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SECTION 1 

Silfab Solar Is Not Light Industrial (YC Ordinance 155.1239)  
Lana Vivant 

If you are here tonight in support of Move Silfab, please stand. 

The more I learn about Silfab’s operations, the more I struggle to comprehend how they 
were able to get permits as Light Industrial. The information provided to the county 
initially must have been limited or misleading.  We know that permits or approvals may 
be revoked prior to completion. Now is the time to act. 

Their proposed methods far exceed limitations of Light Industrial Zoning: 

● Over 500,000 lbs of hazardous chemicals, flammable and combustible liquids 
and gases, much of which is outside. 

● Air pollution control devices, such as Wet Acid Scrubbers with a 50-foot stack. 
● Onsite Waste Water Treatment using 1 million gallons of water per day in their 

chemical manufacturing lines.   

That is NOT Light Industrial per the Zoning Code. Light Industrial does not include 
hazardous material treatment and storage facilities. This term is different than another 
defined term ‘Hazardous Waste Storage or Treatment Facility’. Light Industrial should 
not have hazardous materials, period.   

While Silfab appeals the BZA’s correct decision, York County, CAN and SHOULD 
revoke construction permits issued to Silfab.  The BZA concluded there was an 
administrative error.   

§ 155.1239 states a permit or approval may be revoked at any time prior to completion 
when it is determined that either: (1) There is departure from the plans; (2) The permit 
was procured by materially incorrect information; (3) The permit was issued in error; or 
(4) Any of the provisions of this Chapter are being violated. This development checks all 
of those boxes. 

Now you have plenty of information about the true nature of Silfab’s operations. You 
have reports from reputable and independent third-parties. Do the right thing and Move 
Silfab! 

With no administrator approval present, please revoke Silfab’s permits.  
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Exhibit 1.1a Zoning Code Chapter 155 155.002 Purpose 
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Exhibit 1.1b Zoning Code Chapter 155 155.041 LI (Light Industrial), 155.042 ID (Industrial Development) 
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Exhibit 1.1b Zoning Code Chapter 155 155.041 LI (Light Industrial), 155.042 ID (Industrial Development) 
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Exhibit 1.2 155.1239 Revocation of Permit or Approval 
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Exhibit 1.3 Silfab’s Hazardous Chemicals 
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Exhibit 1.4 Silfab’s Wet Acid Scrubber and Stack Drawing 

 

 

 

Sourced via FOIA request 
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SECTION 2 

USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Summary 
Brendan McCluskey 

Good Evening, If you are here tonight in support of Move Silfab, please remain 
standing. 

Phase 2 of the USC Arnold School of Public Health's report expands on concentrations 
in Silfab’s air dispersion application to DES and also found in Silfab’s Risk Management 
Plan (RMP) for both hydrochloric and hydrofluoric acids. Additionally, there are Globally 
Harmonized System of Classification and Labelling of Chemicals (GHS) pictograms 
identifying the meanings of the 4 chemicals of concern and Material Safety Data Sheet 
(MSDS) for each of those 4. The new radius on these maps incorporates radii & buffers 
regarding straight line distances, without topographical influence. Worth mentioning is 
what DES stated in their "response to comments" section of Silfab’s air dispersion 
modeling. The regulator states 23% of the surrounding 3 kilometers area is considered 
urban, and that is why DES states rural is to be used instead. But Silfab selected urban 
on their RMP input, but then used rural in their air dispersion modeling. Silfab is keen to 
use inputs that provide the LOWEST endpoint of toxicity to DOWNPLAY the dangers to 
the public.  
 
Phase two's report is further VALIDATION of those dangers by experts. USC has no 
stake in this project and only provides scientific expertise for decision makers.  After 
Silfab’s accusations of bias regarding phase one, USC confirmed their figures and 
sources, which are provided in their footnotes evidencing model inputs originate from 
DES and Silfab's own reports.  I quote from USC "this is significant".  Worst case 
scenarios, as expanded in phase two include Anhydrous Ammonia at 2.2 miles, and 
Hydrofluoric acid at 2.4 miles, which show this affects both York and Mecklenburg 
county. Worth noting in the GHS for Hydrofluoric acid are these key points... FATAL if 
inhaled... FATAL if swallowed ...FATAL in contact with skin. 
 
Those MOST vulnerable are schools, daycares and senior assisted living facilities who 
depend on safety from leaders. YOU are THOSE leaders. Given the TOXIC chemicals 
stored by Silfab onsite, there IS the potential to IMPACT more than 50,000 citizens 
should accidental releases occur.  
 
There is a non-zero chance of an accident. Any chance of accident for any child, parent, 
senior citizen or any other citizen is NOT worth any commerce generated for this area. 
USC will continue to provide further impact analysis in subsequent phases this summer.  
But this council doesn’t have to wait for that. 
 
With no administrator approval present, please revoke Silfab’s permits. 
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report 
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SECTION 3 

Industrial In Residential Areas 
Natalia Mitchell 
 
If you are here tonight in support of Move Silfab, please remain standing. 
 
At the May 6, 2025 Planning and Zoning Committee meeting, when discussing 
Maximum Building Heights, one Council Member stated that York County doesn’t really 
have heavy industrial operations in residential areas. 
 
But that’s not accurate. Silfab is a heavy industrial facility planning to run large-scale 
manufacturing operations, and it’s located in a light industrial zone, directly next to two 
schools and surrounding neighborhoods. 
 
Another council member, who has shown support for our concerns, chose not to speak 
on this specific point in the same meeting, and I respect that. It underscores how 
sensitive and important this issue is. 
 
Also, if we are worried about how tall a building looks, should we not be far more 
alarmed about bulk storage of very toxic and flammable chemicals just yards away from 
our children?   
 
The truth is, Silfab does not belong in this location. It is not compatible with the 
surrounding community. I urge this council to acknowledge the reality on the ground and 
act in the best interest of Fort Mill families and children. 
 
With no administrator approval present, please revoke Silfab’s permits.  Thank you. 
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Exhibit 3.1 Transcript of YC Planning and Zoning Committee Agenda 5/6/25 

York County Planning & Zoning Committee Agenda May 6, 2025 
 
Council Members present 

● Debi Cloninger - Chair 
● Tommy Adkins 
● Andy Litten  

Notable York County Staff present 
● Jonathan Buono (Planning & Development Services Director) 
● Thomas Couch (Assistant County Manager) 
● Michael Kendree (York County Attorney) 

 

Source:  Youtube York County Planning & Zoning Committee Agenda May 
6, 2025 
 
Background:  Discussion being had on building height limits and how to properly set limits 
based on various options (by zoning code, by “overlay”, case by case, etc.) 
 
At timestamp 44:48,  
 
Adkins:  Go to Lancaster and see how tall their… 
 
Litten: But you don’t have industrial in the residential areas. 
 
Cloninger:  Yeh you do. 
 
Litten: I mean real industrial, not the light industrial 
 
Adkins:  When’s the last time you been to Richburg? 
 
Cloninger:  I don’t want to really talk about this.  Okay, so um… 
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SECTION 4 

Silfab FILOT 
Brandon Dunford 

Good evening Council, 

I am here this evening to share my opposition to the Silfab development. I live in Fort 
Mill with my wife Laura and my 3 young daughters. 

Like many parents of kids who were redistricted to Flint Hill schools, I had no idea Silfab 
planned to operate such a large scale chemical operation next to my kids school.  We’re 
all so busy managing work and raising kids, the early stages of this project seemed to 
slip right under the radar.  I went back and did some research as to how we got here 
and stumbled on the Fee in Lieu of Tax meetings. At one meeting, a council member 
highlighted the danger related to the schools, and said ‘As a council member, safety is 
first’.  Immediately following those comments, another council member stated that we 
can’t ‘speculate on danger’ and that ‘we have a county staff that will do whatever their 
job is to assure the community that they are meeting what we require’.   

We understand you were voting on a tax incentive, but we are here tonight voicing our 
concerns about the location and the improper zoning based on undeniable facts. One 
Million cubic feet of Toxic Gas, stored outside, is not compatible just feet away from 
school grounds. 

Simply put, the county staff is FAILING the community by NOT doing their jobs following 
the BZA decision.   

I’m not a hysterical parent, I’m a reasonable adult and this is insane.  That is the most 
family-friendly term I can use to describe what is taking place.  York County has a 
zoning code to protect us, why isn’t the zoning administrator doing their job?    

As a parent, especially as a father, I will do anything to protect my kids.  I will step in 
between any potential danger and my children and that’s why I’m here before you 
tonight.  Please protect our community.  

 

With no administrator approval present, please revoke Silfab’s permits. 
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Exhibit 4.1 YCC FILOT, Second Reading 8/21/23 

York County Council Meeting August 21, 2023 
  
Consent Agenda 

6. COUNCIL TO APPROVE SECOND READING OF AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE 
CODE OF THE COUNTY OF YORK, SOUTH CAROLINA, CHAPTER 90.02, “RATES, 
FEES, AND CHARGES FOR PUBLIC PARK FACILITIES, SERVICES, OR 
SPONSORSHIP'S” IN ORDER TO ESTABLISH A FEE SCHEDULE FOR THE BETHEL 
LAKE WYLIE LAND ACQUISITION AND PRESERVATION PARK DISTRICT; TO 
MODIFY THE EXISTING FEE SCHEDULE INCLUDING NEW FEES FOR FIELD DAY 
PARK; TO INCREASE THE RESERVATION FEE FOR CAMPING AND SHELTER 
RESERVATIONS AT EBENEZER PARK AND ALLISON CREEK PARK; TO ESTABLISH 
CROSS COUNTRY COURSE EVENT FEES FOR CATAWBA BEND PRESERVE; TO 
ESTABLISH FOOD TRUCK VENDOR FEES FOR ALL PARKS; AND TO PROVIDE FOR 
OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO. 

  
Previously, at timestamp 2:47:21, Councilman Tom Audette is quoted: 
  
I need to draw back and make sure that whatever is approved in this community is safe for the 
people that live here.  Not just short term, but long term.  Okay, great benefits, excellent.  Paid 
vacation is excellent.  But if there’s an underlying factor where there’s any impact to the 
community from a health perspective, that washes it all out.  It means nothing. 
  

Source:  Youtube York County Council Meeting August 21 2023 
 
At timestamp 2:51:08, Councilman William (Bump) Roddey is quoted: 
  
And one of the things that I’ve tried to do over the last twelve and half, thirteen years, is not err 
so much on the emotional side, but the information side.  Cause a lot of times we send emails, 
we emotional.  A lot of times we make phone calls, we emotional.  Sometimes we have a little 
bit of information, and we think that's all the information.  Sometimes we have all the information 
and still feel that it's not enough.  But what we do have, to use as council members, is what's in 
front of us right now.  We can get up here and speculate of the dangers, of the success, of 
failures.  If we knew that going forward, we probably wouldn’t be interested in doing council 
jobs, we probably be on Wall Street.  But we don't know and we can’t speculate.  
…  
We can speculate about will DHEC regulate this to the point that it keeps us safe.  Well it’s 
DHEC’s job.  It’s not York County Council’s job to make sure that there are things in place for air 
quality, uh water quality, sustainability.  That’s not what we’re here to decide.  We’re not the 
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Exhibit 4.1 YCC FILOT, Second Reading 8/21/23 

experts.  We don’t do that.  Our job, when we do a rezoning, is not to evaluate whether a 
business will sustain, whether it will do anything outside of what our agreement says they’re 
gonna do.  Make the investment, provide the jobs. We rely on DHEC, we rely on the EPA to do 
their jobs. 
… 
Our state does a good job and I work for a company that DHEC’s been all over.  The EPA’s 
been all over, so we can’t discount the fact that these agencies do a poor job.  If they’re doing a 
poor job, that's their job.  They have to account for that.  
… 
We not considering a rezoning.  Silfab can go in this location, right now, start up their operation, 
without York County giving them a thumbs up or thumbs down.  But it goes through DHEC, the 
EPA, whether the city can provide the water, whether they can treat the water.  We’re not doing 
a rezoning.  The question here today is do we want to consider a Fee in Lieu of Tax Agreement.  
Some people say, well you can’t give away the farm, they’re gonna come anyway.  Well when a 
company comes to York County and petitions to be here or David Swenson goes out to recruit 
them, if they meet certain criteria, they get benefits from the state, they meet certain criteria, 
they get certain benefits from the county.  We want to bring jobs. 
… 
And to look at what this company’s gonna put on the bottom line for our schools.  I remember a 
time, when people from Fort Mill was coming saying, we need money for schools.  We need 
money for this.  Well we got a company that’s gonna put money on the bottom lime for schools.  
A lot of boxes are being checked that the general public don’t even consider that’s going into 
when a company locates here.  And I get it, we can all say we don’t want something near our 
home.  We’ve had issues in this community with a 2nd jail, land fills, things we know our 
community needs but nobody wants it near them. 
… 
But I think we do our best and rely on Management to give us the information we need, to make 
the decisions we make.  And I assure you, we have a plethora of information over the last 5 
months and beyond. 
… 
We get the facts presented to us and that's what we have to consider.  Talk about the revenues 
for the schools.  First 5 years, think they looking at approximately a million dollars a year for the 
first 5 years.  Over 30 years, 16.9 million.  Can’t mention enough how important DHEC, the 
EPA, and other regulatory agencies will do their job when it comes to what this company is 
doing in this community.  But it’s not council’s job to go out now and put in regulations that don’t 
exist, just because the company wants to come here. 
… 
I think we have a county staff that’s gonna do whatever their job is to assure the community that 
they’re meeting what we require. 
… 
I remember when this first came up and some of you may have been part of the question group, 
Where’s the MSDS?  Like, wait a minute, the company’s not even here yet and you want to see 
the chemicals they’re using.  Sometimes, there’s a process and knowing that we’ve put them a 
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Exhibit 4.1 YCC FILOT, Second Reading 8/21/23 

strenuous, tedious outline to get to where they’re at.  They’ve been transparent with us.  
They’ve been open to the public. 
… 
They can’t grow if they’re having environmental issues.  They can’t grow if they have employee 
health issues.  That would be obviously, if that was the case in their other facilities, that would 
be front and center right now. 
… 
And I hope this company is able to come in, grow, hit that 800 and hopefully put more than 800 
people in that facility, cause that means we are putting people to work.  We’re growing the tax 
base, and don’t not even mention the tax base is gonna provide for York County.  The schools 
are good.  York County tax base is growing.  Putting people back to work.  That’s a lot of boxes 
we can check with one company.  You know, 150 million dollars, that’s not a fly by night 
company.  I think they’ve proven they know what they’re doing. 
… 
I think I've beat it to death.  I’m supporting it.  800 jobs.  That’s a lot of jobs. 
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Exhibit 4.2 YCC FILOT, Third Reading 9/18/23 

York County Council Meeting September 18, 2023 
 
Old Business 

1. COUNCIL TO CONSIDER THIRD READING OF AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE 
EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF A FEE IN LIEU OF TAX AND INCENTIVE 
AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN YORK COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA (THE 
“COUNTY”), SILFAB SOLAR CELLS SC INC., AND SILFAB SOLAR PV SC INC., 
COMPANIES PREVIOUSLY AND COLLECTIVELY IDENTIFIED AS “PROJECT 
MOUNTIE”, WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN PROPERTY, INCLUDING, WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROPERTY, IN THE COUNTY, WHEREBY 
SUCH PROPERTY WILL BE SUBJECT TO CERTAIN PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF AD 
VALOREM TAXES; AND OTHER MATTERS RELATED THERETO. 

 

Source: Youtube York County Council Meeting September 18, 2023 
 
At timestamp 1:47:23, Councilman Wiliam “Bump” Roddey is quoted: 
It’s not our job to dig into invoices of who their supplier is.  It’s not our job to look into the 
business model.  But they’ve shared some of that stuff with us, so we do get a chance to see 
that.  But we don't require any company coming here to say who’s your supplier, where you 
getting your materials from.   
 
It's our job, we’re just considering a Fee In Lieu of Tax.   
 
That’s what this board is charged with.  If it was anything above that and beyond that, I probably 
wouldn’t be qualified to do it.  That’s why we have DHEC in place to look at water quality, air 
quality.  You got the EPA that does whatever they’re gonna do.  I’m not qualified for that, but I’m 
certainly qualified to know 800 jobs and the impact that it can have on this community 
…  
I think this comes with a lot of positives and people who live close to anywhere should have a 
concern.  You should have a concern.  Not saying that we don’t have that concern 
… 
But don’t expect this board to hold up a Fee in Lieu based on what DHEC is yet to determine. 
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SECTION 5 

Schools 
Jamie Costea 

Please stand if you are in support of Move Silfab. 

Good evening county council.  My husband Nate and I moved to Fort Mill over 13 years 
ago from California because with the cost of living there, we could not afford to start a 
family.  Since moving to Fort Mill God has blessed us with 3 beautiful children and we 
are so grateful to be their parents.   

Recently a friend sent me a link to a YouTube video from September 18, 2023, where 
this council voted on the Fee In Lieu of Tax for Silfab.  One of the council members took 
the time to do research  to be comfortable with the decision, part of that research 
included talking to the school district. 

While I don’t know what was discussed, I do know that my husband and I, and the vast 
majority of the parents whose children are now redistricted to the schools next door 
didn’t know a thing about Silfab until May of 2024. The voices of parents were never 
heard.  

We understand that parent’s voices aren’t as important when it comes to tax incentives. 
But our voices should be heard when it comes to the safety of our children, especially 
when it comes to what we now know is truly heavy industrial chemical manufacturing 
taking place next to the schools where our kids will learn and play. 1 million cubic feet of 
toxic gases stored outside right next to our children’s schools is horrific.     

Parents all over Fort Mill are praying for a miracle to end this nightmare.  We should not 
be forced to worry every day if we’ll get a call about an accident at Silfab.  We send our 
children to school with the expectation they will be safe.   

Please keep our children safe.  With no administrator approval present, please revoke 
Silfab’s permits. 
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Exhibit 5.1 YCC FILOT 2nd Reading 8/21/23 
 

York County Council Meeting August 21, 2023 
 
Consent Agenda 

6. COUNCIL TO APPROVE SECOND READING OF AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE 
CODE OF THE COUNTY OF YORK, SOUTH CAROLINA, CHAPTER 90.02, “RATES, 
FEES, AND CHARGES FOR PUBLIC PARK FACILITIES, SERVICES, OR 
SPONSORSHIP'S” IN ORDER TO ESTABLISH A FEE SCHEDULE FOR THE BETHEL 
LAKE WYLIE LAND ACQUISITION AND PRESERVATION PARK DISTRICT; TO 
MODIFY THE EXISTING FEE SCHEDULE INCLUDING NEW FEES FOR FIELD DAY 
PARK; TO INCREASE THE RESERVATION FEE FOR CAMPING AND SHELTER 
RESERVATIONS AT EBENEZER PARK AND ALLISON CREEK PARK; TO ESTABLISH 
CROSS COUNTRY COURSE EVENT FEES FOR CATAWBA BEND PRESERVE; TO 
ESTABLISH FOOD TRUCK VENDOR FEES FOR ALL PARKS; AND TO PROVIDE FOR 
OTHER MATTERS RELATING THERETO. 

 

Source: Youtube York County Council Meeting August 21 2023 
 
At timestamp 3:08:20, Councilman Watts Huckabee is quoted: 
 
Water, we have been given no reason to believe that the quality of the water that is leaving this 
building, we’ve been told, it’s cleaner than the water that came in.  We can, that’s what we’re 
being told.  That's why we have a permit, they have a permit issued by the county.  Air, we’re 
told there’s not an issue with the air quality. 
 
Schools.  I’ve had.  My wife and I have had 4 children that have gone through public schools.  
I've got two grandchildren.  Schools.  Schools aren’t calling us, saying we don’t want this 
project.  I don’t think not a person on council’s gotten a call from the schools, saying they don’t 
want this project.  Neither has our management.  Neither has Silfab.  Neither has Silfab’s 
consultant.  Schools are gonna get half of 3.5 million dollars a year.  Maybe it’s the money over 
the safety of children.  I’m not sure.  But, I’m thinking they’re not really concerned about this 
project.  Not for the safety of the students.  
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Exhibit 5.2 YCC FILOT 3rd Reading 9/18/23 

York County Council Meeting September 18, 2023 
 
Old Business 
 

1. COUNCIL TO CONSIDER THIRD READING OF AN ORDINANCE AUTHORIZING THE 
EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF A FEE IN LIEU OF TAX AND INCENTIVE 
AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN YORK COUNTY, SOUTH CAROLINA (THE 
“COUNTY”), SILFAB SOLAR CELLS SC INC., AND SILFAB SOLAR PV SC INC., 
COMPANIES PREVIOUSLY AND COLLECTIVELY IDENTIFIED AS “PROJECT 
MOUNTIE”, WITH RESPECT TO CERTAIN PROPERTY, INCLUDING, WITHOUT 
LIMITATION, ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PROPERTY, IN THE COUNTY, WHEREBY 
SUCH PROPERTY WILL BE SUBJECT TO CERTAIN PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF AD 
VALOREM TAXES; AND OTHER MATTERS RELATED THERETO. 

 
 

Source:  Youtube York County Council Meeting September 18, 2023 
 
 
At timestamp 1:41:36, Councilman Watts Huckabee is quoted: 
 
So I took the due diligence to, um, I gotta be careful how i say this.  Let me say it this way, I 
made a comment at the last meeting about the school’s position on this, and I’ll just say I’ve 
confirmed I know what the school’s position is on this. 
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Exhibit 5.3 Storage Quantities Reported v. Maximum Allowable Quantities 
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Exhibit 5.4 Chemical Storage Tanks 
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SECTION 6 

Permits 
Jennifer Williams 
 
Going about life in Fort Mill, I talk to friends and neighbors and in practically every 
conversation the topic of Silfab comes up. And it’s the same question… “How has Silfab 
been allowed to get this far?” We have yet to come up with a satisfactory answer.  
 
As a brief reminder, Silfab Solar plans to manufacture–not just assemble–solar cells, 
which is a heavy industrial chemical manufacturing process, using and storing bulk 
quantities of hazardous, regulated, chemicals and gases. They will use 1 million gallons 
of water a day, treat it onsite in a separate building, and then pump it back to Rock Hill. 
 
All of this in a light industrial zone, and sharing a property border with our most precious 
and vulnerable residents at Flint Hill Elementary and Middle Schools, with no 
evacuation or containment plan other than to shelter in place.   
 
After the unanimous BZA decision on May 9th, 2024, York County residents rightly 
asked this council why Silfab was allowed to continue its operations. In an attempt to 
address those concerns, this Council was quick to issue a statement to address any 
misunderstandings on May 31, 2024:  I quote: “York County has no jurisdiction over the 
issuance of environmental permits.”  Another quote from the same statement: “No 
permit was issued by York County after the BZA hearing was held on May 9, 2024.” 
 
Councilmembers, you may not be aware, but in the year since that decision, York 
County staff has issued 9 permits and 30 approvals of site plans, building plans, change 
orders, and more, listed as Project 20240468. 
 
York County Ordinance 155.1239 allows the Zoning Administrator to revoke permits or 
approvals issued in error, or when York County Ordinances are being violated. Fort Mill 
and York County citizens implore you to protect us, and ensure our safety. 
 
With no administrator approval present, please revoke Silfab’s permits. 
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Exhibit 6.1 May 31, 2024 Response Letter  
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Exhibit 6.2 Silfab Permits and Approvals–Project 20240468  
 

Search Results for Project "20240468" 
● 7149 Logistics Lane, Fort Mill, SC 29715 
● Silfab Solar 
● The scope of work includes an upfit to the existing building to include a clean room for the manufacturing 

of solar panels. There are also (3) Ancillary buildings being constructed on the north side to support the 
manufacturing process. Bulk gas storage is also planned on the north side of the existing building. The 
scope of work includes modifications and additions to the Mechanical, Electrical, Structural and Fire 
Protection systems to support the installation of the Module Line equipment. This upfit also includes the 
addition of two rooms along the Module line equipment 

 
The 30 Approvals associated with project 20240468 have a mix of Zoning Status of either (1) Approved, (2) 
Conditional or (3) Not Listed 
Source:  https://evolvepublic.yorkcountygov.com  As of 5/15/2025 4:42 PM 

# Permit 
Number 

Report Code Description Contract Price Issued 

1 202402069 1802 - NPDES Land 
Disturbance Permit 

Silfab Parking & Utility Modifications  5/14/2024 

2 202403599 1300 - Sign Monument Sign for Silfab Solar- Project 20240468 $1,786 8/13/2024 

3 202403600 1300 - Sign Wall Sign for Silfab Solar- Project 20240468- 
Permit 2 of 2 

$5,140 8/13/2024 

4 202403643 800 - Electrical Electrical for trailer- Silfab Solar 7149 Logistics Ln $19,714 8/14/2024 

5 202403901 437 - Non-Residential 
& Non-Housekeeping 

Silfab Solar Bldg A - Main Warehouse- Partial Upfit 
in existing shell 816,600sf- Project- 20240468 - 
Silfab Solar// Changes to UPFIT- Elec Dwgs 
removed// Deferred Panelized Construction 

$58,600,000 8/29/2024 

6 202403902 320 - Industrial Silfab Solar Bldg B- WWT and Chemical Building- 
New Construction- Project - 20240468 - Silfab 
Solar// Amended for Building B-deferred submittal 
for PEMB only 

$788,912 8/29/2024 

7 202403903 320 - Industrial Silfab Solar Bldg C- Central Energy Plant and 
UPQ- New Construction Project- 20240468 - Silfab 
Solar 

$1,170,286 8/29/2024 

8 202405595 800 - Electrical Install electric wire to 400 amp breaker panel to 
small office trailer - Project 20240468 - Silfab Solar 
- original address 7149 Logistics Ln 

$300 12/11/2024 

9 202501790 437 - Non 
-Residential & 
Non-Housekeeping 

Module Line 8 Equipment: Mechanical, Electrical, 
Structural, Fire Protection Systems- Metal Stud 
Curing Room 20240468 

$2,374,587 4/21/2025 
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Exhibit 6.3 Permitted Expansion for Chemical Storage Tanks 
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Exhibit 6.4 Large Chemical Storage Tanks 
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Exhibit 6.5 Move Silfab Petition Form 

 

Move Silfab Petition 
I am opposed to heavy industrial manufacturing in a light industrial area.  * Indicates required 
question 

First Name* Your answer 

Last Name* Your answer 

Street Address* Your answer 

Town* Your answer 

State* 

SC 

NC 

Zip* Your answer 

Development or Neighborhood Your answer 

Phone Your answer 

Email Address Your answer 

Please send me email updates 

Yes 

No 

Comments  Your answer 

Submit 

Clear form 
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Exhibit 6.5 Move Silfab Petition Form 

Petition Notes 
 
 

● Petitioners are counted based on their agreement with the statement:  
“I am opposed to heavy industrial manufacturing in a light industrial area.” 
 

● Petition made available online on social media platforms and MoveSilfab 
website. 
 

● Form entries must contain a Name, Address and Zip to be accepted. 
 

● Petition results screened regularly for duplicates and spam/hate speech. 
 

● Petition results on the next artifact are representative of York County and 
surrounding areas as of February 20, 2025.  More present-day petition totals can 
be provided upon request. 
 

● For readability, Neighborhood and City results with immaterial counts were 
hidden and therefore the subtotals will not “foot”.  However, all results are fully 
accounted for in the subtotal rows and columns and overall grand total of 5,716. 
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Exhibit 6.6 Move Silfab Petition Form Results 
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SECTION 7 

Unchecked Box On $2MM Grant Application and Chemical Storage 
DavidOrtiz 

Good Evening Council, 

As a SC tax payer, I have concerns regarding how the state’s tax revenue is being 
spent with a $2 million grant provided to Silfab. On the Development grant application 
there was a question: 
 

● Will this project require a new building or a physical addition to an existing 
building?   

● That box is checked ‘No’  
 
However since then, 3 new buildings have been built in the form of chemical storage 
and a wastewater treatment plant, and building expansions have been done in the form 
of chemical ‘bunkers’, none of which are allowable in light industrial. Some chemicals 
are so dangerous, they require their own separate building. ALL THIS BEING 
PERMITTED, AND SUBSIDIZED by tax dollars contrary to the grant application. 
 
As a taxpayer, I am trying to understand how the fruits of my labor are given to an entity 
that misrepresents what they intend to do to get a grant, blatantly violates zoning codes, 
and continues to receive new permits, despite a unanimous vote of the BZA 
categorizing their operations as heavy industry and prohibited. 
 
I’d like to be shown that the county government is working in the taxpayer’s best 
interest, by acting within their authority and revoking permits granted based on 
deception and misinformation, And requesting a full audit of the Silfab Fee In Lieu of Tax 
agreement. 
 
Allowing construction to continue under these circumstances would: 

● Undermine the integrity of the BZA process; 
● Reward bad-faith behavior by allowing misrepresentation to go unchecked; 
● Prejudice the outcome of Silfab’s appeal by allowing irreversible development; 
● and erode public trust in York County 

 
Please revoke these permits and perform a full audit of the Fee In Lieu of Tax and Grant 
application. 
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Exhibit 7.1 Addition Checkbox on Grant Application (SC) 

 

Source (via FOIA request): South Carolina Coordinating Council for Economic  
Development Economic Development Grant Application 
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Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC) 
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Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC) 
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Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC) 
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Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC) 

YCC Public Forum | 5/19/25        50 



Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC) 
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Exhibit 7.3 Group H-4 Occupancy 
 

 

 

Source (via FOIA request): SILFAB SOLAR HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ANALYSIS & FIRE PROTECTION  
REQUIREMENTS Hazardous Materials Inventory Statement (HMIS), Rev2, Page 20 

Prepared for Silfab Solar, March 7, 2025 
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SECTION 8 

Gaston County FOIA Need To Expedite 
Ashley Horne 
 
Good evening County Council,  
 
As you know, Silfab originally considered building their facility in Gaston County NC.  We 
recently received FOIA documents from Gaston County regarding this topic.   
 
In these documents, Silfab listed South Carolina and Tennessee as locations outside of North 
Carolina that were being considered and when asked to explain the competitive nature of their 
project, Silfab quoted: “Speed to market is important and communities with fast-track permitting 
processes and low regulatory requirements will be prioritized.  
 
We see Silfab’s ‘fast track/low regulatory’ attitude play out when Silfab’s consultant called  a 
request to submit site plans “too ‘onerous’.  York County Staff, THANKFULLY, pushed back on 
this, confirming this is ‘a change of use’ and Silfab would have to provide their plans to receive 
permits.    
 
Those plans, that Silfab provided, are what’s keeping residents and parents of kids zoned to 
Flint Hill Elementary and Middle schools up at night.  We’re all looking at the same thing.  Why 
is nothing being done?  
 
If Silfab is willing to cut corners to obtain permits, what is stopping them from cutting corners 
once they begin operations and are self regulating the use of 500,000+ lbs of toxic chemicals?   
 
With no administrator approval present, please revoke Silfab’s permits. 
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Exhibit 8.1 Gaston County Project Summary Form (FOIA) 
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Exhibit 8.1 Gaston County Project Summary Form (FOIA) 
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Exhibit 8.1 Gaston County Project Summary Form (FOIA) 
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Exhibit 8.1 Gaston County Project Summary Form (FOIA) 
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 
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SECTION 9 

 

Closing 
Marissa Robbins 

Good evening, Chair and members of the York County Council, 

I’m here tonight, along with many others, because we care deeply about the future of Fort Mill. 
Over the past several months, many new facts have come to light— facts that show that Silfab 
Solar is simply not light industrial. From the materials used, to the processes involved, to the 
scale of the operation, there’s growing evidence that this project does not align with what our 
leaders expected or were told when the permits were first issued. 

One of the qualities I admire most in leadership is the ability to adapt and respond when new 
information becomes available. It's not easy—but it is what earns the trust of the people. We 
believe that each of you have that quality. We also believe that your willingness to revisit 
decisions is part of what makes this council strong. 

We aren’t here tonight to assign blame—we’re here to support the process of re-evaluation. We 
believe in your integrity. 

So, we ask simply and respectfully: please take a fresh look. Review the facts and the concerns 
of what this facility entails. And consider whether Silfab being located where they currently are 
truly reflects the standards and expectations we all share for this community. 

We look forward to you showing us what true leadership looks like when new information is 
provided. Please revoke the permits. Thank you. 
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