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Mr. Shepp asked the applicant to clarify the access to water, effect of the project on historic 
Middleway , access road use, traffic direction at the intersection of Middleway Pike and Leetown 
Road, and limits for the amount of water on the Concept Plan. Multiple Planning Commissioners 
expressed concern of running water 24 hours a day for a full year and the long term impacts that could 
be made. Mr. Stolipher noted a water study was scheduled to happen in winter 2025. Mr. Louthan 
questioned when the previous water test was held, expressing concern over it being conducted in 
winter 2022.  

Mr. Stolipher questioned the applicant’s legal right to extract and use water out of . Mr. 
Cochran explained that Section 22.6.3 of state code claims waters of the State of West Virginia are 
claimed as valuable public natural resources held by the state for the use and benefit of its citizens. Mr. 
Fisher questioned the current traffic study and how it may relate to the amount of trucks leaving the 
facility. Commission members also questioned the need to have water moved from Berkeley County, 
West Virginia. Mr. Smith questioned the production timeline of new wells being added to properties 
being impacted by the new plant and the limit of requesting a new well within 2 years of production. 
Mr. Fisher questioned staff on if they would consider the proposed Concept Plan complete with the 
new information provided the night of, Mr. Seigfried approved of the completeness in accordance of 
the Subdivision Regulations brought before the Planning Commission. 

Mr. Shepp asked for clarification regarding whether or not the Planning Commission could deny the 
proposed Concept Plan. Mr. Cochran reiterated that the Planning Commission could vote on the 
proposal now or postpone to allow for more fact checking regarding the controversial nature of the 
project. The vote would determine whether the application is complete and provide direction on 
preparing the Site Planor find the application to be incomplete and allow for the applicant to resubmit 
at a later date. 

The Planning Commission discussed what they would deem complete vs. The Planning Commission 
determined that incompleteness includes lack of clarity in how the water is navigating from  

 to the site, identifying where the wells are located, identifying issues regarding monitoring 
wells, and identifying parameters regarding well depth and impact on  residents.  

Ms. Keys motioned to find the Concept Plan incomplete due to the omission of two parcels relevant to 
the project from the plan. Mr. Louthan seconded the motion, which carried unanimously. 

There is no public comment for the following items. 

7. Discussion and Recommendation: 

Ms. Brockman explained staff proposed updates to the Solar Energy Facility Ordinances. 

Ms. Keys motioned for staff to return with specific language regarding Site Plans at a future Planning 
Commission meeting. Mr. Shepp seconded the motion, which carried unanimously.  

8. Discussion and Recommendation: 

Mr. Seigfried explained the proposed budget recommendation used by the Department of Engineering, 
Planning, and Zoning for the Fiscal Year of 2026. No Commissioners had any input. 

9. Discussion and Recommendation: 

Ms. Brockman explained the 1st Quarter Quarterly Report for Fiscal Year 2025 to the Planning 
Commission. Planning Commission chose to send it to County Commission. 
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10. Reports from Legal Counsel 

No reports given. 

11. Planner’s Memo 

Mr. Seigfried gave a results recap of the Planning Commissioner Self Evaluation Review that members 
took during the October 8, 2024 meeting. Mr. Seigfried also noted future training topics Planning 
Commissioners were interested in. 

Mr. Seigfried provided Planning Commissioners with a copy of the 2025 Meeting Schedule and 
Deadlines for the Planning Commission. 

12. President’s Report 

Mr. Shepp noted that this was the last meeting Ms. Brockman would be attending on account of her 
retiring in December. Planning Commissioners and staff gave Ms. Brockman a round of applause and 
wished her luck in her future endeavors. 

13. Actionable Correspondence 

None. 

14. Non-Actionable Correspondence 

None. 

Mr. Fisher motioned to adjourn the meeting at 12:06 am. Mr. Smith seconded the motion, which carried 
unanimously. 
These minutes were prepared by Colin Uhry, Planning & Zoning Clerk. 
 

 




