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POLICY/PROJECT REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING NOTES 1 

 2 

WEDNESDAY, August 9, 2017 3 

 4 

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

Commission in St. Albans, VT.  At 5:40 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 

Guest: Tim Camisa, Bryan Stumpf (Cypress Creek Renewables), and Jeremy Owens (T.J. Boyle and 14 

Associates). 15 

 16 

Changes to Additions to the Agenda: 17 

W. Irwin asked to add discussion about the Conditional Settlement between VTrans, NRB, and VAST 18 

after the review of St. Albans Solar.  The Committee agreed. 19 

 20 

Public Comment 21 

None.   22 

 23 

Minutes 24 

C. Steen motioned to accept April minutes as written. A. Larocque seconded.  All in favor.  25 

 26 

Project Reviews  27 

 28 

St. Albans Solar, LLC – US Route 7 – Town of St. Albans 29 

Project Details: 4.9 MW Solar Facility 30 

 31 

B. Stumpf noted that Cypress Creek Renewables had recently purchased the Wilder Solar project and 32 

renamed the project St. Albans Solar.  He then provided an overall project introduction and noted that 33 

the company typically focuses on projects 15 to 35 acres in size.  He then generally reviewed the site 34 

plan including details about access to the site, the construction of the facility, and the cooperation with 35 

land owner, T. Camisa. 36 

 37 

S. Jensen asked a question about the size of this particular project and maintenance of the parcel.  B. 38 

Stumpf noted that mowing was required approximately once a month and that there would typically 39 

be a visit from a regional operations manager every four months.  The Committee then discussed the 40 

use of clover as a cover crop on the site and beekeeping on the site.  The Committee encouraged the 41 

applicant to use the site for beekeeping and promote it as a model in the state.  T. Camisa noted that 42 

he would be open to expanding his existing beekeeping operation on the site.   43 

 44 
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T. Newton stated that the petition called for construction and operational stormwater permits from 1 

the State and asked for the details of stormwater management on site.  B. Stumpf said he would have 2 

to follow up with those details.  A. Larocque asked about erosion on site due to the solar panels.  B. 3 

Stumpf noted that Cypress Creek has typically not seen erosion related issues on site.  A. Voegele 4 

noted that Rugg Brook, located the south and west of the project, is an impaired waterway.   5 

 6 

J. Owens provided an overview of the aesthetics analysis associated with the project.  He showed 7 

several photographs of specific viewpoints in the area surrounding the proposed project.  The 8 

proposed project will be slightly visible from US Route 7, but will be screened by existing vegetation 9 

and located at a lower elevation. The project will be slightly more visible while traveling southbound on 10 

Bronson Road in St. Albans Town.  The Committee also discussed visibility from the St. Albans Industrial 11 

Park.   12 

 13 

J. Owens noted that there will be an area on the western edge of the site that will be allowed to 14 

naturally revegetate.  He said that this was the preferred course of action due to the archeological 15 

sensitivity of the area.  The Committee discussed the merits of continuing to mow the area versus the 16 

area naturally revegetating and the impact of either scenario on further archeological digs on site.  The 17 

Committee agree to have staff follow up with the applicant’s consultant to determine the best course 18 

of action for this area in the future.   19 

 20 

The Committee stated that they wanted more information noise from the proposed project.  T. 21 

Newton said he’d review the petition for more information.   22 

 23 

W. Irwin asked staff to occasionally provide an update on new, permitted generation capacity in the 24 

region and a map showing facility locations.   25 

 26 

The Committee decided that it could make a determination regarding intervention in the project’s case 27 

at the meeting, but would delay further action regarding “substantial regional impact” and compliance 28 

with the Regional Plan until a later date. 29 

 30 

A. Larocque motioned to recommend that NRPC intervene in the St. Albans Solar, LLC case. C. Steen 31 

seconded.  All in favor.   32 

 33 

Lamoille Valley Rail Trail – Conditional Settlement 34 

W. Irwin explained that staff wanted input regarding a settlement agreement between the Natural 35 

Resources Board, VTrans, and VAST for the Lamoille Valley Rail Trail.  T. Newton provided some 36 

background on the project and informed the committee of staff’s comments about the settlement 37 

agreement.  Staff comments pertained to ensuring that trail maintenance occurs within the hours of 38 

operation, that the process for lease renewal be clarified, and that the process for commenting on 39 

issues related to trail maintenance also be clarified.  Staff further suggested that the findings of fact 40 

and conditions from the original Act 250 permit be incorporated into the settlement agreement and 41 

not just be adopted by reference.  Staff also asked for clarity about how certain violations of the lease 42 

would be dealt with (such as continued violations of the hours of operations).   43 

 44 
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S. Jensen noted that she would want to see all the previous lease amendments before commenting.  1 

She stated that the information provided was insufficient.  The Committee debated the merits of the 2 

settlement agreement and lease amendment.   3 

 4 

C. Steen motioned to have staff submit the comments outlined by T. Newton.  A. Larocque seconded.  5 

Six in favor.  S. Jensen opposed.   6 

 7 

A. Larocque motioned to clarify the pervious motion with a statement making clear that additional 8 

information from the parties involved in the settlement would have made review of the settlement 9 

agreement and lease easier for the Committee and should be provided by all parties in the future.  S. 10 

Jensen seconded.  All in favor.   11 

 12 

Updates 13 

T. Newton noted that the Green Line project was currently in a “stay” before the Public Utilities 14 

Commission (formerly Public Service Board).  The Committee decided to conduct a field visit to a solar 15 

facility in the region at their September meeting if there were no development applications that 16 

month.    17 

  18 

Adjourn 19 

N. Speer motioned to adjourn.  A. Voegele seconded.  All in favor.  The Committee adjourned at 20 

approximately 7:31 PM.   21 


