talked about the benefits in terms of CO2 
offsets. We can't lose the fact that this is privately owned timber property.  So we wouldn't be coming 
here asking you for a decision on this if there hasn't been a robust process already. There's been talked 
about this being a rushed process. I'm not going to go through both these slides. But by all accounts, 
there's been 29 meetings on these projects. I've had the privilege of working on dozens of solar projects 
in Virginia. And this is not the norm. Virginia law requires a public hearing, one public hearing before 
the Planning Commission, and one public hearing for the Board of Supervisors.  Can't ignore again, 
what I talked about the Riverstone project that we and this Board reviewed previously, is a substantially 
similar project. So you can't ignore all the work that's been done to this point. We have multiple public 
hearings. We've had seven different meetings, where there's been public comment, like tonight where 
there's an opportunity for public comment. But don't worry about what's already happened. There's still 
more to come. So we have significant levels of review that we're still going to do. There's lots of permits 
that are done at the local level and the state level. This is just a handful of projects. If this SUP is 
approved tonight, Riverstone does not have any right to put a shovel in the ground. There's additional 
reviews and additional permits that need to occur. Some of those include, you know, clean water 
approvals, certifications, Water Protection permits, again provided DEQ pollution discharge permits, 
that includes stormwater prevention plans, sometimes referred to as Swift's, stormwater management 
plan, permit by rule is the DEQ structure. It's a rigorous structure that these projects go through multiple 
levels of review. That is, and that has been used for about 75 projects today. 75 projects in Virginia have 
gone through the DEQ process and been reviewed by the PBR and approved by the DEQ. Then you also 
have local controls in place.  You have county’s Erosion Sediment Control Ordinance, in combination 
with a DEQ reviewing the Erosion and Sediment Control Plan.  You have site plans, and building 
permits. So again, the county is going to have a chance, as we move forward as our plans develop. We 
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don't have fully design plans today. It's expensive enough coming through these processes with initial 
designs and things like that. But we don't final design these projects until later in the process. And 
getting through a zoning approval is one of those early steps. So we're always with these decisions 
balancing. How much analysis can we do here? So we'll answer as many questions as you have. But just 
know that there's more review to come, the more approvals are coming. So it's not the end of the road at 
all. We try to follow all the rules. We've, you know, over notice this prop this application based on the 
zoning ordinance and state law. So we have written letters that were mailed by the county legal 
advertisements, and then the applicant and the county both posted signs.   These are locations of where 
each signs were posted for the property in terms of the number of signs and what the signs say. So there 
is no argument that anyone can be unaware of what was happening with this application in this project. 
And the county has its own permit that our own signs that were also posted as well at other locations. So 
again, those were posted over the property, both the mailed notices, and the postings have been there 
since February 1. Public comments, because of the all the opportunities I talked about, where we had 
multiple meetings, seven opportunities for public comments, just like tonight, we've listened. So in the 
last two meetings, January 24 meeting and the February 14 meeting, we've prepared written responses to 
every one of those notices that we just received today. And we've given those of the Board and the 
Planning Commission prior to the start of this meeting. So we think that that again, we also posted on 
the county's website. So we're again trying to be responsive and trying to be reflective of what we've 
heard. Comprehensive planning.  There's always an element for every one of these projects that element 
not for a solar project, it's an element when you prove a cell tower or school or road, anything like that 
has been forged the Comprehensive Plan. The good news is your comprehensive plan does support this 
project. There's specific elements of the comprehensive plan you can look to. It recognizes the need for 
commercial development, while balancing agricultural and rural history of the county.  You know, every 
land use decision whether it's a solar farm, you know, any other kind of economic development 
opportunity or something, a subdivision, you're there's always a balance between preservation, and what 
might come from that development.  A specific land use goal is to encourage commercial industrial 
development in appropriate areas of the county. So again, we've already demonstrated the economic 
benefits associated with this without the need for any public services.  Preservation. So it's been noted 
before how little property this is actually using, one half of 1% of the commercial forest in Buckingham 
County. And again, this is not a permanent use.  We're not paving.  We're not taking anything out. And 
we're actually one of the few uses that exist, where we say, hey, whenever we're done, we're going to 
remove it. I'm sure the county has examples of blighted properties and other things that they like to get 
rid of, that don't have money for.  This is a use reason to put money in the bank to say when we're done, 
we're taking it all back, and you can put back the trees and it can return to forest and timber property. On 
the comprehensive plan, again, a couple of other elements here is that Congress notes the loss of 
agricultural land and states that economic benefits and environment impacts should be considered to 
maintain a balance between development and preservation objectives throughout the county. Again, 



  
BUCKINGHAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS/PLANNING 
COMMISSION JOINT MEETING                                         
FEBRUARY 28, 2022 

- 211 - 

 
 

that's a tough decision. But again, we're showing why in this case, this project makes sense to pursue 
that development. It's also consistent with a future land use plan.  The future land use plan has, this is 
outside of any village center, growth corridor, high growth area, recreation, anything like that. This is 
situated in a remote area, the county is not identified for higher uses. So as Jimmy mentioned, you know, 
we've been an Mrs. Edmondston was been really helpful in reading through the conditions, but we've 
been listening. So what Mr. Merrick is going to do is go through some specific conditions that we've 
modified this go around in order to address public comment what we've heard from staff.  
 
Miles:  Thank you, sir. 
 
Merrick:  Good evening, sir. Chairman Bickford, Members of the Commission, Chairman Miles, 
Members of the Board. Happy to be here tonight.  As John said, so, Nicci already walked through the 
conditions. But I thought it would be good to just highlight a lot of the changes that we've made, since 
the conditions that were actually codified in November with the original approval of the project. The 
reality is, is, you know, the whole public participation part of this process, it does encourage feedback, 
right, like, community does have an opportunity to give feedback. And we have been listening the entire 
time. Since the first meeting that we had with the county in March, since the first community meeting 
that we had back in June, and then all the community meetings and public hearings and special sessions 
and everything leading up until today. We've been listening the whole time. And we've made substantial 
changes, even after the conditions that were codified back in November, we made the decision to come 
back through this process to request an additional 35 acres to give us more flexibility. And we knew that 
that would open up the opportunity for additional changes to the conditions. Right, we understood that. 
Now, a lot of things were raised in in the last 30 to 45 days that we felt like warranted consideration. So 
we've done a tremendous amount of additional diligence.  We've spoken directly with Campbell County, 
right, all the issues that have been raised about Alta Vista. We've said this in the past, but we'll say it 
again, we developed that project, but we were not in a financial position to build that project and own it 
through construction. We made a business decision to sell that project. And then the new owner of that 
project, selected through a competitive RFP process. And then they started construction for that project. 
Now, you know, that ended up being a challenging site. And there was record setting rainfall in the 
second half of the year, when that site was in construction.  30 more inches of rain than the year prior. 
And on top of that, even though that that county had a solar policy, there was only about five conditions 
that project was actually totally binded to.  There was one inspector that was responsible for the entire 
construction of that project. So, you know, there are a tremendous amount of lessons learned where we 
have actually sat down with Campbell County, that all of those issues are well documented.  We've 
spent hours with them with the Environmental Programs Manager, writing it all down, figuring it out 
talking about it. We've spoken with Timmons. We've spoken with our internal engineers.  We've spoken 
with really all the industry experts that we've had available to us during this whole process. And the 
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conditions before you tonight is really reflective of all the changes that we've made, because we felt like 
it was the right thing to do based on doing the additional due diligence that we've done. So I just wanted 
to use this as an opportunity to really walk through that. And, and we can talk about it. And if there's 
anything else, you know, that you all feel might add, you know, provide added protections for the 
community and in the surrounding land uses we'd be we'd be happy to consider that. So getting right into 
it. If you all have your conditions in front of you, I'm going to walk through the conditions. And then I'll 
also have some slides that relate to the conditions.  I'll try to flip through the PowerPoint sort of as I 
walk through the conditions. The first sort of change that we've made as this has been, this is a sort of as 
a result of actually speaking with your own environmental programs manager. So if you look at 3 B, Lyn 
had expressed that some projects in the past, they would provide civil designs, and the engineers actually 
hadn't been to the site, and they hadn't seen it firsthand. And we actually heard similar feedback from 
Campbell County's environmental programs manager that if you review these plans without seeing what 
it is actually on site, then you might run into some issues. And so we went ahead, and we added that in 
here, on 3B, the second sentence, prior to the applicant submission, the erosion and sediment control 
plan, the applicant will contact the county's erosion and sediment control reviewer and use reasonable 
efforts to arrange a meeting on the property with the applicants engineer.  The county may obtain with 
an independent third party review of the erosion sediment control plan at the expense of the applicant. 
So we're saying from the start, we're going to sit down with your environmental programs manager, 
we're going to get our engineers out, we're going to walk the site, and then we're going to use that to 
help better inform the civil design of this project. Now, without a doubt, the biggest commitment that 
we've made is reflected in 3 C. So we've aren't we already committed to phasing in the original set of 
conditions back in November, right. And so that basically, you know, dictates that the land within that’s 
going to have solar panel facilities, or that will require some site work that will be disturbed in a 
sequential progression, right. And so, not more than 25% of the site will actually be disturbed at any one 
time, right. And so you disturbed 25% of the site, you stabilize it for the erosion sediment control 
handbook. Now, we've taken that a step further through direct feedback and a lot of conversations with 
the folks that actually do the inspections on these projects, our internal engineers, and we've gotten a lot 
of feedback that in reality, a really simple approach to avoid a lot of the issues that you run into is just 
getting grass out there growing. And so what we've done is we basically said, will discern the first 
phase, stabilize it move on to the next phase, but we actually won't go back into that previous phase until 
at least 50% of vegetative cover has been established, or two months has passed. And so that's just 
leaves time for grass to germinate, to establish, to mature. And we had this conversation, you know, we 
already had made this change prior to us actually meeting with Campbell County, but when we made 
this change, they said that this would have stopped a lot of problems.  If they had done this at their own 
site. You know, grass is a great filter. I mean, really any vegetative cover is a great filter. And so a lot of 
the things that we've done here is to just try to limit the impacts to the extent that we can to make sure 
that there is proper erosion and sediment control and proper filters throughout the entire project site. 
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Now one thing I'll say is that that commitment, right you’re basically there's gonna be months at a time 
in every phase where you're just watching literally watching grass grow. It's that simple. But what that 
does is it actually extends our construction schedule out. And so we're anticipating having this project 
operational in 2023. By making this commitment, the construction phase of the project will take longer. 
So there is downsides, but you do mitigate a lot of the risks that we've heard were associated with 
erosion and sediment control. And so we anticipated this would add that at least six months to the 
construction schedule, and so it ended up being about a year and a half for construction. And so more 
than likely, the project, if we're able to start construction in November, like we want to, that would bring 
us all the way out to 2024, sometime in 2024. So net, you know, summer of 2024. So, you know, it can 
take a little bit longer than that, but time is money, right. And then also construction loans. They're not 
indefinite. And so, you know, we've really pushed it as far as we could push it, to still being able to keep 
this project financially feasible for that. But, you know, again, it just, it felt like the right thing to do, 
given a lot of the concerns that the community has raised. And so we wanted to do that.  Now, the next 
one is 3D, I mean, really, a lot of a lot of the things we put in 3 is directed towards erosion, sediment 
control. So 3D, a lot of this actually came out with speaking with the Division of Timmons Group that 
they're actually, they're the third party inspectors that will, that are, will be hired, or can be hired for sites 
like this. They're the boots on the ground, they're the ones inspecting these projects every day. And so 
coordinating with them, you know, we had a call and we said, okay, given what you guys see in all the 
projects that you work on all experience that you have, you know, what is what is something that you 
that you see as a problem. And so one of the major things that they said is really, you just need to be 
able to keep up with inspections. You need to be able to do preventative maintenance, like pretty much 
constantly. And so making sure that you know, there is proper oversight to ensure that the proper best 
management practices are being followed, you know, all everything is done by the block and proactively 
addressing any issues, you know, before they get worse.  I mean, really, you know, an ounce of 
prevention is worth more than a pound of cure. And so really, that's what all this is, right. All these 
erosion and sediment control features, they're set up to just manage rain events, you know, that 
happened during construction. And so making sure that the contractor is on top of those, and is receiving 
inspections, basically daily, telling them where they need to make improvements where they need to go, 
you know, where there might be deficiencies in the site that allows them to take direct action based on 
those, that paperwork that they're getting from the third party inspectors, and fix the site and make sure 
that all the basins have the appropriate volumes, and everything is done the right way. So now, you 
know with that, all the inspections, right, the first one D, all erosion and sediment control facilities will 
be inspected by a quality, a qualified third party inspector, at least every four calendar days, or at least 
once every five calendar days, within 48 hours following any runoff producing storm event. Right. And 
so it puts it right in there, how often somebody needs to be out there. Now, the county, you could have 
somebody out there every single day. So in our setting agreement, we've committed to $400,000 to 
support the County, the county can have county contracted inspectors, and we will reimburse them up to 
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$400,000. And we've even got language in there where if it for whatever reason, exceeds that, then we 
can discuss, you know what else it might take. And we will be willing to do that.  There's legal language 
in there that allows for that, and so $400,000 that you can use to support plan reviews, and to support 
inspections throughout the duration of construction. Now, originally, that was $300,000 in the last 
project proposal that was approved in November, but because of the length and construction schedule, 
we felt that it was the right thing to do to add a buffer in there to just make sure that there were, you 
know, enough funds to support all the inspections that would be necessary. So 2, 3, 4, all additional 
things is associated with erosion and sediment control. And then E, so it's came to our understanding 
that it sounds like that the county is going to opt in to DEQ to help support erosion and sediment control 
reviews. This is part of recent regulations that have been passed at the state level where the county has 
additional resources, they can opt in and work with the DEQ to support not just the stormwater, but also 
erosion sediment control. So we also added E here to say that while the county is opting in, the county, 
quote, the county may inspect the project during construction, as demonstrated by the county, and shall 
retain all enforcement rights under applicable law, right. And so the county would retain their 
jurisdiction.  They would still have their third party inspectors, you know, Lyn would be there, the Soil 
and Water Conservation District and so it just adds even more oversight and confirmation that the 
county does retain all jurisdictional authority over the project. Moving on F, another stormwater, this is 
related specifically to the swift, you know, of course, it will obtain it. And that will maintain operational 
day to day controls of the swift measures. And that the applicant will cause the active updates to have to 
be made publicly available either electronically or at a location viewable not less than once per month, 
upon request by the public. So just best management practices that we went ahead and added in there. 
So this slide I have up is a slide that you've seen, and I've talked through this a little bit, but you know, 
there's been a lot of concerns with erosion and sediment control that folks that raised and so we sort of 
just want to beat the dead horse here, and revisit some of the things that we've already talked about. 
Again, AltaVista was a challenging site, it did have slope and Topo. They found springs, you know, 
when they were doing the grading work had record setting rainfall. Riverstone if you actually compare it 
side by side is much more favorable from a topography perspective. And then on top of that, with Alta 
Vista, I mean, we've done a pretty in depth analysis. Those drainage areas at Alta Vista is sort of shaped 
like a bowl. They do compound and all the waters are generally directed into the same location whereas 
Riverstone, there are established drainage areas throughout the entire project area.   It's more spread out. 
It's not shaped like a bowl. And we've talked about this a lot but it what did that allows for is we can 
actually utilize the natural topography, utilize the existing drainage areas. And because there's so many 
undulations, you're actually going to have multiple smaller stormwater basins. We're actually 
anticipating about 200 stormwater basins for Riverstone. And so we had a discussion again, with 
Campbell County, and, you know, they had about 40 stormwater basins and had talked about, you know, 
a more enhanced design would actually be smaller, many more stormwater basins throughout the 
project. And so, you know, again, applying lessons learned directly from, you know, previous projects 
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that have well documented things where we can learn from the industry is always learning. Also, from a 
protections perspective, John did talk about we have about 900 acres of fenced area. Outside of that 
there's, you know, more than 1000 acres basically of just wildlife corridors, stormwater basins, erosion 
and sediment control features are like streams and wetlands that are that are going to be conserved open 
space within there. That's, that's going to allow for ample protections, it goes back to vegetation, right, 
and, and using all that that's in existence to our advantage, and making sure that the proper filters are in 
place. So the natural filters that that the earth provides us. We've talked about construction phasing. And 
we've talked about the third party oversight and just how preventative maintenance and oversight is 
critical to the success of these construction projects. I've included a site plan here. Just so folks will… 
But what we've done in the previous slides is the site plan, which we're all very familiar with at this 
point. But this slide is the panel facilities actually overlaid onto a topo map. So the red is greater than 
25% slope and then the yellow is 15 to 25% slope. And then everything from 15% down is not 
highlighted. And so you can see here, yes, this is preliminary but we have a tremendous amount of in 
house resources that can get us really close to what this project will end up looking like you know, and 
you know, this I'm not trying to push the narrative that there's not going to be any grading where the 
solar panels are.  There will be site work required there.  There will be grading required. That's the 
nature of it. But you know, we are going to be this with this map demonstrates is that a vast majority of 
the steep slopes will be avoided. And I think that's a pretty powerful image that, you know, there have 
been comments that, you know, we'll have to grade everything flat and you can't build over 2%. But the 
reality is actually, that a lot of industries available technologies we can build up to 30%. Now industry 
standard is about 15%. And so that's why we've selected 15% to show this and you know, you can 
actually look the project on 60, you can see that that project follows the natural undulations, you know 
of the Earth, it's you know, so there is an image that will level this site, but it's frankly a misconception 
and untrue.  I have up there is just the wildlife corridors. And so we’ve expanded these.  We have about 
450 acres of wildlife corridors. So this this basically allows for free passage of wildlife and everything 
within.  This is just wetland streams, wetlands, stormwater features that you know, are comprised of 
basically grass. And then, you know, trees and buffers and things like that. And so in the yellow there is 
are all the wildlife corridors that we've included in this project that, that, you know, just pushing forward 
the concept that we don't have to fence this whole site with one contiguous fence, it's actually smaller 
sites. And each of the various arrays in each of the various regions of the property are individually fence 
creating free passage of wildlife and environmental species through the project.  So jumping into just 
definitions here, Condition 5, you know, solar equipment. We were, we were asked to share some 
pictures, and give people a bit of a better understanding of kind of what to anticipate, right.  You know, 
there are some there's been some confusion about the size of these solar panels. And so industry 
standard for a commercial solar panel that we would use is approximately seven feet long, and three and 
a half feet wide. And they weigh approximately 64 pounds. They vary by the manufacturer, but they all 
follow this, you know same general size and dimension. Now, there’s two different racking methods. On 
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the left, you have fixed tilt, which those are oriented east to west the fixed tilt are just mounted to a fixed 
structure at the sort of perfect degree to harness as much power from the sun as possible. And then you 
have the single axis tracker, so those are actually oriented north to south. And then they pivot on a on a 
pole. And so when the sun rises in the east comes over and then sets in the west, it will track that sun 
throughout the duration of the day and then reset in the morning. So there's been some questions about 
what the collection station might look like. And so the collection station, there are two basically like sub 
stations associated with the project.  There is what we typically refer to as the project collection station. 
And so all of the 34 5 KV collector from the panels in the inverters run into this project collection 
station. So this is a collection station for 138 kV. line just like Riverstone will be also in AEP territory, 
just like Riverstone will be. And so this is a substantially similar image to exactly what the Riverstone’s 
project collection station will look like in the northeastern part of the project.  There's typically right 
next to it and you can see the wires in the left side of the screen. These are right next to each other.  
Wires moving over into the interconnection switching station. So the interconnection switching station is 
actually this is what's going to be owned by AEP and so this is for 138 kV and then you can see the 
transmission lines and poles. You know, you can either have an H frame structure or a monopole. These 
are steel monopoles, and really all it's doing is it's just splicing the wires right into the existing 
transmission lines. And so this is exactly what we would have at Riverstone.  Substantially similar.  So 
going back to Campbell County in the Alta Vista project, we asked the project owners as we were doing 
our diligence and speaking with them about, you know, the items with that project, if we could actually 
go out to that site and take photos. So last October, we had an opportunity to go out. And these are 
actual photos of the Alta Vista solar project. Now, I'm using these as photos to demonstrate sort of what 
a single axis tracker and a fixed tilt would look like. But I also want to use it as an opportunity to show 
you that grass is growing, the project is stabilized, right, you can look at this photo. So these are single 
axis trackers from the front. And then you look at the next photo. These are single axis trackers from the 
side. And the wires are hung on the backs of the panels and then ran down along the side. And they'll all 
run on a home run down to an inverter station. This is the backside of a single axis tracker. Each panel is 
basically just mounted to this racking system and then daisy chain together.  The wires are and then 
they're just tucked into the back of the panel, and then they'll just run down the full string. And then and 
then from there, they'll go to the inverters. This is Alta Vista in operations. They went into operations 
back in May when we took these photos in October. So this is a fixed tilt array. Alta Vista had a hybrid. 
So it was actually a single axis tracker and a fixed tilt. This is a fixed tilt array at Alta Vista, the areas 
fully stabilized and in operations.  I know I've been talking a lot.  I wanted to demonstrate this jumping 
to basically screening and setbacks. Those Condition 10 is really the start of it. But we also reproduced a 
third party visual simulation by Stantec. It's an engineering firm where they can actually graphically 
engineer these panels and they can put them in here. So if you if you try to follow along, I've passed out 
some binders as well. So this first page, I think there's three binders floating around, this first page 
indicates the location of where all these photos.  Yeah, so this first page indicates all the photos that 
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were taken at the respective vantage points that they were taken from and they're numbered, one through 
six.  So there was a total of six photos basically taken on all the major right aways along Bridgeport 
Road and also through on Payne’s Pond Road. So we have photos here where you're basically right in 
the direct center of the site. So you know surrounded by panels we've taken pictures of that will show 
you before and after. This is photo location one this is at Payne’s Pond and Payne’s Road right at that 
intersection. So this is before.  This is how it currently is so these photos were taken I think it was last 
September, August or September and then you go to the next photo.  So this is generated five to seven 
years. This is what the site is anticipated look like in five to seven years with panels this is with panels 
installed. And so in five to seven years when you're when you're driving down Payne’s Pond Road, you 
will not see panels to your right.  This is a and then I'll skip the for those of you that have the binder, 
there's a 10 to 15 year too, but we'll just skip that because you know this you get the picture.  Photo 
location 2. So this is at Payne’s Pond and Bridgeport Road. So this is currently this is how the site looks 
right now. And as you know, we've committed to leaving a 50 foot buffer along all right-aways. well 
actually 75 buffer on right-aways. Now we've made that additional commitment, but then a 50 foot 
screening, or basically around all right aways and the entire property. And so this is what it looks like 
now. And then if you go to the next photo, this is what it'll look like in five to seven years. All of that 
vegetative screening will be maintained. And so unlike the project on 60, you can drive by it, and you 
can see the whole thing, you're going to leave all this vegetative buffer in place. And so folks that are 
driving by that might be concerned about the view shed, you know, they might not want to look at solar 
panels, what have you. You're not, you're not going to see it at this intersection. This is the third photo 
location. This is a Dianna Mill Road and Bridgeport road in the very south east corner of the project site. 
This is what it looks like today. And then if you go to the next photo, this is what it'll look like in five to 
seven years. So there's substantial screening along the right away here already in existence, and we'll 
maintain all that.  You go to photo 4, this is right in the center of the project. So this is right in the center 
of Payne’s Pond Road, except you're looking to the West. This is what it looks like right now, at that 
location. And then you go to the next photo. And this is what it'll look like in five to seven years. And so 
when you're driving down Payne’s Pond Road, you know, Bridgeport is to your back, and you're driving 
up Payne's Pond Road towards 20, you look out to the left side of your car, this is where you're gonna 
see while you're driving through a solar farm.  And then location 5. So this is a site that was very 
recently cleared by Weyerhaeuser. And you can see there's just some scrubby pines there. You know 
that they've replanted only I think about a year or two ago. So along this right away, we do have 
additional commitments that we've made specifically along right aways where basically, if there's 
inadequate screening already installed, we'll go back, or inadequate screening or vegetation in existence 
will actually go back and we'll supplement that with additional trees.  We've actually made an additional 
commitment.  We're going to do that along property lines too. But this this site, so this is, again, center 
the project, you're right on Payne's Pond Road, except you're looking east.  So it's the same location, 
except instead of looking at the left side of your car, you're looking on the right side of your car. So this 
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is what it looks like today. And then you go to the next slide, this is what it will look like in five to seven 
years.  We use all the same stand data provided to us by Weyerhaeuser.  All the growth rates, and we 
worked with Stantec, who does this stuff all the time, based on the trees that are already planted there, 
this is what it will look like. And, so I mean, I think that's pretty powerful, right, you're in the center of a 
solar project and you're driving through the main vein that travels through that into your left and to your 
right, you're not seeing any solar panels. Now this 5th or 6th location, this is right on the very sort of like 
southwestern corner of the project. So this is on Bridgeport Road. So this is like the highest elevation of 
the of the very southern corner of the project. And so from this vantage point, you can actually have 
pulled off many times right there at that access road for Weyerhaeuser.   You can actually stand on a 
mound and you can look out where however on the on the road you're  a little further back, but this is 
sort of like worse, you know worst case scenario that we wanted to try to demonstrate here. So you look 
at this photo, and then you go to the next photo in five to seven years like at the highest elevation, you 
know, even with all the undulations, there is a chance that you will see some tops of the solar panels but 
you give it another couple of years and you won't see the project at all along Bridgeport Road. And so, 
you know while I've got the conditions here, list, you know condition starting with condition 10, setback 
from additional or sorry setback from existing residential dwellings, a minimum of 350 feet setback 
shall be maintained from solar equipment to any adjoining or adjacent residential dwellings. It's 
essentially a football field and so any existing residential dwellings there won't be a solar panel within 
350 feet of that. 
 
Matthews:  Mr. Merrick, I do you have a question, If you don't mind?  There was one citizen that said 
that stuff that was promised to her, which is Miss Jane Moss, is what she's saying, is that correct from 
what you guys have got?  
 
Merrick:  Would you please remind me what was…? 
 
Matthews:  She said she's within 100 feet, her residence is within 100 feet and she lives on is it Blue 
Heron Road? Is that what it was?  
 
Miles:  Ys, sir. Supervisor Matthews. 
 
Merrick:  Okay. So I know where Blue Heron Road is. And I'm familiar with that property. And so that 
property shares a pretty significant border with us. I don't recall the comment that she made, there were a 
lot of comments that were made, but I can say, along that were her property joins ours, at a minimum, 
there will be a 50 foot vegetative buffer there, at a minimum, and if her house was in, her house was 
built within 350 feet of our property line, like say it's like 100 feet from our property line, then you can 
basically draw, you know, you can pull line off that and draw a half circle, you know, we're where we 
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can't put any solar panels, you know, within 250 feet of that. And we'll maintain a vegetative buffer in 
that in that whole area, to the extent that we have control over that buffer. 
 
Matthews:  What is what is that distance? What would that distance be? 
 
Merrick:  So if she if, if what you're saying that she was saying that her house is 100 feet from the 
property line, and that would mean that there is a 250 foot buffer of contiguous vegetative screening that 
is that is maintained within that vegetative buffer. And so it's, it's basically 250 feet of forest. Okay. And 
there's no trees, or there's, you know, beyond that is where we would then be able to locate solar panels, 
but that would be a substantial screening for that for that landowner. 
 
Matthews:  Do we give that in writing? 
 
Merrick:  There? Yeah, we will be happy to provide a map actually, that shows… 
 
Matthews:  Can you get something to her too, in reference to that? 
 
Merrick:  Yeah, I'd be happy to do that. And so yeah, for all for all the landowners, we can actually it's 
really easy for us to generate, you know, we can look at where all the existing residential dwellings are, 
and we can apply these setbacks to them. And from a GIS perspective, you can see exactly every house 
and the distance of the buffer and how much screening that they're gonna have. We can be happy to 
provide that.  
 
Matthews:  Thank you. I appreciate that.  
 
Miles:  Thank you, Mr. Merrick.   
 
Davis:  I’ve got a question.  
 
Miles:  Yes, sir. Supervisor Davis. 
 
Davis:  Mr. Smith was saying something about his right away. What about that? 
 
Merrick:  So Mr. Smith… 
 
Davis:  Excess road to that property. 
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Merrick:  Yeah, I mean, so we received the letter today, be happy to communicate with him about that. 
We can't violate any private property rights. You know, if they have an easement, they have an 
easement. We have to we have to honor that. And so we’ll be in communication with them. And, and, 
you know, but that is a, that's a that's a private access, right. It's not necessarily germane to tonight's 
decision. But, you know, all existing, you know, easements that are in place in a project, we can't 
infringe upon those property rights.  
 
Miles:  Does that answer your question, Supervisor Davis? 
 
Davis:  Yes.  
 
Miles:  Okay. Thank you. Mr. Merrick. Before we go any further does any does any Supervisor or 
Chairman Bickford, do any of your members of the Planning Commission have any questions right 
now? 
 
Bickford:  Questions at this point or do you want to finish the presentation first? We're gonna wait until 
he finishes the presentation. Thank you, Mr. Chairman Miles. 
 
Merrick:  Okay, so before I get into some of the construction management, just to wrap up the 
conditions. One thing I want to jump to is 11 B. So what was codified in November was a 50 foot 
setback along right aways. So we've increased that to 25 feet more. So we have a total of a 75 foot 
setback along right aways. And so sort of where most of the community will be passing by the project 
along right aways and things like that. We've added additional setback so that the equipment is just sort 
of further off the highway there. And then 12, so this is actually a nod to sort of erosion and sediment 
control measures. Now, coastal counties in Virginia, they have requirements with the Chesapeake Bay 
Act. And that's actually where I grew up. And you'll see where they they've implemented areas like 
language basically regulations, where houses can't build up to a certain amount of the water. You know, 
they do that and primarily for stormwater creates more of a vegetative buffer between the Chesapeake 
Bay and where you see development. And so what we did is actually we included that here, where we 
have a setback from perennial streams of connected wetlands. So we’ve delineated streams or wetlands 
throughout the entirety of the project area. And what we're saying is, as an additional erosion and 
sediment control and stormwater management precaution, a minimum of a 50 foot setback shall be 
maintained from the solar equipment to the edge of all perennial streams and connected wetlands located 
within the project area. And so that's on both sides of it. And so all the streams that you sort of see when 
you're looking at the site plan that cut through the project and the associated wetlands and things that 
have indicator species there, we're going to set back off of all those an additional 50 feet on both sides, 
just to create more of a sort of vegetated filter, you know, to help manage and scrub water quality. Now 
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that we also heard from the community that there were issues with the fact that the buffers along 
property lines were not, quote maintained. And so we went ahead, and we just added that in there. If you 
look at 13 C, the applicant will maintain all buffer areas, right, and then expanded it with all the other 
language that we already had in there. So all buffer areas, including setbacks on property lines, setbacks, 
along right aways, and setbacks, from residential dwellings, everybody gets a buffer that's maintained. 
Now, along property lines, primarily, what we're going to do is just preserve existing vegetation that's 
there and just let that grow up. But, you know, we have taken that a step further. So if you look at 13 A, 
we say, the last sentence of 13 A, along the property line where there is no vegetation, or timber to 
retain. So it's just nothing there right now, there's nothing to retain, the applicant will supplement the 
buffer with new plantings in the 50 foot buffer. So this is around the entire perimeter of the project. This 
is uncommon for our industry. But we're sort of going above and beyond here just to just to show that 
you really are not going to see this project, and we're doing our best to protect you know, the view shed 
to the neighboring community make sure that this project can coexist with surrounding land uses.  Okay, 
so the next thing I want to talk about is construction, there's been a lot of comments about traffic. And 
then just like jet in general managing construction and sound and things like that. So, 8A, we've 
committed to no pile driving over the weekends, so only Monday through Friday, which is the loudest 
activity typically associated with the construction of these projects. And so there'd be no pile driving on 
the weekends. Now 21. We've got it…we've already… this was already codified. But we're going to do a 
construction traffic management plan to basically, it's going to articulate how we're going to manage 
construction, right, the temporary traffic control measures that will have to be put in place to just make 
sure that the native joining roads maintain, you know, safety and everything like that. Now, we don't 
anticipate traffic to exceed the available road capacities. We think that there's pretty good roads right 
there adjacent to the project. So some folks have talked about construction counts, how many vehicles is 
it? So on this slide, we've actually, now this is based on a one year schedule. And so keep in mind, this 
is sort of like worst case, you know, because of the commitments that we've made with erosion and 
sediment control, and a longer drawn out construction, you get more days, but it's all the same amount of 
work. So a lot of these numbers likely will drop. But let's start with grading and site prep.  So that, we 
anticipate that's gonna be about three to four months. That's about 50% of the heavy vehicle loads. So 
employee traffic, in that first phase is about 50 to 75 people a day, excavators and folks like that. But 
then average heavy vehicle traffic that’s primarily going to be 23 loads a day. By far the largest 
deliveries are going to be dump trucks delivering gravel to make the internal access roads and then land 
clearing and prep. So about 23 loads a day for three to four months.  And then you go into panel 
installation. So four to six months for panel installation.  That'll probably take a little bit longer with the 
new schedule that we've got.  Employee traffic, 150 to 200, on average, and there will… it is anticipated 
or will be shorter periods of up to 400 people. I mean, that's when you have the most people on site, just 
installing panels and getting the project built. And then average heavy vehicle traffic goes down as you 
progress into the project. So the primarily gravel and concrete delivery again, but also piles, rack 
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deliveries, and solar panel deliveries, and those are primarily coming in on, you know, larger trucks for 
deliveries. And then mechanical and electrical inspections. This is sort of the last phase here, employee 
traffic will be reduced significantly. A lot of this is just electrical work. Employee traffic is about 25 to 
50 people. That's a typo that shorter periods about to 400 shouldn't be in there. But then average heavy 
vehicle traffic is about 10 loads per day, there's some going to be inverter deliveries, then also electrical 
equipment deliveries. And so one of the other concerns that we've heard, with AltaVista, we talked 
about this with Campbell County is debris on the roads. And so in the in the last set of conditions, we 
had talked about that we would take reasonable precautions to minimize impact and damage to public 
roads, including regular maintenance, and washing and sweeping. Now we've sort of expanded that, to 
where we basically just said, Each project is going to have a dedicated wash station, or sorry, each 
entrance is going to have a dedicated wash station. This is direct feedback from Campbell County.  We 
had talked to them about this. And they this is something that they actually instituted. You know, after 
you saw some of those articles that had came out, they're like, we got to fix this, what are we going to do 
so they instituted this, in Campbell County told us that that helped considerably. And so there was much 
less debris on the roads after they instituted those and they no longer ran into issues moving forward.   
21 C. So this is speaking with the new owners of Alta Vista, this was a recommendation and then was 
also discussed a bit with some of you all but during construction, the applicant will hold a town hall 
every quarter within the community. And so we would invite county officials, neighboring landowners 
and the broader Buckingham community. During these town halls, the applicant will provide a report on 
the project's construction progress from the previous quarter, and summarize construction activity to 
occur in the subsequent quarter and provide an opportunity to receive citizen comments, right. And so 
especially for the folks that are living nearby the project, if they have specific concerns or anything like 
that, or if they just want to understand sort of what's going on, they can show up to these town halls. 
We're going to do an every quarter during construction. They can ask questions.  They can get an update 
on what happened and what's going to happen. And then they can voice any complaints that they might 
have straight to us. And then we can make design changes just to you know, iterate iteratively 
throughout the construction process just to make sure that their comments are being heard. And you all 
can join those meetings as well. You can participate and we can get together and if there's any issues, we 
can work it out. That's a lot of it. So, you know, moving on to the next one here. We had talked about 
this in the previous process. But you know, I've seen more comments from folks on Quail Run Lane, 
Hummingbird Lane, Georgia Creek Road, you know, those sort of surrounding communities to the 
northwest. And so in the last process, we're making the same commitment that we're making here. So all 
construction traffic is prohibited from using Quail Run lane. You know, the red roads here, Quail Run 
Lane, Hummingbird Lane, Georgia Creek Road, the northern entrance of Paynes Pond Road and so 
construction traffic can't travel south from the or sorry north from the you know, once you basically 
exceed the project limits, so no traffic on that sort of gravel road there on Payne's Pond Road as it 
extends throughout 20. So all of our construction traffic and primary access points will be along 
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Bridgeport Road and on Payne's Pond Road. Now during operations, we do need access that Western 
pride part of the project and so we have requested O and M access only through Georgia Creek Road to 
access sort of that that northwestern portion but that would be only in operations. And once you're in 
operations, it's only about one to two pickup trucks a week just for landscaping activities. We've 
discussed that in the past. So, before I wrap up here, I just wanted to cover condition 30. So, this sort of 
just adds  an extra step that we're going here just to make sure that we can get appropriate ground cover 
established not only during construction, but you know, have a good rehab plan for long term 
stabilization. So, for ground cover prior to the start of construction, the applicant will perform no less 
than 10 soil test scenarios across the project area. To achieve an appropriate sample size of the project 
area. The soil test will be used to inform and develop a comprehensive and detailed vegetative 
management plan with the intended effect to revegetate the project area with ground cover.  The 
vegetative management plan may include optimal seed types, fertilizer rates, lining rates, if necessary to 
be used for temporary and permanent stabilization. Once operational, the applicant will maintain cover 
in good condition throughout the operation of the project.  Also where grubbing is not required for the 
construction or operation of the solar farm, or for the installation of erosion control and stormwater 
management features, existing stumps shall remain in place. So along, pretty much along all wetlands, 
and most of those buffer areas and anywhere in the project property where we don't need to touch it. 
We're leaving the stumps there, we're leaving everything in place, it's in everybody's best interest to limit 
grading to the extent practicable, and leave existing vegetation right where it is and not pull the earth up. 
So, you know, I think we've made wholesale changes, right. And like I said in the beginning, that's what 
this process was designed to do. And we've always from day one said that we're listening, we want to 
incorporate the community's feedback and you know, make changes. So next I asked Dan Jamison from 
Timmons group to join us. We also have an expert that produced the property value impact study, he's 
here.  He can give a brief overview on property values as well. But if there are any questions before we 
move on, I'd be happy to answer them. 
 
Miles:  Thank you for your presentation. Mr. Merrick. Vice Chairman Chambers has indicated he has a 
question, sir.  
 
Chambers:  You said you will have at this project starts you will have town hall meetings? T 
 
Merrick:  That's correct.  
 
Chambers:  Were you willing to let me appoint someone in the community to inspect the project before 
the meetings? 
 
Merrick:  You appoint somebody… 
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Chambers:  To represent the citizens in District Six?  I represent District Six, and I'm gonna protect the 
people all I know how.  Would you let me put somebody to go into project and, you know, before?  
 
Merrick:  Yeah, I think that's a good recommendation.  
 
Chambers:  I haven't talked to them yet.   I'd like to appoint Mr. Pickett and Mr. Flood if they would do 
that?  We're you willing to sit and work with the community? 
 
Merrick:  Yeah. Yeah, we can we can add language in here that, you know, basically, the county can 
elect to select somebody to represent District Six. 
 
Chambers:  Wait a minute. I'm not saying the county.  Let me ask Mr. Flood and Mr. Pickens, would 
they be wanting to serve on a committee? Okay, Mr. Flood, would you be? Thank you. Okay. I think 
this should pick their representatives.   
 
Merrick:  Now, I don't know if it's appropriate to codify them specifically in this. I mean, they could 
move. 
 
Chambers:  No, what I'm saying is this. We need somebody that when you had a town hall meeting to 
verify that the project is going like you say it's going. They're going according to the plans. All I'm 
saying there. That's fair enough. 
 
Miles:  Thank you for that response. Mr. Merrick. Does anyone else have any questions for Mr. 
Merrick, right now?  
 
Matthews:  I do.  
 
Miles:  Yes, sir. Supervisor Matthews. 
 
Matthews:  There was a couple other citizens had referred to the depth of the decommissioning stuff, 
the wires and different things and, you know, I think it spilled out it's 36 inches right now, but I think 
there's some reservations, you know, in the general public, about possibly going a little bit deeper. So 
what the chances of that being… 
 
Merrick:  So, with regards to depth for decommissioning, 36 inches is industry standard. And that’s 
pretty deep. 36 inches, I mean, three feet is really deep. You know, it's much deeper than a lot of the 
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phone lines or fiber or things that are that are installed, you know, in our residential communities. That's 
a good number for us. You know, it's, it can get really expensive to go, you know, below that. But, you 
know, we'd be open to, to considering that if it's something that that's important in the county.  It  
ends up just sort of being more disruptive to remove it if we’ve got to go deeper, remove more Earth. 
 
Miles:  Mr. Chairman Bickford. 
 
Bickford:  Commissioner Crews has a question.  
 
Crews:  Yeah, I just had a question about the easement. The lawyer that spoke earlier said that you 
we're gonna need to be able to attach into the line.   
 
Merrick:  Yeah, I mean, similar to the other easement concern that was raised, it's a private legal access 
matter. And with all due respect to Mr. Hicks and his client, you know, we disagree with their assertion 
that, that we don't have the rights to that, you know, we're confident in our rights. And we don't need any 
additional easements to construct and operate the solar project. So but we're, we've been in 
communication with Mr. Hicks, and, frankly, his client for better part of a year, you know, we continue 
to communicate, you know, just last week, you know, we've had recent communications, and so we'll 
continue to work that out. But similar, you know, to my previous response, it's not necessarily, you 
know, germane to this decision before you, but I will say, you know, we're gonna honor, you know, the 
laws and existing easements and anything that may be in place.  
 
Crews: Thank you.  
 
Dorrier:  Jimmy, I have a question. Someone brought this up during the meeting, about shallow wells. 
And that's all that's in that end of the county.  We're not on the water system. Worst case scenario, what 
happens if you get a big rain and contaminate 20 wells?  Could somebody elaborate on what would 
happen?  Have you had this problem? 
 
Merrick:  No, it's we've had it raised in the past, but I mean, there's nothing that this project would do to 
the groundwater. The deepest that we go into the earth is really with the piles that hold up the racking 
systems.  The average is about seven feet. And generally, you're not even in the bedrock at that at that 
point. And so we're not tapping in any reservoirs or, or anything like that, you know, we're not going 
anywhere deep enough to where you would actually have any even opportunity to damage the water 
quality of any of the any of the surrounding wells. 
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Dorrier:  I was speaking of runoff, not from the depth that you go, but the runoff that you'd have. 
Shallow wells, we have this problem all the time, when we get a real bad rain, some of the people will 
have problems with it.  The real problem with your runoff, it could contaminate all these wells and that's 
a big deal with these families down there. 
 
Merrick:  I mean, I'm not an expert on shallow water wells. But what I would say is like, typically with 
most wells, right, the, when it rains, the ground, like percolates through the ground. And as water filters 
down, gravity does its thing. It hits the bedrock. And that whole process of it going from you know, 
right at the ground level is to wherever the bedrock is 30 feet below, that's filtering the water the whole 
way down. And then and then it will, it will, you know, eventually it get trapped. And then you know, 
wherever you know water is gonna go path of least resistance to those ground wells and so the natural 
earth will filter that water you know, but I'd be happy to look into it a little bit further for you, but I don't 
I don't anticipate any issues with shallow wells. 
 
Dorrier:  Let's say, we have five inches of rain. It's gonna filter to that ground.  It's gonna go really 
deep. And with the runoff that you have from this project… 
 
Merrick:  So we have Timmons here to discuss that in depth.   I mean, construction, runoff, or post 
construction runoff will not exceed pre construction runoff. That's the law. Right there. All of these 
stormwater basins that we've proposed, when it rains, that rain will get trapped in these stormwater 
basins, sediment will fall to the bottom of that basin. And then rainwater will percolate through that 
naturally back into the ecosystem. We don't anticipate any runoff associated with this project.  
 
Dorrier:  Okay.  
 
Merrick:  We also have Dan here with Timmons. He's a civil engineer, he designs these projects. 
 
Miles:  Mr. Merrick, what I was going to do is just ask the board, rather than having all three or four 
people present, would you all rather have them present or just ask them questions of them, maybe?  
What’s your prerogative as far as questions? Okay. So maybe you could introduce who you have here 
for the Board and for the Planning Commission. 
 
Merrick:   Yes. So Dan Jameson is a civil engineer with Timmons Group based out of Richmond. And 
then we also have Rich Kirkland. He's actually the appraiser that put together the property value impact 
analysis that we included in our application. So Dan's good with water and civil, and then pitch rates can 
talk, you know, property values or any impacts, you know, folks that might have concern with that. 
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Miles:  Planning Commission and Board, are you all good with that?  Yes, sir. Supervisor Davis. 
 
Davis:  Virginia State Sediment and Erosion Control says that it should be active once every five 
business days or within 24 hours of any quarter inch rain or more. We had 48 hours in there, should be 
any significant rain. 
 
Miles:  That is condition number… 
 
Merrick:   That's gonna be D, I think. 
 
Miles:   Just for the Board and the Commission, that's condition 3d.  
 
Davis:  I have to take this every three years.  
 
Merrick:  We can change it, we can change it to 24 hours. 
 
Miles:  Are you amenable to that, Mr. Merrick? 
 
Merrick:  I think it's a good idea. I mean, I think there's gonna be more inspections. And even what 
we've got in here. 
 
Davis:  It states is this is DEQs Protocol. Any rain event more than a quarter of an inch it has to be?  
 
Puvak:    Yeah. John, you got that?  Yeah, I'll just I'll clarify, you know, this was intended to be enact, 
we know, we have to meet law. So this, this isn't specific to, you know, this is any random event. Right. 
So I mean, your threshold is more than that for separate events. So this was intended to be more 
inspections, but we can put in there for clarification that, you know, if we, if it's a significant rainfall, 
we'll do it within 24 hours.  Its just meant to be really for any rainfall. 
 
Miles:  Supervisors Davis, do you would you like to have that? Okay. So, with the consent of the Board, 
and the Planning Commission, on Item 3 D on the third line, will change 48 to 24. Is everyone on the 
same page with that? Yeah, so on Item 3 D. We would amend the third line down, change that from 48 
to 24. Is the only would be the only change there. Is that correct? Supervisor Davis?  
 
Davis:  No, it would be any rain fall of quarter inch or more. 
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Miles:  For just for clarification, for clarification that right now it says following any storm event. So, so 
that would capture that? Is that correct, Mr. Merrick?  
 
Davis:  Ok. 
 
Merrick:  Yeah. Okay.  
 
Miles:  Just 24 then? 
 
Davis:  If this gets approved or whatever, whoever our 3rd party contractor is would have to go there. 
 
Miles:  Right.  Okay. Yeah, so that's changing 48 to 24 on line 3, under condition 3 D. 
Does anyone have any questions for any of Mr. Merrick’s colleagues with regards to values or water and 
engineering? 
 
Allen:  Land value has come up if that’s what he’s got. 
 
Merrick:  Rich, you want to give me a couple minutes. 
 
Kirkland:  So, good evening again, my name is Rich Kirkland with Kirkland Appraisals. I'm out of 
Raleigh, North Carolina. I'm a certified general appraiser in a number of states including North Carolina 
and Virginia, also an AMI, which is a national designation put out through the Appraisal Institute. I've 
been looking at solar farms for about 13 years. And I'm sorry, when I'm, I don't know what I'm doing to 
this microphone. But it doesn't like me. Is it better to get closer or further? Further? Okay. So I've been 
looking at solar farms for about 13 years, and that time, I've looked at over 900 solar farms.  We're 
looking to just see where they're located, what's around them, how close they get to solar, adjoining 
homes. We've been compiling that data and looking for sales of homes next to solar farm so we can 
measure to see if there's any impact on property values. So as we've done that it's presented, I believe it's 
part of the record, or is it not? It is.  So we've been doing that analysis for some time now. And you've 
got the match pairs that we've gotten there. They're consistently showing no impact on property values. 
And it's very consistent with what we've found looking at National University Studies, University of 
Rhode Island's put out a study that found it gets cited a lot because it says it did find an impact and high 
population density suburban areas, but in rural areas, they found no impact on property values. And they 
defined rural is less than 2000 people per square mile. The area and we were this is less than 200 people 
per square mile. So significantly below that threshold. University of Texas has got a survey of appraisers 
out that showed no impact on property value.  It was the conclusion of that study. It gets cited 
sometimes because in the survey process, they interviewed appraisers who self-identified as saying they 
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had no experience with solar, but they were going to guess it impacts anyway. And they consistently 
were the ones who guessed very high impacts. All the appraisers who self-identified with experience or 
pricing around solar farms came up with impacts between minus three to plus 10%, saying that this farm 
was more likely to be an enhancement than a negative. There was a Georgia Technical Institute did a 
study looking at agricultural lands across North Carolina, found actually a slight positive impact on 
agricultural land after a solar farm was put in. They attribute that to perception that there might be 
potential for additional solar farms in those areas. I believe I'm not exactly sure. But again, the 
university studies are all supporting in that thing. I'm not familiar with it, Netherlands study that was 
mentioned earlier, but I would focus more on the data from the States. We've also surveyed assessors 
across Virginia and North Carolina just to find out how they treat property next to solar farms. We've 
got a 100% reply from the counties and the county assessor's where they have solar farms, but they 
make no adjustments for property is next to solar farms. And I've got three responses suggesting that it 
might be a positive impact on property values, but they don't make adjustments for that. So the match 
pair data that I've looked at, the university studies, the assessors data are all showing no impact on 
property value. And again, I've interviewed and I've been involved looking at these solar farms across 20 
states at this point, I've worked with MAI’s and other appraisers and all these other states, including 2 
here in Virginia. We've reviewed my work has been peer reviewed multiple times. So again, there we 
have to go into greater detail or answer any other questions. 
 
Allen:  I mean, so was it a difference between having vegetation or no vegetation? Was land going 
down? 
 
Kirkland:  Again, yes, I mean, to an extent, we do impact analysis on a lot of things, not just solar 
farms. And the only category of externality that doesn't impact from solar farms is really that view shed 
the appearance. And so appearance is typically the smallest category impact we can measure. And what 
happens is, is with distance that setbacks and landscape buffering, it addresses that fuse shed and 
adequately does. And that is actually part of what the study from University of Texas discussed was that 
additional landscaping buffering would always be advantageous. And that is what we're finding is data 
that is supporting that is that appropriate setbacks and landscape buffering is addressing that. That's not 
to say that you have to have an invisible solar farm. You can see in the report that I gave you, I've got 
pictures of homes that sold next to solar farms, where you can see them, but they have filtered views for 
the most part where you can maybe see bits of them are very distant views. But again, they have 
distances. Typically, starting at 100 feet, I've got the closest match pair I've looked at as a home, brand 
new home that was built next to an existing solar farm. So 105 feet, I think, to be exact between the 
closest point in the home the closest panel, and they had minimal landscaping buffering there. So there’s 
a wide range and it happens, you find that typically more in those areas where you've got more 
development pressure. 
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Miles:  Supervisor Allen, does that answer your question, sir? 
 
Allen:  Yeah, I guess so.  
 
Miles:  Okay. Thank you, sir. Does anyone else have any questions for the gentlemen? Mr. Merrick, do 
you have more that you'd like to present, sir? Or does that conclude your remarks? 
 
Merrick:  We have 2 last slides, we will make it really quick. So really, we just want to hit again, on the 
economic impacts that this project will have the county. So to the left is the current agricultural use 
currently on the on the Weyerhaeuser property. So if you look at the tax rate for the next 40 years, that 
brought that whole property that we're proposing this project on rolling at about $300,000 for the 
county. Now, if you look at it with the proposed solar project, that's a total of  $16.8 million that the 
county would receive in direct economic tax benefits for the life of the project. And so your choice is 
$303,000, or $16.8 million. Now, also, during construction, we've talked about this, but there's a 
significant pulse of, you know, onetime flux of economic activity with all the jobs and buying, you 
know, approximately 400 jobs, you know, more than that, more than likely, that represents about 24.3 
million in wages associated with those jobs, and also 66.7 million in economic output. And so that 
economic output is purchasing gravel, you know, paying for all the land work and everything like that, 
paying for hotels, gas, all you know, you know, all the restaurants full and all the hotels full and 
everything like that. And then during operations, things drop off, right, the solar farm operates pretty 
passively, things get quiet. From that point on, we estimated about six full time jobs during operations of 
the project, about 250,000. In wages, it's primarily landscaping activities, and you know, stormwater 
base and maintenance, things like that replacing panels were maybe necessary, but the minimal wages 
there, and then about 725 in economic output. So the county did pass a revenue share ordinance last 
year, we have committed to paying the county the full 1400 per megawatt for the revenue share, and that 
escalates actually 10% every five years. But that starts in 2026. That's not tied to when the project 
becomes operational. So as soon as like two years from when we anticipate COD in the project, reaching 
commercial operations is when that 10% would hit. And so then that's when you start to see the revenues 
jump there. But in year one, just in like the revenue share, and in real estate taxes, it's about starts out at 
about 261,000. And then this graph shows you how that will continually escalate over the life of the 
project to about half a million. Now, through the siting agreement, we've also committed to additional 
payments to the county. So when you include those siting agreement payments, the county, within the 
first year of operations will receive about 1.8 million in direct tax benefits of reaching commercial 
operations for the project. So that's all I have today available for any questions you all may have. You 
know, we want to make sure that you have all the information you need to make decisions on this 
request. Thank you. 
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Miles:  Thank you, Mr. Merrick. Does any supervisor have any last minute or any member of the 
Planning Commission have any last minute questions for Mr. Merrick before we turn it back over to the 
Planning Commission for deliberation? 
 
Bickford:  I do have one question  I'd like to ask. To engineer please.  I think I already knows the 
answer. But I just like to make sure.  Once the project has been approved, and it started in the 
construction phase of it, what is the flexibility you have to say, for example, add an additional catch 
pond, or enlarge a catch pond? What's the flexibility in that, in the process?  The main concern, the most 
of the constituents always goes back really to the construction phase, one with the dirt being moved and 
possibility of runoff occur. So if say, for the county agent were to go out and realize that the plan doesn't 
call for catch pond that may be needed, what's the flexibility in changing that? 
 
Jameson:  The swift document as a whole, which is the document during construction, that's what the 
it's going to have all the inspection reports, it's going to basically, you know, inform them how to go 
about building and inspecting and contains the approved plans. And there, it's meant to be a living 
document fuel conditions, we can do the best we can on paper fuel conditions may dictate something 
different, it's meant to be then just updated accordingly. And that's something as large as a catch 
basement, if it especially if it's going to be permanent. As most of these are converted, we're using them 
during construction for the sediment to catch the sediment laden water, but we're using them in 
operational for the rate control to make sure that that pre to post. So if it's something large like that, then 
you probably wouldn't need to go through a permit modification, just make sure that everyone has 
reviewed that, you know, it's not just the contractor digging a hole and putting a pipe in it, that an 
engineer's looked at it. And that takes a little bit of design effort. But typically, that would just be 
coordinated with that environmental inspector, the county, whoever the appropriate EHJ authority 
having jurisdiction would be, you know, and mostly if it's an original control item here at the county 
level that we all agreed needs to be put in, we can come up with a design and make sure that is 
appropriately designed. 
 
Bickford:  Would that process take long if you had to make a modification? 
 
Jameson:  Well, that's really up to, you know, the inspectors in the county, if it's something that you see 
that's really needed, we could go ahead and get, you know, I would recommend that we go ahead and get 
it on the ground. As you know, at least we can come up with a preliminary design.  If it needs to go 
through the state permitting process if we're going to keep it at their modification, while they don't really 
have a process that goes through the typical review. They're pretty understaffed right there. So that does 
take a little bit of time, but we can at least get it on the ground and approved from the erosion control 
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standpoint. That's a pretty quick, easy calculation while we're going through the permitting side with the 
state for the permanent measure. 
 
Bickford:  Okay, thank you, sir. 
 
Jameson:  Absolutely. 
 
Miles:  Any other questions from the Board before we turn it back over to the Planning Commission for 
their deliberation and their recommendation? Okay, all right, Chairman Bickford,  I'll turn it over to you 
and your body, sir. 
 
Bickford:  Thank you. Chairman Miles. Alright. That brings it to the Commission. You have any 
discussion? Or other questions that might need to be asked?  
 
Gooden:   Do we still have VDOT on the line?  
 
Bickford:  Oh, you mean about traffic?  
 
Edmondston:  We don't.  We had VDOT until 930. And they were no longer with us. But they are both 
available with questions later, but they could not stay for this meeting.  
 
Gooden:  Okay. Thank you. 
 
Bickford:  Any other discussion among Commissioners? Seeing none, I need a motion to move 
forward, or deny or perhaps to table? 
 
Miles:   Mr. Chairman, if I could, I would just make sure that you have those two changes.  The one 
from 48 to 24. And then the adding the language from Vice Chairman Chambers that would have to 
county appointees from  District 6, to be involved in some inspections and to be present during the town 
hall meetings. 
 
Bickford:  Right. If we move forward, it will be.   
 
Miles:  I just want to make sure. 
 
Shumaker:  Mr. Chairman I'm confident in the work that we've done.  I think Jimmy did a good job 
tonight in his presentation. We heard a lot of notes about slowing down, turning a deaf ear. I think he did 
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a good job outlining that timeline and made a decision a few months ago. So on that note with these 
changes, I would move that application 22-SUP299 be sent to the Board of Supervisors with the 
recommendation of approval with the attached conditions with the modifications. 
 
Bickford:  Okay, have a motion, do we have a second? 
 
Gooden:   I second it. 
 
Bickford:  Do we have any further discussion? Seeing none all in favor, raise your right hand. That’s 
four.  All opposed the same sign. 4 for and 3 against.  Chairman Miles, the Planning Commission has 
approved it with a 4-3 vote with the changes in conditions. 
 
Miles:   Yes, sir.  
 
Commissioner Shumaker moved, Commissioner Gooden seconded to approve 22-SUP299 to move 
forward to the Board of Supervisors with the approved modifications in the conditions as outlined.  
This motion passed with a 4-3 vote.  Commissioners Shumaker, Gooden, Bickford, and Crews voting 
in favor.  Commissioner/Supervisor Allen, Commissioners Taylor and Dorrier opposed. 
 
Miles:  So the Planning Commission has voted to recommend approval of this project based on what 
was presented and with the two changes that are outlined from 48 to 24 hours of a rain event and then 
adding language in there to add two representatives from the District Six community to be present 
during the during the quarterly town hall meetings and to be privy and present for some inspection. So 
does anyone have any comments, Supervisors, any questions before we take action? So I ask you what is 
your pleasure?  
 
Bryan:  Chairman. 
 
Miles:   Yes, sir Supervisor Bryan. 
 
Bryan:  I've listened to the comments both for and against. I do know that we have about 51 years of oil 
left, 114 years of coal and 53 years of gas and fossil fuels will be probably done. Renewable energy is 
probably the cleanest way to go. I think with all the conditions that we have in place to prevent it from 
being seen. Therefore upon a consideration the information set forth in the application of the material by 
the staff that has been done with the Planning Commission I move that application SUP299 be approved 
with the attached conditions received from the Planning Commission be approved. 
 



  
BUCKINGHAM COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS/PLANNING 
COMMISSION JOINT MEETING                                         
FEBRUARY 28, 2022 

- 234 - 

 
 

Matthews:  Second. 
 
Miles:  Is there a second to that motion? Okay, motion by Supervisor Bryan seconded by Supervisor 
Matthews to approve 22-SUP299 with the attached conditions and after having received the 
recommendation from the Planning Commission. Does anyone have any questions or comments before 
we vote?  Okay, all in favor of that motion, raise your hand in support of the motion.  That's four and 
opposition to the motion.  That's three.  So the application is approved on a vote of 4-3. 
 
Supervisor Bryan moved, Supervisor Matthews seconded that application SUP299 be approved with 
the attached conditions received from the Planning Commission be approved.  This motion passed 
with a 4-3 vote with Supervisors Bryan, Matthews, Miles and Bryant voting in favor.  Supervisors 
Allen, Chambers and Davis opposing. 
 
Davis:  Mr. Chairman. 
 
Miles:   Yes, Supervisor Davis. 
 
Davis:  I suggest that the County high Hurt & Profitt to approve any erosion and sediment control plan 
that’s set forth by Apex. 
 
Miles:  It’s making noise. 
 
Davis:   I make recommendation that the County put Hurt & Profitt on retainer to approve, to inspect or 
go over any erosion and sediment control plan to set forth by Apex on behalf of the County, since they 
know what they're looking at.  Can we do that, E.M.? 
 
Mr. Wright stated that there could be preliminary discussions but the procurement policy must be 
complied with. 
 
Miles:  Supervisor Davis, Mr. Wright. Thank you. Mr. Vice Chairman Chambers? 
 
Chambers:  Mr. Pickens and Mr. Flood are to serve on the committee right?   
 
Miles:  Yes, sir. Yeah, that was understanding in the motion. Yeah. Okay. Um, I do want to say, thank 
you all for coming out. Thank you for your public comments. They were many, and we certainly did 
listen. And so thank you all for what you submitted. And I'll turn it back over to the Planning 
Commission now for their further action. 
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Bickford:  Do I have a motion to recess with reconvening on this Wednesday at six o'clock?  
 
Dorrier:  So moved. 
 
Crews:  Second. 
 
Bickford:  We have a motion and a second. All in favor, raise your right hand. That was unanimous and 
we are in recess. Thank everyone for their participation. And thank the staff for the hard work they did 
getting the worksheets and all through us and thank you public participation. 
 
Re:  Public Hearing:  Siting Agreement  
 
Miles:  We do have, so the Board of Supervisors will remain.  Thank the members of the Planning 
Commission and the chairman. We do have another public hearing to hold with regards to consideration 
of a siting agreement between the County of Buckingham and Riverstone Solar LLC. And Mr. Wright, I 
would hope that you would address that place. And we're gonna go and so, so if everyone so if everyone 
would, will remain quiet as they leave so we can continue our business, if you don't mind. Thank you, 
Mr. Wright 
 
Wright:  The Board has advertised a public hearing from the siting agreement tonight. Very briefly, the 
copy that you received in your package has one typo there. And if you look on page three, paragraph 
three, the most of those amounts should be $400,000. I understand Ms. Lann has provided you with a 
correct copy where both of them provide for $400,000 rather than $400,000/$300,000 as it was so that 
that means that has been corrected. 
 
Miles:  Mr. Wright. Could you repeat that, please? And could you get a bit closer to the mic if you don't 
mind, sir. 
 
Wright:  On page three, paragraph three, both those numbers should be $400,000. You have a corrected 
copy that Mrs. Lann provided you at the beginning of the meeting.  
 
Bryan:  Yes, sir.  
 
Wright:  Alright, so that's the agreement we're working from. The highlights to hit the highlights. 
There's some pretty important things in it there. There's at $400,000 to set for reviews and inspections. 
Also, the agreement help sets the parameters of the decommissioning agreement the bond surety to 
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ensure performance, review over five years and adjusted accordingly. The decommissioning agreement 
needs to be agreed upon before the building permit can be issued and combined with the SUP conditions 
are not using salvage value, etc. The general form of the decommissioning agreement has begun to take 
shape on major issues. It also gives the right of insert for enforcement of decommissioning. It sets the 
building permit at $250,000.  And it provides cash payment to the county of $1,750,000 paid to the 
county 30 days after commencing operations. And the rest of it is primarily just the housekeeping items 
associated with an agreement. But that's the highlights concerning I understand this one person signed 
up for public comment. 
 
Miles:  Yes. So what I'll do is go ahead now and declare the public comment, period. I mean, the public 
hearing open.  Mrs. Lann, do we have anyone signed up? 
 
Lann:   Scott Flood. 
 
Miles:   Mr. Flood if you would come up and you have three minutes sir from when you start talking. 
 
Scott Flood:  Well, good evening again. This is the last opportunity that the Board has to review this 
project. Once the siting agreement is approved, the Board loses its discretion over all aspects of this 
project. All remaining approvals, including the bonding for decommissioning must be done 
administratively by staff without further review or input from the board. The costs and information 
before the Board, specifically those related to decommissioning are inadequate and should be vetted 
more fully before adoption of this agreement. So how much will it cost to decommission? Very 
important question. It could cost the county a lot of money. All of this that we've gone through, all of 
this will go through for the next 40 years could any money that the county is getting could easily be 
erased or easily end up costing the county money. So at the decommissioning, if there's no LLC, which 
is very likely to not be and the landowner sheds his property. The county will be responsible for 
whatever comes next. So if this bond, this put up is not in the right amount. So to go to that aspect we 
asked his name is Dr. Herbert Eklund. He's an Emeritus Professor of Mechanical and Aerospace 
Engineering, North Carolina State. And this, this information’s been sent in before as the 
decommissioning report. Anyways, he recommends and this is he does these, it's not like he's not an 
expert. He's saying that the decommissioning and land reclamation costs could exceed $15 million. So 
the numbers that we've heard so far, we were told, what were we told 4 million, 5 million we might get 
the bond for. So $15 million, so and that's in today's dollars. So if you put that 14 point 8 million in 
today's dollars, it's coming, what is it down to like 9 million? So now we've got a $10 million difference 
at the end. Alright, so we're taking the project apart. $10 million difference. We went through all of this, 
we sacrificed all of this to lose money. So now where they get this responsibility of another, maybe 
another Love Landfill.  The county could be stuck with all of that expense. It's just a possibility. It seems 
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like before the siting agreement is approved, you should take a pause right.  Absolutely, respectfully and 
take a pause and please get your third party review in please ask someone who has financial expertise 
with all these things to just give you some other opinions of what it might cost. It really could save the 
county a lot of money in the end. Thank you. 
 
Miles:  Thank you, Mr. Flood. That being the case, and we don't have I'm sorry, Mr. Wright? 
 
Wright:  The decommissioning agreement will come back where you will have to authorize your 
signature before it's entered into.  
 
Miles:  Yes, sir.  Thank you for that clarification, Mr. Wright. That being the case. Okay. So no more 
public speakers, ma'am. 
 
Lann:  Kenda Hanuman had signed up but she left. 
 
Miles:   So I'll declare the public hearing closed the and turn it over to the Board of Supervisors for 
consideration or any questions of Mr. Wright. 
 
Bryan:  Mr. Chairman, I move that the siting agreement between Riverstone Solar LLC and the County 
of Buckingham be improved. County Administrator be authorized to sign the agreement on behalf of the 
County. 
 
Allen:  Second. 
 
Miles:  Okay, the motion by Supervisor Bryan and has been seconded by Supervisor Allen to approve 
the siting agreement as stated in the motion. Does anyone have any questions before we vote? Okay. All 
in favor, raise your right hand if you're in favor of the motion. Okay, those opposed? The motion is 
agreed to on a vote of six to one. Thank you, Mr. Wright.  
 
Supervisor Bryan moved, Supervisor Allen seconded to approve the siting agreement between 
Riverstone Solar LLC and the County of Buckingham and authorize the County Administrator to 
sign the agreement on behalf of the County.  This motion passed with a 6-1 vote with Supervisor 
Davis opposing. 
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Re:  Consider request for contribution of $2,000-4,000 to the Cody Woodson Memorial Computer 
Science Scholarship, VCU College of Engineering, VCU will match the contributions if $50,000 
can be raised. 
 
Miles:  We do have a few other Board matters to consider three of them. Actually, the first one is item I-
1 Consider requests for contribution between $2,000 and $4,000 for the Cody Woodson Memorial 
Computer Science Scholarship, VCU College of Engineering.  VCU will match the contributions if 
$50,000 can be raised and there is some documentation as to this. 
 
Chambers:  Mr. Chairman, I make a motion to approve for $4,000 for the Cody Woodson. 
 
Allen:  Second. 
 
Miles:  The motion by is by Vice Chairman Chambers, seconded by Supervisor Allen to contribute 
$4,000 to the said Memorial Scholarship in honor of Cody Woodson. Any questions before we vote? All 
in favor please raise your right hand. Those opposed? That decision is unanimous. Thank you.  
 
Vice Chairman Chambers moved, Supervisor Allen seconded and was unanimously carried by the 
Board to approve to contribute $4,000 to the Cody Woodson Memorial Scholarship. 
 
Re:  The Fire Association wants to move the Tractor Pull a week early to July 16th and rain date of 
July 17th.  The Board approved July 23rd and 24th at the February 14th meeting. 
 
Miles:  The next item is with regards to a date change for and a rain date change for the tractor pull that 
we've previously approved. Mr. Carter, do you want to chat about that? Or is there any discussion 
needed? 
 
Carter:  You guys like it said approved at the last meeting to let them use that property on July 23, with 
a rain day of July 24. I've met with the Firefighters Association last week, and they had an unseen 
conflict that they want to move it up a week, so you want to use it July 16, the rain date of July 17. So in 
order to change that day, we need you guys to vote.  I need a motion.  
 
Chambers:  So moved. 
 
Bryan:  Second. 
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Miles:  Motion by Vice Chairman Chambers, seconded by Supervisor Bryan to agree to date. Does 
anyone have any questions before we vote? All in favor? Raise your right hand please. Those opposed? 
Decision is unanimous.  
 
Vice Chairman Chambers moved, Supervisor Bryan seconded and was unanimously carried by the 
Board to approve the date change from the Fireman’s Association for the tractor pull from July 23 
and 24th rain date to July 16th and 17th as rain date. 
 
Re:  Alternative Education classes for the School Board to use the Arts Council Building for their 
classes 
 
Miles: Our last piece of business is with regards to Alternative Ed use at the Arts Council building. Mr. 
Carter or is there any? You want to elaborate, sir?  
 
Carter: I'll read this. It was per instruction of the Board of Supervisors to meet with Dr. Keeler, and a 
school board representative. So you assigned a committee which was Supervisor Chambers and 
Supervisor Matthews and we met with Dr. Keeler. We tried to give him some alternatives to use a 
community center. So we met with him I can't remember the day, we met with him here we took a tour 
of the Arts Council building and Dr. Keeler thought that Arts Council building was a good site for his 
alternative education program. We have a couple housekeeping items we got to do to make that space 
work for him, but we can get that done. He also mentioned he will pay us rent. So we were thinking if 
we get that rent money, we could use that money to actually work toward repairs in that building. So Dr. 
Keeler took this to his board and his board agreed. They would like to use this building. The hours will 
be 9:00 to 1:00 each day. They want to start using the facility March 7, so it'd be a week from Monday.  
 
Miles:  Do we really need action on that service?  
 
Carter:  We need to take action so I'm asking you tonight to approve. 
 
Allen:  So moved. 
 
Chambers:  Second. 
 
Carter:  I and the County Attorney will work on getting documents for the agreement. 
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Miles:  Thank you Mr. Carter.  So Supervisor Allen moved and the Vice Chairman Chamber seconded 
the motion to allow for such use in the building.  Any questions before the vote?  All in favor, raise your 
right hand. Those opposed? It's unanimous.  
 
Supervisor Allen moved, Vice Chairman Chambers seconded and was unanimously carried by the 
Board to approve for the School Board to use the Arts Council Building from 9:00 to 1:00 daily for 
Alternative Education Classroom. 
 
Re:  Recess to reconvene 
 
Miles:  Our next item is we're going to recess to reconvene at 5:00 p.m. on March 14, 2022. For our 
VDOT Six Year Plan Work session.  
 
There being no further business to discuss, Chairman Miles declared the meeting recesses to reconvene 
at 5:00 p.m. on March 14, 2022 for VDOT Work Session. 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
______________________________________ _____________________________________ 
Karl R. Carter      T. Jordan Miles, III 
County Administrator     Chairman 
 
 


