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POLICY/PROJECT REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 1 

 2 

WEDNESDAY, May 9, 2018 3 

 4 

The meeting of the Policy/Project Review Committee was held at Northwest Regional Planning 5 

Commission in St. Albans, VT.  At 5:47 PM, W. Irwin opened the meeting.  6 

 7 

ATTENDANCE: 8 

Commission:  Garrett, Harold ;  Howrigan, Patrick ; Speer, Neal ; Steen, Colleen ; Charron, 9 

Claude ; Irwin, William ; Jensen, Sylvia ; Voegele, Albin ;  Lavoie, Ross ;  Larocque, Alisha 10 

. 11 

 12 

Staff:  T. Newton.  13 

Guests: Nathan Stumpf – Catamount Solar, LLC, Michael Rainville, and Carol Rainville.   14 

 15 

Changes to Additions to the Agenda: 16 

W. Irwin suggested that Project Reviews be moved to top of the agenda.   17 

 18 

C. Steen moved to shift Project Reviews to the second item on the agenda.  A. Voegele seconded.  All in 19 

favor.   20 

 21 

W. Irwin suggested adding an item to agenda to discuss suggesting a new commission chair for 22 

nominating committee at end of agenda. 23 

 24 

A. Voegele moved to add an agenda item to the end of the agenda to discuss a potential 25 

recommendation to the nominating committee for committee chair.  A. LaRocque seconded. All in 26 

favor.  27 

 28 

Project Reviews  29 

 30 

First Terrace Solar LLC (Catamount Solar, LLC and Michael & Carol Rainville) 31 

Project Details: 500 kW net-metered solar facility.  32 

 33 

N. Stumpf provided an overview of the proposed solar facility.  The proposed facility will be located on 34 

VT Route 36 just west of the Village of East Fairfield on a farm owned by Michael and Carol Rainville.  35 

The proposed facility will be a 500 kW net-metering solar facility that will net-meter the Rainville’s 36 

farm.  The Town of Fairfield and another dairy farm in the area may also purchase “space” on the net-37 

metering facility.   38 

 39 

N. Stumpf then provided an overview of relevant changes to Vermont’s net-metering rules that went 40 

into effect on July 1, 2017 and the definition of “preferred site.”  N. Stumpf noted that this facility 41 

needs to be considered to be a “preferred site” in order for the project to be able to submit a full 42 

application.  He explained that under the definition of “preferred site” there is the ability for a site that 43 

is endorsed in a joint letter signed by the municipal Selectboard, municipal Planning Commission, and 44 
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the Regional Planning Commission to be considered a “preferred site.”  He stated that he was seeking 1 

such a letter from NRPC.  The letter that has already been signed by the Fairfield Selectboard and 2 

Planning Commission. N. Stumpf reiterated that signing this letter does not prevent NRPC or Town of 3 

Fairfield from remaining a part of legal process to approve the facility.   4 

 5 

N. Stumpf noted that Green Mountain Power suggested to the Rainvilles that their farm would 6 

potentially be a good place for a net-metering facility during negotiations with the Rainvilles to move 7 

Green Mountain Power’s existing three-phase power line onto a part of the Rainville’s property 8 

adjacent to VT Route 36. N. Stumpf also noted that the applicant does not anticipate any capacity 9 

issues on the Green Mountain Power distribution infrastructure.   10 

 11 

N. Stumpf explained that the preliminary aesthetic analysis found that the proposed project would 12 

have minimal aesthetic impact and that the site is well screened by existing vegetation and farm 13 

structures.   14 

 15 

M. Rainville reiterated the points made by N. Stumpf and provided an overview of the decommissioned 16 

manure pit on the property in which some of solar panels have been proposed as a part of the 17 

projects.  He also discussed the continued operation of his farm and his interest in using a clover cover 18 

crop, or similar mix, to support bees on the proposed project site after construction.   19 

 20 

The Committee and the applicant then discussed prime agricultural soils and how the proposed project 21 

would impact those soils.  N. Stumpf explained the installation methods for the facility, the 22 

decommissioning plan, and the fencing around the project.  23 

 24 

The Committee then discussed the definition of a “preferred site” in the Regional Plan and how the 25 

term is used in the Regional Energy Plan.  T. Newton noted that the facility is proposed for a “base 26 

solar” area identified in the Regional Energy Plan and that the proposed facility may not explicitly meet 27 

the definition of a regionally “preferred site.” R. Lavoie and A. LaRocque noted that the 28 

decommissioned manure bit is comparable to a brownfield which is identified as a regionally preferred 29 

site.  The Committee discussed the fact that the proposed facility is located within a half-mile of an 30 

existing three-phase transmission line which is encouraged in the plan.  31 

 32 

A. Voegele motioned to recommend to the Board of Commissioners that the letter finding this proposal 33 

to be a “preferred site” be signed by NRPC.  A. LaRocque seconded.  34 

 35 

There was then discussion about the content of the letter.  A. LaRocque noted the municipal bodies in 36 

Fairfield would likely be willing to work on the exact wording in the letter.  N. Stumpf also noted that 37 

he would work with all parties to ensure that the content of the letter would be sufficient for all 38 

parties.  39 

 40 

A. LaRocque offered a friendly amendment to the motion that the recommendation be made 41 

contingent upon NRPC being comfortable with the language used in the letter.  A. Voegele accepted.  42 

All in favor of the motion with the friendly amendment.   43 

 44 
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Public Comment 1 

None.   2 

 3 

Minutes 4 

C. Steen motioned to accept the January 2018 minutes as written. R. Lavoie seconded.  All in favor 5 

except H. Garrett who abstained.   6 

 7 

Updates 8 

W. Irwin noted that his time as chair would be ending soon.  He noted that Nominating Committee 9 

would have the final say on the new chair but stated that he thought that the Policy/Project Review 10 

Committee should make a recommendation to the Nominating Committee regarding the new chair.  11 

The Committee then discussed the position and decided that A. LaRocque would be the suggestion of 12 

the Policy/Project Review Committee to the Nominating Committee for a new committee chair.  A. 13 

LaRocque said she was comfortable with this provided that the regular meeting time be moved to 6 14 

PM.  The Committee agreed.  15 

 16 

The Committee discussed the potential June meeting.  T. Newton noted that he would keep the 17 

Committee informed regarding whether or not the meeting could be cancelled.   18 

 19 

Adjourn 20 

H. Garrett motioned to adjourn. R. Lavoie seconded.  All in favor.  The Committee adjourned at 21 

approximately 7:13 PM.   22 


