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PROJECT REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING NOTES 1 
Wednesday, September 9, 2020 2 

ATTENDANCE: 3 
Commission:  Garrett, Harold  ; Speer, Neal ; Steen, Colleen ; Charron, Claude ; Irwin, William ; 4 
Voegele, Albin ;  Buermann, Robert ;  LaRocque, Alisha . 5 
 6 
Staff:  Bethany Remmers, Emily Klofft. 7 
 8 
Quorum was not met, but there was an informal discussion about the 45 Day Notice of Application for the DG 9 
Vermont Solar project.  10 

Section 248- DG Vermont Solar/Ethan Allen Solar- 1125 Sheldon Road, Town of St. Albans 11 
Project Details: Section 248- 45 Day Notice of Application- 2.2 MW Solar Project 12 
 13 

B. Remmers provided an overview of the project. The applicant is proposing a 16-acre 2.2 MW solar project located on 14 
an 85 acre existing parcel. The current use of the area is row-cropped corn. The proposed location of the project is next 15 
to I-89 and the Missisquoi Valley Rail Trail (MVRT). There is an existing farm access road that runs parallel to the MVRT 16 
and is currently used for access to the property for agricultural vehicles.   17 

B. Remmers explained that the applicant has proposed widening the MVRT to use for construction vehicles. B. Remmers 18 
stated that she contacted the rail division of VTrans, and they stated that they would likely not allow this because the 19 
farm access road should provide sufficient access. VTrans would also have to make an amendment to allow non-20 
agricultural vehicles on the farm access road. W. Irwin and A. Voegele both stated that they agree with VTrans position. 21 
A. Voegele stated that allowing construction vehicles on the MVRT poses a safety issue for trail users.  22 

W. Irwin asked how many property owners would be affected by the project. B. Remmers stated that based on the ANR 23 
Parcel maps, it appears the farm access road goes along the senior housing parcel line and then onto the current 24 
property owners. A. Voegele asked whether the applicants were required to conduct a traffic study to determine the 25 
noise impacts to the Franklin Park West and senior housing during construction. W. Irwin asked what the duration of 26 
construction is expected to be. B. Remmers stated that the applicant proposed a 1-month construction window. 27 
Committee members questioned whether or not this would be a feasible timeline.  28 

B. Remmers showed the committee members maps provided by the applicant. The proposal would include a 50-foot 29 
buffer for Hungerford Brook. The applicant conducted a preliminary assessment of wetlands. W. Irwin asked who owned 30 
the MVRT. B. Remmers replied that the State of Vermont owns the MVRT, and VTrans is the manager. VTrans has the 31 
authority to make the decision on whether the applicant can use the MVRT for construction vehicles, but may value local 32 
input from the Committee. W. Irwin asked whether the landscaping included in the proposed project maps were to 33 
create a barrier from any view of the project, or to protect a specific viewshed. B. Remmers reported that according to 34 
the applicant the goal of the vegetation is to screen the project from view along I-89, the project maps show landscaping 35 
to mitigate this visual impact. It is unclear if there will be landscaping to screen the view from Routes 104 and 105. The 36 
application states that existing vegetation will screen the view from the MVRT.  37 

W. Irwin asked if the project has a customer for the electricity and if the project would be affected by Sheffield-Highgate 38 
Export Interface (SHEI) transmission capacity issues. B. Buermann replied that the project would not be impacted by the 39 
SHEI due to its location in St. Albans Town, the pre-application materials state that the applicant has contacted GMP.  40 
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Committee members asked if there are any constraints at the site identified in the Regional Energy Plan. B. Remmers 1 
stated that she was unsure if the parcel fell within a prime or base solar area. E. Klofft stated that the only potential 2 
constraints identified in the Regional Energy Plan would be agricultural soils and Class III wetlands. B. Buermann stated 3 
that due to the project’s location next to I-89 this project may lead to less negative natural resource impacts, but more 4 
negative aesthetic impacts.  5 

W. Irwin asked if the applicant had proposed any actions to compensate for the loss of agricultural land. B. Remmers 6 
explained that solar arrays are not considered a negative impact on agricultural land for the purposes of Section 248 7 
because if solar facilities are removed the land is still able to be used for agriculture. W. Irwin stated that in the past 8 
applicants have agreed to plant pollinators to mitigate the impacts of the loss of agricultural land while the facility is in 9 
use.  10 

W. Irwin asked if the applicant would provide a bond to fund the potential decommissioning of the facility in the future. 11 
Committee members discuss the stormwater impacts of the project; generally solar panels are not considered an 12 
impervious surface.  13 

W. Irwin asked if the project would be fenced in. The maps provided by the applicant show an 8-foot perimeter fence. A. 14 
Voegele asked whether the farm road would be fenced off from public use. W. Irwin asked whether the ROW for the 15 
farm road would be granted to the farm owner or to the applicant.   16 

Questions committee members had for the applicant. 17 

• Why is it proposed to use the MVRT for construction vehicles instead of the farm access road? Could the farm 18 
access road be used for construction access instead of the MVRT?  19 

• How tall is the underpass under I-89 and are construction vehicles able to pass under the underpass? 20 
• What type of vegetation will be used as a visual block for the project?  21 
• Is the goal of vegetation to create a barrier from any view of the project, or to protect a specific viewshed?  22 
• Is there a plan to provide a bond for decommissioning if solar is no longer viable on the site?  23 
• Will the farm access road be fenced off from public use? 24 
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