
Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-1: 

Refer to the Site Assessment Report (SAR), Attachment A, Facility Equipment, 3. 

Conceptual Layout.  Explain whether the nine power conversion systems (PCS) identified in the 

design specifications are separate inverters, and when each augmentation PCS will be added for 

the future battery energy storage system (BESS) units.  

Response: The Project has 11 central inverters (solar) and 11 PCS/inverters (BESS). At this 

time, no specific schedule or timeline has been established for adding the 24 future battery 

storage areas. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre  

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-2: 

Refer to the SAR, Appendix G, Noise Analysis, pages 13-15.  State whether the 

estimated noise generated by the BESS is inclusive of noise generated by the PCS. If not, 

provide a revised Table 6 with the “Battery” column updated for the cumulative sound levels 

from operation of both the BESS units and PCS at each receptor. 

Response: In the original noise analysis, the BESS noise estimate did not include the sound 

levels generated by the PCS. The revised Noise Analysis Report includes estimated calculations 

for the PCS and cumulative sound levels from the operation of both the BESS units and PCS at 

each receptor. The summary table of these calculations from the report is provided below. The 

full revised report is provided as Attachment 2-2. 

Receptor 

ID 
Receptor Type 

Distance to 

Battery 

(feet) 

Battery – 85 

dBA at 3 feet 

(dBA) 

Distance to 

PCS (feet) 

Power 

Conversion 

System – 85 

dBA at 3 feet 

(dBA) 

Cumulative 

Battery and 

PCS – 88 dBA 

at 3 feet 

(dBA) 

R-01 Residential 6,502 18 6,617 17 21 

R-02 Residential 7,872 17 8,013 18 20 

R-03 Residential 5,437 20 5,530 20 23 

R-04 Residential 5,280 20 5,366 20 23 

R-05 Residential 5,281 20 5,366 20 23 

R-06 Residential 1,937 29 2,032 29 32 

R-07 Residential 4,002 23 4,171 22 26 

NR-01 Agricultural 4,010 23 4,102 22 26 

NR-02 Agricultural 4,032 22 4,130 22 25 

NR-03 
Good Hope 

Cemetery 
3,500 24 3,605 23 27 



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Receptor 

ID 
Receptor Type 

Distance to 

Battery 

(feet) 

Battery – 85 

dBA at 3 feet 

(dBA) 

Distance to 

PCS (feet) 

Power 

Conversion 

System – 85 

dBA at 3 feet 

(dBA) 

Cumulative 

Battery and 

PCS – 88 dBA 

at 3 feet 

(dBA) 

NR-04 
Good Hope 

Baptist Church  
3,476 24 3,572 24 27 

NR-05 Cemetery 3,293 24 3,392 27 29 

NR-06 Agricultural 826 36 976 35 39 

NR-07 Agricultural 922 35 1,077 34 38 

NR-08 Cemetery 2,119 28 2,263 27 31 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  







































































































Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-3: 

Refer to the SAR, Appendix G, Noise Analysis, pages 10-12.  Explain the basis for the 

statement that solar pile drivers are quieter than other pile drivers. 

Response: The Federal Highway Administration Construction Noise Handbook, Chapter 9,1 lists 

the typical noise level for an impact pile driver as 101 dBA at 50ft from the source. A review of 

sound emission data for Pileco Inc. diesel hammers, which are used to drive piles into soil for 

structures like buildings and bridges, supports the average sound level provided by FWHA. The 

estimated sound levels for the Pileco Inc. pile drivers range from 88.3 to 107.3 dBA 50ft from 

the source.2 In comparison, the pile driver anticipated to be used is the Vermeer PD10, which is 

expected to have noise levels of approximately 80.6-89.6 dBA at 50ft from the source, 

depending on the engine used (see page 40-6 of Attachment 2-4 for the Vermeer PD10 

operator’s manual).   

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  

 
1 https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/noise/construction_noise/handbook/handbook09.cfm 
2 https://www.pileco.com/images/OperatingManual_Pileco.pdf 



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-4: 

Refer to the SAR, Appendix G, Noise Analysis, pages 10-12.   

a. State whether the estimate of 84 dBA at 50 feet for pile driving is for the specific 

pile driver to be used on this project (Vermeer PD10).  

b. Provide supporting documentation for this estimate from within the last five 

years, such as the manufacturer’s specification sheet including sound output.   

c. Provide a revised Table 5 with the “Pile Driving” column updated for each 

receptor.  

Response:  

a. An estimate of 84 dBA at 50 feet for the Vermeer PD10 pile driver was previously used 

to characterize the sound levels experienced by receptors. However, the Applicant 

received updated (2025) information on the PD10 and has revised the Noise Analysis 

(see Attachment 2-2).  

b. The 2025 Vermeer PD10 pile driver manual is provided as Attachment 2-4.  

c. The revised report (Attachment 2-2) includes an updated Table 5 reflecting the sound 

levels published by Vermeer in 2025.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-5: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Siting Board Staff’s First Request for Information 

(Staff’s First Request), Item 53 which states that the Applicant is preparing revised estimated 

sound levels based on newer information on equipment for supplemental response.  Provide 

those revised sound levels. 

Response: The Applicant received the 2025 operator’s manual for the Vermeer PD10 Pile 

Driver, which contains updated sound level estimates for the two engines that can be used for the 

PD10. As discussed in Response No. 4 (above), the revised Noise Analysis is provided as 

Attachment 2-2. The Noise Analysis contains updated calculations for anticipated sound levels at 

each receptor. The 2025 Vermeer PD10 operator’s manual is provided as Attachment 2-4.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-6: 

Provide a noise contour map for the 2,000-foot area surrounding Project boundaries 

during Project operations, accounting for all Project components and noise receptors. 

Response: The Applicant is preparing a noise contour map and will submit it upon completion. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-7: 

Refer to Staff’s First Request, Item 62, which states that the Applicant is preparing a 

revised traffic impact report for supplemental response.  Provide that report.  

Response: The revised Traffic Impact report is provided as Attachment 2-7. The report was 

revised to include updated posted weight limits on bridges within the vicinity of the Project Area, 

to reflect changes to Project Area access points, and to include a discussion of culverts within the 

vicinity of the Project Area.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 
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Mantle Rock Solar 

or equal to 7, the bridge is classified as good. If the rating is between 1 and 4, the classification is 
poor. Ratings of 5 or 6 are classified as fair. Three bridges were identified within two miles of the 
Project Area using the application, all are classified as good (Table 1).  

Where posted, weight limits are defined by four different truck types. As defined by Kentucky 
Administrative Regulations (KAR), 603 KAR 5:066 Section 1(2): Type 1 is a single unit truck with 
two single axles; Type 2 is a single unit truck with one steering axle and two axles in tandem 
arrangement; Type 3 is a single unit truck with one steering axle and three axles in tridem 
arrangement; Type 4 is a tractor-semitrailer combination truck with five or more axles. The posted 
weight limits from the Bridge Weight Limits tool for each bridge are in Table 1. Only one bridge 
within two miles of the Project Area has posted weight limits.  

Table 1. Bridges within two miles of the Project Area.  

Bridge ID Route ID 
Approx. 
Width 
(feet) 

Weight Limit/Posting 
Bridge 

Classification 

070C00044N 070-CR-1323-000 18 No posting Good 

070B00087N 070-KY-0135-000 24 No posting Good 

070B00080N 070-KY-0135-000 30.8 

Truck Type 1: 30,000 
Truck Type 2: 30,000 
Truck Type 3: 42,000 
Truck Type 4: 44,000 

Good 

A review of available Geographic Information Systems (GIS) data and online map platforms 
provided by either KYTC or the Kentucky Division of Geographic Information (DGI) did not 
identify a single dedicated dataset containing location and information for culverts in the state. 
Kentucky DGI maintains a dataset called “Ky Bridge Points,” which includes some large culverts 
and tunnels3. However, none were identified within the vicinity of the Project Area.  

Significant degradation of the existing roadways during or after the construction phase is not 
anticipated for the proposed Project. A road use agreement with the Livingston County Road 
Department and Livingston County Fiscal Court will be implemented to address the restoration 
and maintenance of county roads. Oversize/overweight vehicle permits will be obtained from 
the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet for travel on state roadways. The only delivery anticipated 
to be in this category is for the transformer, while all other vehicles will be typical construction 
size.  

The Engineering, Procurement, and Construction (EPC) contractor, once selected, would aid in 
determining the haul routes and identifying any existing bridges or other road features that could 

 
3 https://opengisdata.ky.gov/maps/cf07fed219ac47d98af4943e58f672c0/about?path= 

























Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-8: 

Refer to the SAR, Section 6 (Mitigation Measures), Item #33.  Provide details describing 

the Complaint Resolution Program, including how the Applicant will coordinate with local 

landowners or others in case of complaints or other issues that might arise during the course of 

construction or operations.  If no details are available, provide a copy of a Complaint Resolution 

Program the Applicant has instituted for a similar solar project.  

Response: The Complaint Resolution Plan developed for the Project is provided as Attachment 

2-8. As described in the Plan, the Applicant will regularly check the phone number, email 

address, and online contact forms to determine whether any complaints have been received and 

will reach out to the complainant within 72 hours to obtain any additional information needed 

about the complaint. After receiving the necessary information, the Applicant will investigate the 

complaint, document the details, and determine whether any federal, state, or local laws or 

permits have been violated. After these steps, the Applicant will determine how best to address 

the complaint and the conditions causing the complaint, and then work in good faith to resolve 

reasonable requests as soon as practicable.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  

















Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-9: 

Provide a list of all permits required from other local, state or federal agencies for the 

construction and operation of the Project, indicating the specific agency, permit type and 

applicability to the Project. 

Response: The following is a non-exhaustive list of typical permits that the Applicant 

assumes is presently required along with an additional like of potential permits the Applicant 

may be required to obtain for solar projects of similar size and scope. Other permits may be 

required, and this list is subject to change based upon future analysis, studies, and findings. 

Type Permit Agency Status 

Federal 

Waters of the United 

States (Wetlands & 

Streams if impacts 

<0.5 ac.) 

Clean Water Act Section 

404 Nationwide Permit No. 

51 

USACE  Yet to begin. 

 

Threatened and 

Endangered Species 

Endangered Species Act 

Section 7 Consultation 

USFWS Yet to begin. 

  

Eagle Protection Bald and Golden Eagle 

Protection Act 

USFWS Yet to begin. 

  

State 

Kentucky Siting Board 

on Electric Generation 

Siting Board Approval to 

Construct 

KY Siting Board Underway. 

Kentucky Siting Board 

on Transmission Line 

Siting Board Approval to 

Construct 

KY Siting Board Underway. 

  

Kentucky Water 

Quality 

Clean Water Act Section 

401 Water Quality 

Certificate 

KDOW Yet to begin. 

  

Construction in a 

Floodplain 

Floodplain Permit KDOW Yet to begin.  

Construction In, 

Along, or Across a 

Stream 

Stream Construction 

Permit 

KDOW  Yet to begin. 

 

Cultural Resources National Historic 

Preservation Act Section 

106 Consultation 

SHPO  Yet to begin. 
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Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Highway Access 

Permit (Entrance 

Permit) 

Kentucky Access Permit KYTC  Yet to begin. 

 

Kentucky 

Overweight/Oversize 

Vehicle Permit 

Overweight or Oversize 

Vehicles Using State 

Roadways 

KYTC  Yet to begin. 

 

State Stormwater 

Permits/Land 

Disturbance 

General Permit for 

Stormwater Discharges 

Associated with 

Construction Activities 

KDOW  Yet to begin. 

 

Local 

Livingston County 

Building and 

Electrical Permits 

Building and Electrical 

Permits for New 

Commercial Construction 

Livingston 

County 

 Yet to begin. 

Livingston County 

Road Use and Access 

Road Use, Access, 

Overweight or Oversized 

Vehicles 

Livingston 

County 

 Yet to begin. 

 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-10: 

Provide any materials submitted to other permitting agencies related to this Project.  

Response: No other documents not already included in the application have been submitted to 

local, state, or federal government. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-11 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Item 122, which states that the 

Applicant is preparing a visibility analysis for supplemental response.  Provide that Visibility 

Analysis. 

Response: The Visibility Analysis is provided as Attachment 2-11. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  







































Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-12: 

Refer to the Revised Economic Analysis, Attachment to Staff’s First Request, Item 108.  

Reconcile the 156 direct construction jobs listed on page 7 and $5.954 million in construction 

labor on page 9 stated in the text with the 100.8 direct jobs and $9.9 million in direct labor 

income in Table 5 on page 10.  Include in the response a revised Table 5, as necessary. 

Response: The job number on page 7 was a typographical error. It should read 101 direct jobs, 

consistent with footnote 3. The 156 job number was a leftover from a previous report, based on a 

higher MW capacity. This has been corrected in the revised economic analysis, provided as 

Attachment 2-12. The calculations throughout the rest of the report were based on the correct 

number of direct construction jobs (100.8). 

The labor income issue is more complicated. $5.954 million in direct compensation is 

correct. Table 5 shows IMPLAN’s estimate of direct labor income ($9.9 million), which is much 

higher than the economist’s estimate. So, instead of using IMPLAN’s direct compensation, the 

analysis instead just used IMPLAN’s labor income multiplier (1.086) times the direct 

compensation to arrive at a total labor income impact of $6.464 million. This is explained in the 

parenthetical on page 9 of the draft you reviewed. The revised economic analysis added some 

shading to Table 5 to help clarify. 

Witness: Paul Coomes 

  















































Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-13: 

Refer to the Revised Economic Analysis, Attachment to Staff’s First Request, Item 108.   

Provide an estimate of the direct labor income associated with the “1.3 direct permanent 

operational jobs at the site.” 

Response: The revised economic analysis added more detail to the relevant paragraph on page 

11. “Applied to the Livingston County project, this results in an estimate of 1.3 direct permanent 

operational jobs at the site. Average total compensation per job was $102,500, for a total of 

$133,200 in direct operations compensation. Applying the Kentucky state model multiplier 

results yields a prediction of 3.5 total jobs and $218,000 in annual labor income in the county.” 

Witness: Paul Coomes 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-14: 

Refer to the Revised Economic Analysis, Attachment to Staff’s First Request, Item 108.   

Farming data in the table reflects direct impacts only, while solar operations and lease payment 

data reflect total impacts. Provide a revised table including the total impacts for farming. 

Response:  The last table of the referenced report was pointing to the wrong farming cells in the 

spreadsheet and has been corrected in the revised economic analysis that is Attachment 2-12. 

The last table that summarizes three decades of impacts was pointing to the correct cells.  

Witness: Paul Coomes 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-15: 

Refer to the SAR, Appendix E, Landscape Plan.  Explain the difference between 

“standard” screening and “heavy” screening. 

Response: The “heavy” screening has a higher percentage of evergreens and fewer small 

trees/shrubs and no sumac. Please see the chart labeled “Quantities by Segment” in the 

Landscape Plan (Attachment 2-15).  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  







Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-16: 

Refer to the SAR, Appendix E, Landscape Plan.  The text on page 2 of the Plan seems to 

refer to a one-year warranty period for planted vegetation on the part of the landscape contractor.  

Explain whether Mantle Rock will monitor, replace, or supplement plantings, as necessary, over 

a longer period of time than one year. 

Response: Yes, the Applicant will monitor, replace, and supplement plantings, as necessary, 

over the life of the Project. The one-year warranty period is for the initial plantings by a 

landscape contractor. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-17: 

Refer to the SAR, Appendix E, Landscape Plan.    

a. Confirm that Mantle Rock will be responsible for maintaining the pollinator 

meadow throughout the life of the Project.  If not confirmed, explain who will be responsible for 

the maintenance activities.  

b. Explain what would be included as part of maintenance activities.  

Response:  

a. Yes, the Applicant will maintain pollinator meadows throughout the life of the Project. 

b. Pollinator area vegetation management will occur as part of maintenance. Maintenance 

activities will include mowing, weed control, and supplemental seeding.  

• Mowing during the maintenance phase acts as a disturbance needed and prevents 

encroachment or natural succession. Mowing is often conducted at a higher height 

(e.g., 9 to 12 inches from the ground, rather than cutting it short, to protect the 

plants and the soil. The frequency of mowing during the maintenance phase is 

often reduced to just once or twice a year or longer and is typically rotational (i.e., 

only a section of each pollinator or meadow area is mowed at a time). 

• Weed and woody vegetation control is necessary to prevent invasive and 

noxious plant species and woody vegetation. Manual removal or targeted spot 

treatment with herbicides can be used for problem areas, but broad use of 

herbicides would be avoided. 

• Supplemental seeding may be necessary where desired solar pollinator 

vegetation has not yet reached required coverage or where site disturbance has 

tosterloh
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Highlight

tosterloh
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Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

occurred. Similar to mowing, the need for supplemental seeding during the 

maintenance phase is infrequent.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-18: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request Item, 8.    

a. Explain the specific activities that might take place between 6 a.m. and 7 a.m. and 

between 7 p.m. and 10 p.m. Monday thru Saturday and on Sundays, given the statement that 

construction activity would be limited to 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. Monday through Saturday.   

b. State whether mowing activity will be limited to the hours of 8 a.m. and 5 p.m. 

Monday through Friday.  

Response:  

a. Non-noise causing and non-construction activities can take place between 6 am and 7 am 

and between 7 pm and 10 pm, Monday through Sunday, including field visits, worker 

arrival and departure, planning, meetings, surveying, etc. 

b. The Kentucky Siting Board has considered mowing in the non-noise and non-

construction activities category and has allowed mowing to occur on any day for other 

solar projects. The Applicant has committed to conduct mowing Monday through 

Saturday, between 8 am and 5 pm. It does not anticipate mowing on Sunday to minimize 

potential noise during church services. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-19: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request Item, 27. During the Site Visit, 

the Applicant indicated that the Laydown area on the western side of Carrsville Road will be 

enclosed within the Project’s perimeter fencing.   

a. Provide a revised Preliminary Site Layout Plan which depicts this change. 

b. Explain how this change in layout would impact the pollinator meadow planned 

for that area.  

c. Provide a revised total length for the perimeter fencing with this change 

incorporated. 

Response: a. The revised Preliminary Site Layout Plan is provided as Attachment 2-19. 

b. The revised Preliminary Site Layout Plan added an exclusion zone for the pollinator areas.  

c. Based on the revised Preliminary Site Layout Plan, the total length for perimeter fencing is 

37,766 feet.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  





Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-20: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request Item, 27, Attachment 1-27 

labeled “Figure 1: Residential Structures for the Mantle Rock Solar Project”.  Refer also to the 

site layout plan provided at the site visit, attached as an Appendix to this request for information.  

The two references do not match the revised site layout plan provided during the site visit.  

Additionally, Attachment 1-27 does not include the components referred to in Mantle Rock’s 

Response to Staff’s First Request Item 34 or Item 41.  Provide the revised Preliminary Site 

Layout Plan inclusive of all Project components from the Application’s Preliminary Site Layout 

Plan and those additionally requested throughout response to Staff’s First Request.  

Response: See revised Preliminary Site Layout Plan in Attachment 2-19. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-21 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s responses to Staff’s First Request, Items, 43, 44, and 48. Identify 

whether the existing Buma Tap-Joy transmission line is 61 kV or 69 kV. 

Response: Based on discussions with Big Rivers Electric Corporation (BREC), the Buma Tap- 

Joy transmission line is 69kV. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-22: 

Explain how the proposed transmission line would not have a significant adverse impact 

on the scenic assets of Livingston, Kentucky. 

Response: The Applicant has proposed to construct an approximately 210-foot 

interconnection/transmission to the existing BREC 69kV Buma Tap-Joy transmission line, 

located east of the planned substation location. The Applicant plans to connect via a direct T-tap 

to the existing transmission going straight from the dead end at the substation to the existing T-

line conductors, requiring no poles. See RFI No. 1-40 for additional information. 

The Project area is currently a mosaic of agricultural and pastural lands in addition to 

deciduous and mixed forest. The setting in the analysis area is rural. Existing infrastructure 

within the Project Area includes multiple roads, highways, and electrical transmission and 

distribution lines.    

Within the analysis area, none of the following occur: 

• Wild, scenic, or recreational rivers; 

• Scenic districts or roads, including areas that may be under a scenic easement or locally 

designated historic or scenic districts and scenic overlooks; 

• Parks (federal, state, or local), Recreation Areas, or Wildlife Management Areas; 

• Historic resources listed or eligible for listing on National or State Registers of Historic 

Places. 



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

The Mantle Rock Solar Visibility Analysis determined that the nearby residential 

receptor (R-06) located along Maxfield Road would not have any visibility of the transmission 

line interconnection (Attachment 2-11). For the above reasons, the Applicant’s interconnection 

to the existing transmission line would not have a significant adverse impact on the scenic assets 

of Livingston, Kentucky. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-23: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Item 3 and Item 58.  Receptor 

R-08 is noted to be non-participating and owned by Chittenden.  State if this property owner is 

the same as the owner of the Project parcels. 

Response: This property owner is the same as the owner of the Project parcels; however, the 

parcel where R-08 lies is not part of the Project and is considered non-participating.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-24: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Attachment 1-120, Revised 

Decommissioning Plan.  Provide the total length and width for the paved portion of the access 

road. 

Response: The paved access road for the transformer and BESS is approximately 3,009 feet in 

length and 13 feet wide. See revised decommissioning plan, section 2.8 (Attachment 2-25). 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-25: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Attachment 1-120, Revised 

Decommissioning Plan.  Confirm that the Decommissioning Plan includes the augmentation 

BESS enclosures and PCSs (inverters).  If not confirmed, explain the response. 

Response: Yes, the revised decommissioning plan includes the augmentation enclosures and 

PCSs (inverters). The revised decommissioning plan is included as Attachment 2-25.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 
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This document entitled Decommissioning Plan Mantle Rock Solar and BESS Project, Livingston County, 

Kentucky, was prepared by Stantec Consulting Services Inc. (Stantec) for the use of Atlantica Development 

Company, LLC (the Client). The material in this document reflects Stantec’s professional judgment in light 

of the scope, schedule and other limitations stated in the document and in the contract between Stantec 

and the Client. The opinions in this document are based on conditions and information existing at the time 

this document was published and do not take into account any subsequent changes. In preparing the 

document, Stantec did not verify information supplied to it by others. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Mantle Rock Solar LLC (Mantle Rock), a subsidiary of Atlantica Development Company LLC (the Client), 

is proposing to construct and operate the Mantle Rock Solar and BESS Project (Project) to the south of 

Joy, an unincorporated community, in Livingston County, Kentucky. The Project area will occupy 

approximately 562 acres of land with 385 acres within perimeter fencing. The Project will have a maximum 

nameplate generating capacity of up to 42 megawatts (MW) alternating current (AC) with a 42 MW, 168 

MW-hours [MWh] battery energy storage system (BESS).  

This Decommissioning Plan (Plan) provides a description of the decommissioning and restoration phase of 

the Project. Start-of-construction is planned for March 2026, with anticipated Commercial Operation Date 

(COD) in June 2028. Major components of the Project include bi-facial solar modules, a tracking system, 

inverter/transformer stations, below ground electrical cabling and conduits, access roads, perimeter fence, 

a Project substation, battery storage units and the associated structures and foundations as shown in 

Figure 1. The decommissioning phase is assumed to include the removal of Project facilities as listed in 

Section 1.1 and shown in Figure 1. This Plan complies with requirements stated within the 2023 Kentucky 

Revised Statutes (KRS) 278.706(2)(m). To the extent applicable laws and regulations in the future conflict 

with this Decommissioning Plan, such laws and regulations may apply in lieu of the applicable portion of 

this Plan. 

This Plan includes an overview of the primary decommissioning Project activities, including the dismantling 

and removal of facilities, and subsequent restoration of land. A summary of estimated costs and revenues 

associated with decommissioning the Project are included in Section 4.0. The summary statistics and 

estimates provided are based on a 42-MW[AC] Project array design and a 168 MWh BESS.  

1.1 FACILITY COMPONENTS 

The main components of the Project to be decommissioned include: 

• Solar modules and associated above ground cabling 

• Tracking system and steel piles 

• Inverter/transformer stations and concrete pad foundations 

• Below ground electrical cabling and conduits up to three feet (36 inches) deep 

• Perimeter fencing 

• BESS components and foundations  

• BESS yard  

1.2 TRIGGERING EVENTS AND EXPECTED LIFETIME OF PROJECT 

Project decommissioning may be triggered by events such as the end of a power purchase agreement or 

when the Project reaches the end of its operational life. The decommissioning phase will comply with 

requirements of the KRS, or applicable law at the time of decommissioning.  

If properly maintained, the expected lifetime of a utility-scale solar project is approximately 35 years with 

an opportunity to extend the life of the project with equipment replacement and repowering. Depending on 
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market conditions and project viability, solar arrays may be retrofitted with updated components (e.g., 

modules, racking system, etc.) to extend the life of a project. In the event that the modules are not retrofitted, 

or at the end of the Project’s useful life, the modules, BESS, and associated components will be 

decommissioned and removed from the Project site. During the Project’s useful life, solar modules that are 

replaced or discarded will be removed from the site within 90 days, unless an extension has been granted 

by the secretary of the Kentucky Energy and Environment Cabinet (“Secretary”). 

The value of the individual components of the solar facility will vary with time. In general, the highest 

component value would be expected at the time of construction with declining value over the life of the 

Project. Over most of the life of the Project, components such as the solar modules could be sold in the 

wholesale market for reuse or refurbishment. As efficiency and power production of the modules decrease 

due to aging and/or weathering, the resale value will decline accordingly. Secondary markets for used solar 

components include other utility scale solar facilities with similar designs that may require replacement 

equipment due to damage or normal wear over time; or other buyers (e.g., developers, consumers) that 

are willing to accept a slightly lower power output in return for a significantly lower price point when 

compared to new equipment.  

Components of the facility that have resale value may be sold in the wholesale market. Components with 

no wholesale value will be salvaged and sold as scrap for recycling or disposed of at an approved offsite 

licensed solid waste disposal facility (landfill). Decommissioning activities will include removal of the solar 

arrays, BESS, and associated components as listed in Section 1.1 and described in Section 2.0. 

1.3 DECOMMISSIONING SEQUENCE 

Decommissioning activities will be completed within eighteen (18) months of the Project ceasing to produce 

electricity for sale unless the deadline has been extended by the Secretary. Mantle Rock will be the 

responsible party. Monitoring and site restoration may extend beyond this period to ensure successful 

revegetation and rehabilitation. The anticipated sequence of decommissioning and removal is described 

below; however, overlap of activities is expected.  

• Reinforce access roads, if needed, and prepare site for component removal  

• Install temporary fencing and erosion control best management practices (BMPs) to protect 

sensitive resources and control erosion during decommissioning activities. 

• De-energize solar arrays. 

• Dismantle and remove modules and above-ground wiring. 

• Remove tracking equipment and piles. 

• Remove inverter/transformer stations along with concrete pad foundations.  

• Remove above and below-ground electrical cabling and conduits to a depth of three feet   

• Remove BESS containers and units along with concrete pad foundations  

• Remove BESS yard and grade site as necessary  

• Remove perimeter fence 

• De-compact subsoils as needed, restore, and revegetate disturbed land to a substantially similar 

state as it was prior to commencement of Project construction 
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2.0 PROJECT COMPONENTS AND DECOMMISSIONING ACTIVITIES 

The Project components and decommissioning activities are further described within this section. 

2.1 OVERVIEW OF FACILITY SYSTEM 

Mantle Rock anticipates utilizing approximately 104,076 solar modules, with a total nameplate generating 

capacity of up to approximately 60 MW direct current (DC) converting to approximately 42 MW[AC] on the 

385 acres of land within the perimeter fencing. Statistics and cost estimates provided in this Plan are based 

on ZNShine Solar bifacial modules, although the final module selection may vary prior to construction. The 

selection of different modules is not anticipated to materially alter the conclusions of this Plan. 

Foundations, BESS equipment, steel piles, and electrical cabling and conduit installed three feet (36 inches) 

or less below the soil surface will be removed. Access roads and fences may be left in place if requested 

and/or agreed to by the landowner. For the purposes of this assessment, all fence is assumed to be 

removed and according to the lease agreement the access roads are assumed to be left in place. Mantle 

Rock will communicate with the appropriate local agency to coordinate the repair of public roads damaged 

or modified during the decommissioning and reclamation process.  

Estimated quantities of materials to be removed and sold, salvaged, or disposed of are included in this 

section. Many of the materials described have salvage value, although there are some components that 

will likely have none at the time of decommissioning. Removed materials that cannot be sold on the resale 

market will be salvaged or recycled to the extent possible. Other non-recyclable waste materials will be 

disposed of in accordance with state and federal law in an approved licensed solid waste facility. Solar 

modules and battery units may have value in a resale market, depending on their condition at the time of 

decommissioning. Table 1 presents a summary of the primary components of the Project included in this 

decommissioning plan.  

Table 1  Primary Components of Project to be Decommissioned 

Component Quantity Unit of Measure 

Solar modules (approximate) 104,076 Each 

Tracking system (84-module equivalent tracker) 1,239 Tracker 

Steel piles/trackers (solar) 11,151 Each 

Inverter/transformer stations (solar) 11 Each 

Inverter/transformer station concrete pad foundations 
(solar)  

11 Each 

Perimeter fencing (solar and BESS) 38,627 Linear Foot 

BESS yard 1 Lump Sum 

BESS battery pack and container removal  110 Each 

BESS battery unit concrete pads 110 Each 

Inverters/transformers (BESS) 11 Each 
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Component Quantity Unit of Measure 

Inverter stations concrete pads (BESS) 11 Each 

 

2.2 SOLAR MODULES  

Statistics and estimates provided in this Plan are based on the ZXM7-UHLDD 144 Series 580-watt bifacial 

modules manufactured by ZNShine Solar for the Project. The module assembly (with frame) will have a 

total weight of approximately 69.5 pounds and will be approximately 89.7 inches long by 44.6 inches wide. 

The modules are mainly comprised of an anodized aluminum frame and various non-metallic materials 

such as silicon, glass, plastic, and epoxies.  

At the time of decommissioning, module components in working condition may be refurbished and sold in 

a secondary market yielding greater revenue than selling as salvage material. The estimates in this report 

have been calculated using a conservative approach, considering revenue from salvage only, rather than 

the resale of the modules.  

2.3 TRACKING SYSTEM AND SUPPORT   

The solar modules will be mounted on a one-in-portrait single-axis tracking system, such as the Horizon 

tracker manufactured by Nextracker or a similar system. Each full tracker is expected to be approximately 

320 feet in length and will support approximately 84 solar modules. Smaller trackers will be employed at 

the edges of the layout to efficiently utilize available space. The tracking systems are mainly comprised of 

galvanized and stainless steel; steel piles that support the system are comprised of structural steel.  

The solar arrays will be deactivated from the surrounding electrical system and made safe for disassembly. 

Tracker lubricants will be removed and properly disposed of or recycled according to regulations current at 

the time of decommissioning. Electronic components and internal electrical wiring will be removed and 

salvaged. The steel piles will be removed to a minimum depth of three feet below the surface. 

The supports, tracking system, and piles contain salvageable materials which can be sold to provide 

revenue to offset the decommissioning costs.  

2.4 INVERTER/TRANSFOMER STATIONS 

The inverter and transformer stations are located within the array and BESS yard and will sit on concrete 

pad foundations. The inverters and transformers will be deactivated, disassembled, and removed. 

Depending on condition, the equipment may be sold for refurbishment and re-use. If not re-used, they will 

be salvaged or disposed of at an approved solid waste management facility. The concrete slabs will be 

crushed and transported for recycling or re-use off site. Oils and lubricants will be collected and disposed 

of at a licensed facility.  

2.5 ELECTRICAL CABLING AND CONDUITS 

The Project’s below ground electrical collection system will be placed at a depth greater than three feet 

(36 inches). Cabling and conduit above ground and up to three feet below the ground surface will be 

removed and salvaged, while cable located greater than three feet below the surface will be abandoned in 
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place. If the salvage value of cable exceeds the removal cost, cable buried deeper than three feet may be 

removed in decommissioning. 

2.6 BATTERY ENERGY STORAGE SYSTEM  

The Project plans to include a BESS facility within the Project site with a total energy storage capacity of 

168 MWh. The BESS area will encompass approximately 3.95-acres of land and will contain aggregate fill. 

Statistics and estimates provided in this Plan are based on 110 of the 2.44 MWh Fluence Gridstack Pro 

2000 Series battery units. Each battery unit will be approximately 6 feet wide by 25 feet long. A total of 110 

batteries located on concrete pad foundations have been considered in this report, including the 

augmentation battery units and foundations.  

The battery units are mainly comprised of materials such as Lithium-ion (Li-ion) batteries, silicon, steel, 

copper, plastic, and epoxies. If decommissioned prior to the end of their useful life, the battery packs may 

have value in a resale market, depending on their condition.  

Eleven (11) inverter stations will be located adjacent to the battery units. Inverter stations will be mounted 

on concrete pad foundations. Inverter stations and associated equipment will be deactivated, 

disassembled, and removed at decommissioning. Depending on condition, the inverter stations may be 

sold for refurbishment and re-use. Collection cabling will be installed below the surface at a depth greater 

than 36 inches and will be abandoned in place during decommissioning. All above ground facilities and 

subsurface materials will be removed and salvaged or disposed of in accordance with state and federal law 

at a licensed solid waste facility. No additional inverter stations will be needed for augmentation.  

At the time of decommissioning, the BESS and enclosures will be completely removed from the Project 

site. The concrete pads will be crushed and transported for recycling or re-use off site. It is assumed, based 

on manufacturer information, and projected market conditions, that the battery units will have resale value 

for the first 10 to 15 years. Therefore, no recycling costs have been included in this cost estimate.   

The BESS yard will contain aggregate fill. All aggregate within the BESS yard will be removed in 

decommissioning. Decommissioning activities include the removal and stockpiling of aggregate materials 

onsite for salvage preparation. It is conservatively assumed that all aggregate materials will be removed 

from the Project site. Following removal of the aggregate, the BESS yard will be de-compacted with deep 

ripper or chisel plow (ripped to 18 inches), backfilled with native subsoil and topsoil, as needed, and graded 

as necessary. 

2.7 PROJECT SUBSTATION  

One substation will be located near the southwest portion of the site. The substation will contain within its 

perimeter, a gravel pad, one power transformer and footings, an electrical control house, and concrete 

foundations, as needed.  

The Project substation will be under MISO/FERC ownership. This estimate assumes the substation, owned 

by others, will not be removed in Project decommissioning.  
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2.8 PERIMETER FENCING AND ACCESS ROADS 

The Project will include an approximately six-foot-high chain link fence around the perimeter of the solar 

array and BESS site. The fence will total approximately 38,627 feet (7.3 miles) in length. Near the end of 

the decommissioning process, the fence, poles, and foundations will be removed from the Project site. 

A network of access roads will allow access to solar facility equipment and BESS area. The primary access 

road leading to the project substation and BESS facility will be composed of pavement. The asphalt access 

road will be 3,009 feet and length, and approximately 13 feet (4 meters) in width. All other access roads will 

be composed of gravel approximately 13 feet (4 meters) wide and approximately 18,669 feet (3.5 miles) in 

length. The landowner lease agreement states that the access roads will remain at completion of the 

Project; therefore, the decommissioning estimate assumes that all site access roads will not be removed.  
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3.0 LAND USE AND ENVIRONMENT 

3.1 SOILS AND AGRICULTURAL LAND  

Areas of the Project will be restored to a substantially similar state as it was prior to the commencement of 

construction. Soils compacted during de-construction activities will be de-compacted, as necessary.  

3.2 RESTORATION AND REVEGETATION 

Portions of the Project site that have been excavated and backfilled will be returned to a substantially similar 

state as it was prior to the commencement of construction. Soils compacted during de-construction activities 

will be de-compacted, as necessary. County drains will be avoided. If present, private drain tiles that affect 

drainage of multiple parcels that were not avoided, rerouted, or repaired during construction and have been 

damaged will be repaired or replaced, as needed, in order to maintain appropriate drainage. Topsoil will be 

placed on disturbed areas, as needed, and seeded with appropriate vegetation in coordination with 

landowners. Restored areas will be revegetated in compliance with applicable laws and regulations in place 

at the time of decommissioning. 

3.3 SURFACE WATER DRAINAGE AND CONTROL 

The Project facilities are being sited to avoid impacts to wetlands, waterways, and drainage swales to the 

extent practicable.  

Surface water conditions at the Project site will be reassessed prior to the decommissioning phase. Mantle 

Rock will obtain the required water quality permits from the Kentucky Energy and Environment Cabinet 

(KEEC) and the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), as needed, prior to decommissioning the Project. 

Required construction stormwater permits will also be obtained, and a Stormwater Pollution Prevention 

Plan (SWPPP) prepared describing the protection needed to reflect conditions present at the time of 

decommissioning. Best Management Practices (BMPs) may include enhancement of construction 

entrances, temporary seeding, permanent seeding, mulching (in non-agricultural areas), erosion control 

matting, silt fence, filter berms, and filter socks.  

3.4 MAJOR EQUIPMENT REQUIRED FOR DECOMMISSIONING 

The activities involved in decommissioning the Project include removal of the Project components, including 

but not limited to solar modules, tracking system, foundations and piles, inverter/transformers, perimeter 

fence, BESS components, BESS yard, and below ground electrical cabling and conduits located at three 

feet or less below the surface grade of the land. Restoration activities include back-filling of pile and 

foundation sites; de-compaction of subsoils; grading of surfaces to pre-construction land contours; and 

revegetation of the disturbed areas.  

Equipment required for the decommissioning activities is similar to what is needed to construct the solar 

facility and may include, but is not limited to: small cranes, low ground pressure (LGP) track mounted 

excavators, backhoes, LGP track bulldozers and dump trucks, front-end loaders, deep rippers, water trucks, 

disc plows and tractors to restore subgrade conditions, and ancillary equipment. Standard dump trucks may 
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be used to transport material removed from the site to disposal facilities and to import clean fill and topsoil 

if necessary.  
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4.0 DECOMMISSIONING COST ESTIMATE SUMMARY 

Expenses associated with decommissioning the Project will be dependent on labor costs at the time of 

decommissioning. For the purposes of this report, approximate 2025 market values were used to estimate 

labor expenses. Fluctuation and inflation of the labor costs were not factored into the estimates.  

The value of the individual components of the facility will vary with time. In general, the highest component 

value would be expected at the time of construction with declining value over the life of the Project. Over 

most of the life of the Project, components such as the solar modules could be sold in the wholesale market 

for reuse or refurbishment. As efficiency and power production of the modules decrease due to aging and/or 

weathering, the resale value will decline accordingly. Secondary markets for used solar components include 

other utility scale solar facilities with similar designs that may require replacement equipment due to 

damage or normal wear over time; or other buyers (e.g., developers, consumers) that are willing to accept 

a slightly lower power output in return for a significantly lower price point when compared to new equipment.  

4.1 DECOMMISSIONING EXPENSES 

During decommissioning, the Project will incur costs associated with disposal of components not sold for 

salvage, including materials which will be disposed of at a licensed facility, as required. Decommissioning 

costs also include backfilling, grading and restoration of the proposed Project site as described in Section 3. 

Table 2 summarizes the estimates for decommissioning activities associated with the major components of 

the Project excluding the BESS expenses which are summarized separately in Table 3. Costs are based 

on an approximately 60 MW[DC] site design, converting to 42 MW[AC]. 

Table 2  Estimated Decommissioning Expenses – Solar Facilities  

Activity Unit Quantity 
Cost per 

Unit 
Total 

Overhead and management (includes 
estimated permitting required) 

Lump Sum 1 $180,600  $180,600 

Solar modules; disassembly and removal  Each 104,076 $5.30  $551,603 

Tracking system disassembly and removal 
(equivalent trackers) 

Each 1,239 $645  $799,155 

Steel pile (trackers) Each 11,151 $12.80  $142,733  

Inverter/transformer stations Each 11 $1,930  $21,230 

Inverter/transformer stations concrete pads Each 11 $2,315  $25,465 

Perimeter fence removal Linear Feet 36,960 $4.70  $173,712 

Topsoil replacement and rehabilitation of site Lump Sum 1 $92,400  $92,400 

Total Estimated Decommissioning Cost – Solar Facilities  $1,986,898 
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Table 3 summarizes the estimated decommissioning costs associated with the major components of the 

Project’s BESS facilities.  

Table 3  Estimated Decommissioning Expenses – BESS Facilities 

Activity Unit Quantity 
Cost per 

Unit 
Total 

Overhead and management rate Lump Sum 1 $111,700 $111,700 

Battery pack and container removal Each 110 $2,870 $315,700 

BESS concrete pad removal  Each 110 $4,980 $547,800 

Transformers and inverters  Each 11 $1,930 $21,230 

Inverter stations concrete pads Each  11 $1,543 $16,973 

BESS yard excavation and removal Lump Sum 1 $67,400 $67,400 

Topsoil replacement and rehabilitation of 
BESS site  

Lump Sum 1 $139,600 $139,600 

Perimeter fence removal Linear Foot  1,667 $4.70 $7,835 

Total Estimated Decommissioning Cost – BESS Facilities  $1,228,238 

 

4.2 POTENTIAL DECOMMISSIONING REVENUES 

Revenue from decommissioning the Project will be realized through the sale of the facility components and 

construction materials. As previously described, the value of the decommissioned components will be 

higher in the early stages of the Project and decline over time. Resale of components such as solar modules 

is expected to be greater than salvage (i.e., scrap) value for most of the life of the Project.  

Solar Facilities 

Modules and other solar facility components may be sold within a secondary market for re-use. A current 

sampling of reused solar modules indicates a wide range of pricing depending on age and condition ($0.10 

to $0.30 per watt). Future pricing of solar modules is difficult to predict at this time, due to the relatively 

young age of the market, changes to solar panel technology, and the ever-increasing product demand. A 

conservative estimation of the value of solar modules at $0.10 per watt would yield approximately 

$6,000,000. Increased costs of removal, when preparing for resale versus salvage, would be expected in 

order to preserve the integrity of the modules; however, the net revenue would be substantially higher than 

the estimated salvage value, thus offsetting higher removal cost.  

The resale value of components such as the module trackers, may decline more quickly; however, the 

salvage value of the steel that makes up a large portion of the tracker is expected to stay at or above the 

value used in this report. 
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The market value of steel and other materials fluctuates daily and has varied widely over the past five years. 

Salvage value estimates were based on an approximate five-year-average price of steel and copper derived 

from sources including on-line recycling companies and United States Geological Survey (USGS) 

commodity summaries. The price used to value the steel used in this report is $273 per metric ton; aluminum 

at $0.40 per pound; silicon at $0.40 per pound and glass at $0.05 per pound.  

The main component of the tracking system and piles is assumed to be salvageable steel. The main 

components of the solar modules are glass and silicon with aluminum framing. A 50 percent recovery rate 

was assumed for all module components, due to the processing required to separate the module 

components. Alternative and more efficient methods of recycling solar modules are anticipated before this 

Project is decommissioned, given the large number of solar facilities that are currently being developed. 

Table 4 summarizes the potential salvage value for the solar array components and construction materials. 

Table 4  Estimated Decommissioning Revenues – Solar Facilities  

Item 
Unit of 

Measurement 
Quantity 
per Unit 

Salvage 
Price 
per 

Unit1 

Total 
Salvage 
Price per 

Item 

Number of 
Items Total  

Modules – 
Silicon   

Pounds per 
Module 

1.7 $0.40 $0.680 104,076 $70,772 

Modules – 
Aluminum  

Pounds per 
Module 

2.8 $0.40 $1.120 104,076 $116,565 

Modules – 
Glass  

Pounds per 
Module 

26.0 $0.05 $1.300 104,076 $135,299 

Tracking 
System and 
Posts 

Metric tons 
per MW[DC] 

32.0 $273 $8,736 60.0 $524,160 

Total Estimated Decommissioning Revenue  $846,796 

* Revenue based on salvage value only. Revenue from used modules at $0.10 per watt could raise $6,000,000 as 
resale versus the estimated salvage revenue.  

BESS Facilities 

Battery energy storage systems will retain a significant resale value during the early phases of their life 

cycle. During the first 10 years of the Project, BESS units, or the individual battery cells, will likely be sold 

for re-use. It is estimated that the battery units’ value during the first ten years of the Project life would offset 

(or exceed) the cost of preparation and shipping. Although additional revenue due to resale may be 

generated during this stage of the Project, these revenues are not reflected in Table 4. During later stages 

of the Project, the value of the battery components, such as lithium, copper, aluminum, and steel, would be 

extracted during recycling to provide an offset to the disposal costs.  
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4.3 DECOMMISSIONING COST SUMMARY 

Table  provides a summary of the net estimated cost to decommission the Project, using the information 
detailed in Sections 4.1 and 4.2. Estimates are based on 2025 prices, with no market fluctuations or inflation 
considered.  

Table 5    Net Decommissioning Cost Summary 

Item (Cost)/Revenue 

Decommissioning Expenses (Solar Project)  ($1,986,898) 

Decommissioning Expenses (BESS Project) ($1,228,238) 

Potential Revenue – salvage value of recoverable materials $846,796 

Net Decommissioning (Cost)/Revenue ($2,368,340) 

 

4.4 FINANCIAL ASSURANCE 

Atlantica Development Company, LLC has indicated they will comply with KRS 278.706 requirements. The 

decommissioning bond will be provided prior to the beginning of construction. The decommissioning plan 

and cost estimate shall be reviewed and updated every five years, submitted to the Kentucky Energy and 

Environment Cabinet and Livingston County for approval, and the security revised as appropriate based 

upon the revised cost estimate at Atlantica Development Company, LLC’s expense. 

Atlantica Development Company, LLC has indicated that they will comply with statutory requirements, 

including but not limited to the following: 

• The bond or other similar security shall be provided by an insurance company or surety that shall 

at all times maintain at least an “Excellent” rating as measured by the AM Best rating agency or an 

investment grade credit rating by any national credit rating agency and, if available, shall be 

noncancelable by the provider or the customer until completion of the decommissioning plan or 

until a replacement bond is secured. 

• The bond or other similar security shall provide that at least thirty (30) days prior to its cancellation 

or lapse, the surety shall notify the applicant, its successor or assign, each landowner, the Energy 

and Environment Cabinet, and the county or city in which the facility is located of the impending 

cancellation or lapse. The notice shall specify the reason for the cancellation or lapse and provide 

any of the parties, either jointly or separately, the opportunity to cure the cancellation or lapse prior 

to it becoming effective. The applicant, its successor, or its assign shall be responsible for all costs 

incurred by all parties to cure the cancellation or lapse of the bond. Each landowner, or the Energy 

and Environment Cabinet with the prior approval of each landowner, may make a demand on the 

bond and initiate and complete the decommissioning plan. 

• Communicate with each affected landowner at the end of the merchant electric generating facility's 

useful life so that any requests of the landowner that are in addition to the minimum requirements 

set forth in this paragraph and in addition to any other requirements specified in the lease with the 

landowner may, in the sole discretion of the applicant or its successor or assign, be accommodated. 
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Figure 1  Proposed Project Layout 

 

 



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-26: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Attachment 1-120, Table 2.  

Perimeter fencing for the Project is indicated to be 33,933 feet long, but only 32,677 feet are 

included in removal costs.   

a. Explain this discrepancy.  

b. Provide a revised Table 2 accounting for the change in the perimeter fencing to 

incorporate the laydown area west of Carrsville Rd within the fenced area. 

Response: a. The Applicant has updated the perimeter/security fence length based on the revised 

Preliminary Site Plan. The perimeter fencing total is approximately 38,627 linear feet (36,960 

linear feet for the security fence around the solar facility and an additional 1, 667 linear feet for 

the security fence around the BESS). See Attachment 2-25, Tables 2 and 3. 

b. Revised Tables 2 and 3 have been included in the revised Decommissioning Plan (see 

Attachment 2-25).   

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-27: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Attachment 1-120.  The 

Revised Decommissioning Plan states that the Project substation will be under Midcontinent 

Independent System Operator (MISO)/Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) 

ownership and will not be removed as part of decommissioning.  Explain MISO/FERC’s plan for 

use of the substation after decommissioning, given that other Project components will be 

removed.  

Response: The Applicant is not aware of MISO/FERC’s plan for use of the substation after 

decommissioning. The Applicant intends to follow KRS 278.706(2)(m)(4), which states, 

“[u]nless otherwise requested by the landowner, leave any interconnection or other facilities in 

place for future use at the completion of the decommissioning process.” 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-28: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Item 12.  Provide in detail, the 

communication and contact that Mantle Rock has had with the owners of residential structures 

within 2,000 feet of the Project boundary line in regard to the construction of this project.  

Response: There have been no oral conversations with non-participating landowners of 

residential structures within 2,000 feet of the Project boundary. Conversations have been had 

with Matthew Hardesty, a non-participating landowner adjacent to the Project boundary who 

does not have a residential structure on his property. One phone conversation was held in August 

2025, following the mailing of the notice of application submission for the Project. Mr. Hardesty 

just asked for a general project timeline and whether or not the size of the Project had been 

increased and expressed his interest and support of the Project. Mantle Rock has provided the 

required notices to applicable landowners within 2,000 feet of the project boundaries regarding 

the public meeting and application. 

Witness: Jade Cessna 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-29: 

Provide the noise level for the residences during peak construction for those nearest non-

participating residences identified as being nearest to the fencing, closest solar panel, closest 

inverter, substation and battery storage.  

Response: The table below describes typical sound levels for some of the construction 

equipment that may be used at any time on the Project Area, including for the construction of the 

fencing, panels, inverters, substation, and BESS facility.  

Equipment Typical Noise Level (dBA) at 50 feet 

Compactor 82 – 50.1 

Concrete mixer 85 – 53.1 

Grader 85 

Truck 88 – 56.1 

Paver 89 – 57.1 

Vermeer PD10 Pile Driver – Deutz Engine 89.6 - 57.7 

Vermeer PD10 Pile Driver – Yanmar Engine 80.6 - 48.7 

Source: FHWA Noise Handbook, Chapter 9; Vermeer 2025 PD10 Operator’s Manual 

The following table shows the nearest residential receptor to each Project component, the 

distance, and the calculated cumulative noise levels with and without pile driving. Cumulative 

sound levels are calculated with and without pile driving at the non-participating residences 

nearest to the fencing, solar panels, inverter, substation, and BESS facility. Note that this 

calculation assumes that each piece of equipment is used at the same time, which is unlikely to 

occur, even during peak construction periods. Although sound levels change with distance from 

the receptor, for the purpose of this conservative calculation, the sound level for each piece of 

equipment assumed to be operating is also assumed to be located at the nearest Project 

component.  

 



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Project 

Component 

Nearest 

Receptor 

Distance (feet) Cumulative Noise 

Level (dBA) - 

with pile driving 

Cumulative Noise 

Level (dBA) - 

without pile 

driving 

Fence R-05 97 89.3 87.7 

Panel R-05 409 76.8 75.1 

Inverter R-05 1,254 67.1 65.4 

Substation R-06 1,758 64.2 62.6 

BESS R-06 1,973 63.2 61.5 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-30: 

All other qualifications for the positions being equal, explain whether Mantle Rock 

intends to hire as many local workers for construction and operation phases of the project as 

possible.  If so, include how Mantle Rock intends to accomplish that.  

Response: See Response No. 82 to Staff's First Request for Information: The Applicant will 

encourage the EPC contractor to hire as many qualified local workers as feasible to perform 

work during the construction phase for the Project. The Applicant plans to work with the county 

and community members to seek and educate qualified workers on any upcoming construction 

related to the solar facility. The Applicant will hire as many qualified local workers as feasible to 

perform work during the operational phase of the Project.   

Witness: Jade Cessna 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-31 

Provide the anticipated start date and end date of construction. 

Response: Construction is currently anticipated to start in the first quarter of 2027. Construction 

is expected to occur for 9 to 12 months. Peak construction is anticipated to occur during months 

3 through 7 of the construction period. Construction is anticipated to be completed in the fourth 

quarter of 2027 or in the first quarter of 2028. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-32: 

Detail any communications with members of the public, including neighboring 

landowners, regarding construction noise. 

Response: See Response No. 55 to Staff’s First Request for Information: During the two public 

meetings, neighboring landowners and members of the Good Hope Baptist Church discussion 

construction activities including noise during construction. Follow up meetings this summer with 

members of the Good Hope Baptist Church also discussed potential construction noise. 

Witness: Jade Cessna 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-33: 

Describe any specific measures to be taken to reduce noise impacts for nearby residents 

during construction. 

Response: See Response No. 68 to Staff’s First Request for Information: The Applicant will 

implement the following measures during and after the construction phase to reduce and 

minimize noise impacts. 

• Construction activities, processes, and deliveries will be limited to the hours between 7:00 

am and 7:00 pm, Monday through Saturday; construction activities that create a higher 

level of noise, such as pile-driving, will be limited to 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. local time, Monday 

through Friday. Non-noise-causing and non-construction activities can take place on the 

site between 6 a.m. and 10 p.m. local time, Monday through Sunday, including field visits, 

arrival, departure, planning, meetings, mowing, surveying, etc. 

• Based on previous experience constructing solar projects, the Applicant believes that noise 

concerns resulting from pile driving activities are most effectively managed through 

limiting pile driving activities within a certain radius to certain hours during the day to 

avoid potentially impacting nearby receptors. To this end, the Applicant proposes to limit 

pile driving activities within 1,000 feet of potentially impacted receptors to a reduced 

period. 

• If the pile-driving activity occurs within 1,500 feet of a noise-sensitive receptor, the 

Applicant will implement a construction method that will suppress the noise generated 

during the pile-driving process (i.e., semi-tractor and canvas method, sound blankets on 

fencing surrounding the solar site, or any other comparable method). The Applicant may 

forego using noise suppression measures if it employs a panel installation method that does 



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

not use pile driving, so long as that method does not create noise levels similar to pile 

driving. 

• The Applicant will notify residents and businesses within 2,400 feet of the project 

boundary about the construction plan, the noise potential, any mitigation plans, and its 

Complaint Resolution Program, at least one month prior to the start of construction. 

• The Applicant will place panels, inverters, and substation equipment consistent with the 

distances to noise receptors to which it has committed in its maps and site plans. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-34: 

Explain whether neighbors or adjacent landowners will be affected by noise levels during 

pile during.  Provide any documents or studies to support the explanation. 

Response: It is anticipated that neighbors and adjacent landowners will experience construction-

related noise, including during pile driving. As is detailed in the revised Noise Analysis report 

(see Attachment 2-2), it is unknown at this time which of the two engines used for the Vermeer 

PD10 pile driver will be used for the construction of the arrays. The sound levels for these 

engines at 50 feet are approximately 89.6 dBA and 80.6 dBA. The nearest residential receptor 

(R-05) is approximately 409 feet from the nearest array and is estimated to experience sound 

levels from pile driving between 71.3 and 62.3 dBA, depending on the engine used at the nearest 

solar array. Sound levels will decrease as pile driving moves away from receptors. A single pile 

driving crew generally can install 150-200 piles per day. 

The nearest non-residential receptor to the arrays is the Good Hope Baptist Church (NR-

01), located approximately 290 feet away, which could experience estimated sound levels 

between 74.3 and 65.3 dBA, depending on the engine used. Noise from pile driving at all 

receptors would be intermittent and would be expected to be at these levels for a day or two 

before moving on to sections of the arrays that are further from the receptors. As pile driving 

moves away from receptors, the sound levels will decrease.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-35: 

Provide the estimated maximum construction sound level or the maximum potential 

construction sound for all receptors that are 500 feet away from project components (i.e., fence, 

panel, inverter, substation, BESS). 

Response:  

The table below summarizes any receptors within 500 feet from project components and 

the anticipated sound levels from construction. Where distances are greater than 500 feet, the 

cells are marked as “N/A.” None of the receptors are within 500 feet of an inverter pad, the 

substation, or the battery; therefore, only pile driving is estimated for construction noise. 

Additional estimated noise levels can be found in the Noise Analysis report, provided as 

Attachment 2-2.  

When pile driving is occurring, typical sound levels are expected to be between 61 and 79 

dBA, depending on the engine used and the location of the receptor from the solar arrays, where 

pile driving would occur. These construction sound levels would only occur during pile driving 

activities and will be short in duration. Without pile driving, construction sound levels are 

expected to be lower because noise sources would be primarily trucks (i.e., flatbed and pickup 

trucks), common tools, and construction workers. 

Receptor 

ID 

Receptor 

Type 

Distance to 

Nearest Array 

(feet) 

Pile Driving, Deutz 

Engine – 89.6 dBA at 50 

feet 

(dBA) 

Pile Driving, Yanmar 

Engine – 80.6 dBA at 50 

feet 

(dBA) 

R-04 Residential 445 70.6 61.6 

R-05 Residential 409 71.3 62.3 

NR-01 Agricultural 241 75.9 66.9 



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Receptor 

ID 

Receptor 

Type 

Distance to 

Nearest Array 

(feet) 

Pile Driving, Deutz 

Engine – 89.6 dBA at 50 

feet 

(dBA) 

Pile Driving, Yanmar 

Engine – 80.6 dBA at 50 

feet 

(dBA) 

NR-02 Agricultural 311 73.7 64.7 

NR-03 
Good Hope 

Cemetery 
382 71.9 62.9 

NR-04 
Good Hope 

Church 
290 74.3 65.3 

NR-05 Cemetery 449 70.5 61.5 

NR-06 Agricultural 194 77.8 68.8 

NR-07 Agricultural 238 76.0 67.0 

NR-08 
Huey 

Cemetery 
158 79.6 70.6 

 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-36: 

Explain whether a power purchase agreement has been finalized.  If not, provide a 

timeline for drafting and finalizing a power purchase agreement. 

Response: At this time, the Applicant does not have a finalized power purchase agreement. It is 

anticipated that the power purchase agreement will be finalized in the fourth quarter of 2026. 

Witness: Jade Cessna 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-37: 

Provide any updates to vegetative screening plans.  

Response: An updated landscape plan is included in Attachment 2-15. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre  

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-38: 

State the number of years it will take for planted trees and shrubs to reach mature height.  

Response: The Applicant anticipates that the planted vegetation proposed in its landscape plan 

would reach at least six feet within four years (maturity) (see SAR Section 2 and RFI No. 101 for 

additional information). 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-39: 

Provide the average number of construction workers on-site each day over the course of 

the construction period.  

Response: See Response No. 7 from Staff’s First Request: On average, it is anticipated that 

approximately 75-100 workers would be on site each day. This number could increase to 100-

150 workers each day during peak periods.   

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-40: 

Provide the peak daily number of construction vehicles accessing the site, identified by 

vehicle type (i.e. worker vehicles, delivery trucks, cement trucks, water trucks, tractor trailers or 

other types of general delivery trucks (if utilized), and other.  

Response: The peak daily number of construction vehicles accessing the site are estimated as 

follows: 70-90 worker vehicles; 5 delivery vehicles; 10 cement trucks; 3 water trucks; and 10-20 

tractor trailers. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-41 

Explain any commitments regarding infrastructure removal or land restoration during 

decommissioning, including in the landowner lease agreements. 

Response: The decommissioning plan identifies proposed decommissioning activities and 

commits to completing them within 18 months of the Project ceasing to produce electricity for 

sale unless the deadline is extended by the Secretary (see Application Section 13, SAR 

Mitigation Measures 29-30, and revised decommissioning plan (Attachment 2-25).   

The lease agreement includes the removal of all towers and solar generating devices; 

removal of all other above-grade facilities to not less than three feet below grade or as otherwise 

required by any governmental authority with jurisdiction; the burying of all tower foundations; 

and the reseeding of areas where the tower pads were located with grasses and/or natural 

vegetation. The Applicant may leave all roads in their condition at the time the lease expires or 

terminates.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-42: 

Provide the name of the company that will employ the individuals that are or will be 

responsible for ensuring compliance with the statements in the Application, as well as any 

conditions imposed by the Siting Board during construction and operation of the project. 

Response:  

The Applicant and the EPC will be responsible for ensuring compliance with the 

statements in the application and conditions imposed by the Siting Board in its Order. The EPC 

has not been selected at this time. The process for selecting an EPC is just starting, and it is 

anticipated that an EPC will be selected in the first or second quarter of 2026. 

Witness: Jade Cessna 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-43: 

Provide a parcel map for the proposed site.  Include all residences within 500 feet of the 

proposed project site. Include whether the residences are participating or non-participating 

homes. 

Response: A parcel map showing all residences within 500 feet of the solar arrays is included as 

Attachment 2-43. The 500-foot buffer boundary is shown on the map in red. All of the residences 

shown are non-participating. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 
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Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-44: 

Provide a parcel map for the proposed site.  Include all residences within 2,00 feet of the 

proposed project site. Include whether the residences are participating or non-participating 

homes. 

Response:  

A parcel map showing all residences within 2,000 feet of the solar arrays is included as 

Attachment 2-43. The 2,000-foot buffer boundary is shown on the map in pink. All of the 

residences shown are non-participating.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-45: 

Provide the corporate structure for Mantle Rock and any entities that might have 

ownership interest in this project. 

Response: Mantle Rock Solar LLC is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Atlantica Development 

Corporation LLC. Atlantica is actively developing solar projects in the central and western parts 

of the U.S. It provides full-service project development from greenfield efforts and early-stage 

acquisitions, through construction and long-term ownership and operations. Mantle Rock Solar 

LLC was previously owned by Enerfin Renewables LLC, and the Project was acquired by 

Atlantica during development. 

Witness: Jade Cessna 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-46: 

Provide any improvements that will be made to the existing road anticipated to be used to 

access the substation/BESS area. 

Response: For the approximately 3,009-foot access road to the substation/BESS area, the 

Applicant anticipates: 

• Widening the existing access road 

• Grading 

• Laying down sub-base (e.g., compact a layer of gravel or crushed stone to create a solid 

foundation) 

• Installing binder or base course - the first layer of asphalt, which is a thicker layer that 

provides the main structural support 

• Paving the existing access road.  

It will be approximately 13 feet wide. See RFI No. 2-24 for further information. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-47: 

Refer to SAR, Appendix M. Provide an update on the National Register of Historic 

Places status of the five unidentified resources that could possibly affect the proposed project.  

Response: The Applicant prepared a cultural historic desktop review following the Kentucky 

Heritage Council, which is the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) guidance (See SAR, 

Appendix M). The Applicant anticipates that during the United State Army Corps of Engineers 

(USACE) Section 404 permitting process, additional cultural resource surveys will be 

undertaken in coordination with the USACE. Coordination with the USACE has not been 

initiated yet. Future cultural resource surveys would evaluate whether any of the buildings in and 

near the Project Area are eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-48: 

Provide a map that identifies which segments of the medium voltage collection system 

that are underground, which segments are above ground and the location of the transmission 

lines with the right-of-way distinguished. 

Response: At this time, the revised Preliminary Site Layout does not include the medium voltage 

collection system identified. This information is being analyzed and will be included in the final 

Site Layout. 

The Applicant anticipates that the medium voltage (MV) collection system would be 

routed below grade. The Project’s below ground electrical collection system will be placed at a 

depth greater than three feet (36 inches).  If it becomes more practicable to go above ground to 

avoid existing features, this will be decided during detailed design.  

The 69 kV transmission line and its right-of-way are included on the revised Preliminary 

Site Layout. See Attachment 2-19. 

Witness: Jade Cessna 

 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-49: 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Item 71. Explain how Mantle 

Rock will work with Good Hope Church to avoid construction during Sunday service, 

Wednesday bible studies, and other church-related events, including funerals.  

Response: The Applicant has had discussions with the pastor and members of the congregation 

concerning construction activities. The Applicant is committed to working with the pastor to 

avoid construction activities during Sunday service. No noise generating construction activities 

are anticipated to occur on Sundays. Pile driving is limited to weekdays 8 am to 5 pm. Bible 

studies occur on Wednesday nights after noise generating construction activities are ended for 

the day. The pastor will have Applicant and EPC contact information to identify if any funeral 

activities are being planned for the Good Hope Cemetery so that construction activities can be 

limited during those times.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-50: 

Refer to SAR, Appendix G, Noise Analysis at 12 and Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s 

First Request, Item 14. Explain whether Mantle Rock plans to coordinate with all three 

cemeteries around and within the Project area to limit construction activities during funerals. 

Response: Only the Good Hope Cemetery is an active cemetery. The small unnamed cemetery 

on the grounds of the Good Hope Baptist Church and the small Huey Cemetery on the west side 

of Carrsville Road are not active cemeteries. The last interment at the Huey Cemetery (3 

memorials) occurred in 1842. 

The Church owns the Good Hope Cemetery and the unnamed cemetery. The Applicant 

has had discussions with the pastor concerning potential for future burials, coordination, and the 

intent to limit construction during funerals. The Applicant will provide the pastor with contact 

information if there is an upcoming funeral scheduled.  

The participating landowner is responsible for the Huey Cemetery and there are no plans 

to inter anyone else at this cemetery. 

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 

  



Case No. 2024-00050 

Mantle Rock Solar, LLC 

Response to Siting Board’s Second Request for Information 

Siting Board 2-51 

Refer to Mantle Rock’s response to Staff’s First Request, Item 14. Provide the noise 

impact for the construction and the operation of the Project for the third cemetery that was not 

included in the original analysis. 

Response: This cemetery was not included in the original analysis because it is located on the 

Project Area and owned by the property owner. The anticipated noise impacts, including for the 

combined BESS and PCS, are provided in the revised Noise Analysis as Attachment 2-2.  

Witness: Marty Marchaterre 
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