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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 | learn about Silfab’s operations, the more | 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:

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

e Air pollution control devices, such as Wet Acid Scrubbers with a 50-foot stack.

e 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

SUBCHAPTER A: INTRODUCTION § 155.001 TITLE

SUBCHAPTER A: INTRODUCTION

§ 155.001 TITLE.

This Chapter is known and may be cited as the Zoning and Development Standards Ordinance
of York County, and may be cited and abbreviated as the “York County Zoning Code” or the
“Zoning Code.”

§ 165.002 PURPOSE.

The purposes of this Chapter are to:

(A)  Implement the Comprehensive Plan;

(B) Protect, promote, and improve the public health, safety, morals, convenience, order,
appearance, prosperity, and general welfare of the County by providing for the orderly
development of land within the county;

(C) Lessen congestion in the streets;

(D) Secure safety from fire, panic, and other dangers;

(E) Provide adequate light and air;

(F) Prevent the overcrowding of land;

(G) Avoid undue concentration of population;

(H) Protect scenic areas;

(N Facilitate the adequate provision of transportation, water, sewerage, schools, parks, and
other public requirements;

(J) Promote desirable living conditions and the sustained stability of neighborhoods;
(K)  Protect property against blight and depreciation;

(L)  Secure economy in governmental expenditures;

(M) Conserve the value of land and buildings;

(N)  Enforce the most appropriate use of land and buildings and structures;

(O) Conserve natural and environmental resources;

(P)  Preserve agricultural land and working farms;

(Q) Protect historical and cultural resources;

YORK COUNTY, SC CODE OF ORDINANCES | CHAPTER 155: ZONING CODE PAGE 10
AS AMENDED THROUGH JUNE 17, 2024
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Exhibit 1.1a Zoning Code Chapter 155 155.002 Purpose

SUBCHAPTER A: INTRODUCTION § 155.003 AUTHORITY

(R)  Protect neighborhoods from incompatible development;

(8) Accommodate housing that is affordable for the County’s entire spectrum of
households;

(T) Establish zoning districts with regulations that protect their character and their peculiar
suitability for particular uses; and

(U)  Establish procedures for processing development applications that encourage
appropriate and streamlined land use decisions.

§ 155.003 AUTHORITY.

This Chapter is adopted pursuant to the authority conferred by the South Carolina Local
Government Comprehensive Planning Enabling Act of 1994, Title 6, Chapter 29, as amended.

§ 155.004 APPLICABILITY.

(A)  The regulations in this Chapter apply to all land and improvements thereon in the
unincorporated areas of York County, South Carolina.

(B)  This Chapter applies to any land, buildings, structures, or uses of the County or its
agencies or instrumentalities.

(C) Governmental entities are subject to this Chapter as provided in S.C. Code § 6-29-770.

§ 155.005 RELATIONSHIP TO COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

(A)  Pursuantto S.C. Code § 6-29-720, this Chapter is intended to implement the goals,
objectives, and policies of the Comprehensive Plan, as adopted or as it may be amended from
time to time. York County finds this Chapter to be consistent and in accordance with the
Comprehensive Plan.

(B) Any amendments to this Chapter, including any rezoning approved pursuant to
Subchapter E: Procedures, shall be made in accordance with the adopted Comprehensive
Plan in effect at the time of such request for amendment. An amendment to the text of this
Chapter is consistent with and in accordance with the Comprehensive Plan if it complies with
the goals and policies stated in the Comprehensive Plan, as it may be amended from time to
time.

§ 155.006 RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER REGULATIONS.

(A)  This Chapter works in conjunction with Chapter 154: Land Development Code and the
other chapters in York County Code Title XV: Land Usage to regulate the development,
redevelopment, and use of land and structures in the county.

YORK COUNTY, SC CODE OF ORDINANCES | CHAPTER 155: ZONING CODE PAGE 11
AS AMENDED THROUGH JUNE 17, 2024
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Exhibit 1.1a Zoning Code Chapter 155 155.002 Purpose

SUBCHAPTER A: INTRODUCTION § 155.007 RESERVED

(B) The use and development of land and structures is subject to all applicable
requirements of this Chapter, Chapter 154, and all other applicable requirements of the York
County Code and state and federal law.

(C) Intheir interpretation and application, the provisions of this Chapter are considered the
minimum requirements adopted for the promotion of public health, safety, comfort,
convenience, and general welfare. Meeting minimum requirements of this Chapter may not be
sufficient fo meet minimum requirements of Chapter 154 or other chapters of the County Code
or state or federal law.

(D)  When applicable regulations conflict with one another, the provisions of Subchapter I,
Part 1: Rules of Interpretation apply.

§ 1565.007 RESERVED.
§ 155.008 RESERVED.
§ 155.009 RESERVED.
§ 155.010 RESERVED.
§ 155.011 RESERVED.
§ 156.012 RESERVED.
§ 165.013 RESERVED.

§ 1556.014 RESERVED.

YORK COUNTY, SC CODE OF ORDINANCES | CHAPTER 155: ZONING CODE PAGE 12
AS AMENDED THROUGH JUNE 17, 2024
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Exhibit 1.1b Zoning Code Chapter 155 155.041 LI (Light Industrial), 155.042 ID (Industrial Development)

SUBCHAPTER B: ZONING DISTRICTS
PART 2 : BASE DISTRICTS § 155.040 Rl (RURAL INDUSTRIAL).

(C) Permitted, Conditional, and Special Exception Uses. See Subchapter C: Use
Regulations.

§ 155.040 RI (RURAL INDUSTRIAL).
(A) Purpose.

(1) The Rural Industrial District (R1) accommodates, in areas outside the Urban
Services Boundary (USB), industrial uses that:

(a)  Are compatible with rural character;
(b) Do not require urban services, such as water and sewer; and

(c) Typically require large land areas and separation from residential uses or
where the primary activities typically occur outdoors.

(2)  Whenever possible, this district should be separate from residential districts by
natural or structural boundaries such as drainage channels, sharp breaks in topography, strips
of vegetation, traffic arteries, and similar features.

(3) Rl is appropriate for areas outside the USB that are designated as Agriculture on
the Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map, but is not necessarily appropriate in all areas
with this designation.

(4) RI may be appropriate in or adjacent to areas designated as Rural Center on the
Comprehensive Plan Future Land Use Map.

(B) Dimensional Standards. See Subpart 2.2: Base District Dimensional Standards.

(C) Permitted, Conditional, and Special Exception Uses. See Subchapter C: Use
Regulations.

§ 155.041 LI (LIGHT INDUSTRIAL).
(A) Purpose.

(1)  The intent of the Light Industrial District (LI) is to create and protect industrial
areas for light manufacturing and distribution.

(2) Ll is intended to accommodate less intensive industrial uses with operations
primarily conducted indoors. The district's less intensive uses protect nearby residential areas
from the encroachment of heavy industrial uses.

(3) Whenever possible, this district should be separate from residential districts by
natural or structural boundaries such as drainage channels, sharp breaks in topography, strips
of vegetation, traffic arteries, and similar features.

YORK COUNTY, SC CODE OF ORDINANCES | CHAPTER 155: ZONING CODE PAGE 31
AS AMENDED THROUGH JUNE 17, 2024
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Exhibit 1.1b Zoning Code Chapter 155 155.041 LI (Light Industrial), 155.042 ID (Industrial Development)

SUBCHAPTER B: ZONING DISTRICTS
PART 2 : BASE DISTRICTS § 155.042 ID (INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT).

(4) Ll is generally appropriate for areas designated as Industrial, Employment
Center, or |-77 Corridor Employment on the Future Land Use Map.

(B) Dimensional Standards. See Subpart 2.2: Base District Dimensional Standards.

(C) Permitted, Conditional, and Special Exception Uses. See Subchapter C: Use
Regulations.

§ 155.042 ID (INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT).
(A) Purpose.

(1)  The Industrial Development District (ID) is intended to accommodate the most
intensive industrial land uses, which may include mining, waste management, and heavy
manufacturing.

(2) Uses allowed in this district typically are not compatible with other, non-industrial
land uses and therefore are intended to be separated and buffered from adjacent
development.

(3) ID is generally appropriate for areas designated as Industrial on the Future Land
Use Map.

(B) Dimensional Standards. See Subpart 2.2: Base District Dimensional Standards.

(C) Permitted, Conditional, and Special Exception Uses. See Subchapter C: Use
Regulations.

§ 155.043 RESERVED.
§ 155.044 RESERVED.
§ 155.045 RESERVED.
§ 155.046 RESERVED.
§ 165.047 RESERVED.
§ 155.048 RESERVED.

§ 155.049 RESERVED.

YORK COUNTY, SC CODE OF ORDINANCES | CHAPTER 155: ZONING CODE PAGE 32
AS AMENDED THROUGH JUNE 17, 2024
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Exhibit 1.2 155.1239 Revocation of Permit or Approval

SUBCHAPTER H: ENFORCEMENT § 1551230 REVOCATION OF PERMIT OR APPROVAL.

{c)  If the buffer area is of insufficient size, width, and depth to support an
adequate number of new replacement trees, comply with a plan the Zoning Administrator may
authorize or order to provide an increase in the buffer depth beyond the minimum required by
this Chapter and/or require the use of larger caliper trees;

{d)  Ensure that no new or replacement trees or vegetation are planted within
10 feet of the side property lines outside buffer areas; and

{e)  Ensure that, in replanting or replacing trees or vegetation under the
mitigation and restoration provisions of this Paragraph, any damage to ground cover
vegetation resulting from the use of heavy equipment in the implementation of an approved
mitigation and restoration plan is reestablished through reseeding or replacement of damaged
vegetation immediately after completion of the planting of new trees or vegetation.

(2) The Zoning Administrator may order, authorize, or approve such additional
requirements as may be necessary or appropriate in mitigation, restoration, or replacement
plans, including requiring such plans be prepared by an arborist or landscape architect, in
order to preserve and protect the buffers established by this Chapter, and to mitigate and
restore removed, damaged, or destroyed trees and vegetation within the buffer area.

(3)  The mitigation and restoration provisions of this Paragraph shall be cumulative
to, and not in substitution or replacement of, any other remedies provided under this Chapter
or by law.

(4)  Any person who may have a substantial interest in a decision of the Zoning
Administrator with respect fo a mitigation or restoration decision under this Paragraph, or any
County official charged with the enforcement of the County Code, may appeal such decision
by filing an application for appeal of an administrative decision in accordance with Subchapter
E: Procedures.

§ 155.1239 REVOCATION OF PERMIT OR APPROVAL.

{A) Basis for Revocation. A permit or approval may be revoked by the Zoning
Administrator at any time prior to the completion of the use, building, structure, development,
site improvement, or subdivision for which the permit was issued, when the Zoning
Administrator determines that one or more of the following conditions is present:

(1)  There is departure from the plans, specifications, or conditions as required under
the terms of the pemit;

(2)  That the permit was procured by matenally incorrect information;

(3) That the permit was issued in error; or

(4)  That any of the provisions of this Chapter are being violated.

i i i g revocaton shall be served upon the owner, the owner's
agent or contractor or any person employed in the building or structure for which the permit

YORK COLUNTY, S3C CODE OF ORDIMNAMCES | CHAPTER 155: ZONING CODE PAGE 512
AS AMENDED THROUGH JULY 17, 2023
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Exhibit 1.3 Silfab’s Hazardous Chemicals

SILFAB SOLAR'S

HAZARDOUS CHEMICALS

CHEMICAL QUANTITY
Hydrofluoric acid 145,000 Ibs
@ & Silane 26,456 Ibs

@ Anhydrous Ammonia 22,000 Ibs

& Potassium Hydroxide 134,000 Ibs

Trimethylaluminium 1,209 lbs

Phosphorus Oxychloride 801 Ibs

Hydrochloric Acid 105,000 Ibs

& Liquid Oxygen 123,851 Ibs

Nitrous Oxide 30,330 Ibs

YCC Public Forum | 5/19/25 8




Exhibit 1.4 Silfab’s Wet Acid Scrubber and Stack Drawing

Wet Scrubber System Visualization SILFAEEE:.

SsDLAR

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. | 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.

YCC Public Forum | 5/19/25 10



Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

A Arnol
T — hodl
UNIVERSITY OF _ - | 11 tay .
South Carolina AN YOS

Arnold School of Public Health

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Report

To: Citizens Alliance for Government Integrity (CAGI) and the concerned citizens of York
County, SC
From: Department of Environmental Health Sciences and Department of Epidemiology,

Division of Biostatistics, University of South Carolina, Arnold School of Public Health

Subject: Preliminary results from the US EPA’s RMP*Comp Tool Worst Case Scenario Analysis
for silane, anhydrous ammonia, hydrochloric acid (37%), and hydrofluoric acid (50%).

Date: 09 May 2025

Introduction: In response to the co-location of nearby population with the Silfab Solar manufacturing
site in Fort Mill, SC, specifically, the planned zoning for more than 1,500 students for Flint Hill
Elementary in 2025 (921 students) and Flint Hill Middle in 2026 (618 students)', an Off-site
Consequence Analysis (OCA) was carried out to estimate worst-case scenario releases of known
chemicals of concern (silane, anhydrous ammonia, hydrochloric acid (379%), and hydrofluoric acid
(50%)), to be stored and utilized at the site.

Methods: Prior to carrying out the health risk assessment described in our original scope of work, we
carried out an OCA using the EPA’s web-based RMP*Comp Tool.? Using the estimated catastrophic
dispersion concentrations of a variety of chemicals with known disaster risks proposed to be stored and
used at the Silfab site, we prepared the following results summarized in Table 1. We have provided
updated results from Phase 1, with the inclusion of chemical quantities sourced from the Silfab RMP,
Appendix D and the SC Department of Environmental Services (SC DES) air construction permit for
Silfab’s site.

Additionally, a risk dispersion map (Figure 1) showing the reach radii of the four chemicals of concemn is
provided to graphically represent the OCA results with overlapping nearby population and topography.
The map incorporates radii using straight line distances without the influence of topographical endpoints.

Our team assessed the rural terrain type for the OCA analysis with the assumption that presently the area
is more rural than urban and there are probable underestimates in the distance of dispersion risks when
assessing while using the urban type within the RMP*Comp Tool. It is important to note that SC DES
also used the rural terrain option instead of urban in their air dispersion modeling, per their analysis of the

TWhich students will Fort Mill district send to the new schools beside solar panel site? Retrieved from:

https://www.heraldonline.com/news/local/education/article293316374.html on December 5, 2024.
2RMP*Comp | US EPA

Health Risk Assessment - Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page | 1
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

areca when matched with regulatory guidelines. Their rationale has been described elsewhere and can be
found here.?

According to the manufacturer, the site is categorized under Program Level 3 of EPA’s Risk Management
Plan Rule, which necessitates Process Safety Management (PSM) requirements. Additionally, silane,
anhydrous ammonia, and hydrochloric acid (37%) are considered “Regulated Substances” under the RMP
Rule, however hydrofluoric acid (50%) is not. Worst-case scenario modeling was the priority specified by
the CAGI group, which was requested for phase two of this analysis, as this was deemed the primary
scenario of concern for the nearby population.

The Globally Harmonized System (GHS) is an international standard for labeling and classifying
chemicals to ensure consistency for hazard communication.® Safety Data Sheets (SDS) are utilized to
provide specifics for each chemical’s hazard per GHS guidelines. The SDS references for the four
chemicals of concern are footnoted.***”® GHS label snapshots for each are provided in the appendix.

The specifics of our OCA are as follows:

1. EPA’s RMP*Comp web-based tool was used to simulate each of the release scenarios for silane,
anhydrous ammonia, hydrochloric acid (37%), and hydrofluoric acid (50%).
2. Model Assumptions:

a. Liquid temperature of 72 degrees F (22 degrees C) was applied.

b. Worst case scenarios were recorded for rural terrain type only.

¢. RMP*Comp uses wind speed of 1.5 meters/second (3.4 miles/hour), and air temperature
of 77 degrees F (25 degrees C) for all estimates.

3. Results Interpretation:

a. Only “worst-case release” type and rate were recorded. Alternate release scenarios were
not recorded as this was deemed outside of phase two’s scope.

b. For solids and liquids, the recorded distance was the downwind distance to toxic endpoint
under the RMP Rule. For gas, the recorded distance was the distance to the overpressure
endpoint of 1 pound per square inch specified for this regulated substance under the RMP
Rule.

4. Results Summary:

? Response to Comments on Air Quality, Silfab Solar, retrieved from: SCDES on May 9, 2025

4 Chemical Safety Software, Environmental Management Systems, retrieved from: EMS on May 6, 2025
5 Anhydrous Ammonia SDS

¢ Hydrochloric acid (37%) SDS

7 Hydrofluoric acid (50%) SDS

¢ Silane SDS

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page |2
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Hydrofluoric
acid (50%)

Silane

5.280 gallons x 9.93 Ibs/gal
= 52,430.4 pounds)

2 storage tanks, 7,925
gallons each

(multiplying with density,

7.925 gallons x 9.59 lbs/gal
=75,982.75 pounds)

13,228 1lbs

’ o Worst case
Chemical Quantity scenario (Rural)
22,000 1bs,
Tr:ﬁ;z;s 22.000 lbs Released over 10 min
Distance = 2.2 miles
2 storage tanks, 5,280
gallons each 52.430.4 Ibs,
Hydrochloric Release rate of 262
acid (37%) | (multiplying with density, Ibs/min

Distance = 3.4 miles

75,982.75 lbs,
release rate of 61.1
Ibs/min

Distance = 2.4 miles

13,228 1bs,

Vapor Cloud
Explosion, Distance =
0.2 miles

¢ Chemical quantities sourced from Silfab RMP Appendix D and SC DES AIR-construction permit

Table 1. RMP*Comp Tool Resulis

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report

YCC Public Forum | 5/19/25
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Four Chemical Dispersions e Legend

5 3 ; schools

retirement communities
daycare facilities

hotels

+ @ p & =

apartmenls

NC/SC boundary

|: Carowinds

- SilFab property

\:l Silane

D Anhydrous Ammonia

. e l:l Hydroflouric Acid
I:I Hydrochloric Acad

| Hydrofluoric Acid
= 2.4 mi.

; SilFab Manufacturing Facility '
Ft. Mill, S.C.

\*
LY
\

~=—— Hydrochloric Acid
17 sam

Source: EPA's RMP*Gamp model. Facility |
locations from Google Maps
interpreted by USC GIS team-member.

Figure 1. Risk Dispersion Radii for the Four Chemicals of Concern

Discussion and Summary: Printouts from the RMP*Comp analysis are included in the appendix.

Each of the four chemicals of concern were estimated at distances that had relevance for the nearby
populations (see map above). Our findings for HCL were found fo have the highest distance of dispersion.
This is significant, as HCL is considered a regulated substance under the RMP rule.

The phase 2 RMP*Comp Tool analysis generated very similar distance results to phase 1, with the
exception of HF, which had an increased distance at 2.4 miles (versus 2.0 miles estimated in phase 1).

Of note regarding rural terrain, these numbers are likely to have greater distances compared to urban, as
urban terrains provide more resistance compared to rural, leading to a more localized toxic endpoint. It is
important to note that no terrain type for silane was available, and thus no differences to be estimated
between rural versus urban.

In summary, we appreciate the opportunity to partner with CAGI and the community members of York
County to identify, review and assess potential community health considerations that may impact the
quality of life of South Carolinians. This work is supported by a grant from the Citizens Alliance for
Government Integrity (CAGI).

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page | 4
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Our team looks forward to scheduling a follow-up meeting to discuss the report, presented results, and
discussion of next steps.

Sincerely,

Duwayne E. Porter

Dwayne E. Porter, PhD, and for the Team

Dwayne E. Porter, PhD

Professor

Department of Environmental Health Sciences

Arnold School of Public Health

and the Baruch Institute for Marine and Coastal Sciences
University of South Carolina

803.528.9825 (w) / porter@sc.edu / 803.260.5985 (c)

Health Risk Assessment - Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page |5
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Appendix A — Expanded View of Chemical Dispersion Map

| Four Chemical Dispersions
Using EPA's RMP*Comp Model =~

A

o

Mo g
&
o

SilFab Manufacturing Facility |
Ft. Mill, S.C.

Winiged TOV R

ERE, Garmin, USCE. Intsemap 1 AED [
27 he 045 dssr Gorunty,

Legend
& schools

@  retirement communities
A daycare facilities
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+  apariments

NC/SC boundary

I:l Carowinds
I siFab property
D Silane

D Anhydrous Ammaonia
: o [ Hyaroflouric Acid

\ 3 I:I Hydrochloric Acad

*| Hydrofluoric Mid—’

3.4 mi.

A -

locations from Google Maps
interpreted by USC GIS team-member.

) e
"‘—"j Hydrochloric Acid

Source: EPA's RMP*Comp model. Facility |

e e it

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report

Page| 6
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Appendix B— RMP*Comp Tool Output

Estimated Distance Calculation

& Estimated distance to toxic endpoint: 2.2 miles (3.5 kilometers)

This is the downwind distance to the toxic endpoint specified for this regulated substance under the RMP Rule. Report all
distances shorter than 0.1 mile as 0.1 mile, and all distances longer than 25 miles as 25 miles.

Chemical: Ammonia (anhydrous)
CAS number: 7664-41-7
Threat type: Toxic Gas
Scenario type: Worst-case
Quantity released: 22000 pounds
Release duration: 10 min

Release rate: 2200 pounds per minute
Mitigation measures: NONE

Surrounding terrain type: Rural surroundings (terrain generally flat and unobstructed)

Toxic endpoint: 0.14 mg/L; basis: ERPG-2

Assumptions about this scenario

Wind speed: 1.5 meters/second (3.4 miles/hour)
Stability class: F

Air temperature: 77 degrees F (25 degrees C)

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page |7
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Estimated Distance Calculation

€ Estimated distance to toxic endpoint: 3.4 miles (5.5 kilometers)

This is the downwind distance to the toxic endpoint specified for this regulated substance under the RMP Rule. Report all
distances shorter than 0.1 mile as 0.1 mile, and all distances longer than 25 miles as 25 miles.

Chemical: Hydrochloric acid
Initial concentration: 37 %
CAS number: 7647-01-0
Threat type: Toxic Liquid
Scenario type: Worst-case
Liquid temperature: 72 F

Quantity released: 52430.4 pounds
Mitigation measures: NONE

Release rate to outside air: 262 pounds per minute
Surrounding terrain type: Rural surroundings (terrain generally flat and unobstructed)

Toxic endpoint: 0.03 mg/L; basis: ERPG-2

Assumptions about this scenario

Wind speed: 1.5 meters/second (3.4 miles/hour)
Stability class: F

Air temperature: 77 degrees F (25 degrees C)

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page | 8
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Estimated Distance Calculation

@ Estimated distance to toxic endpoint: 2.4 miles (3.9 kilometers)

This is the downwind distance to the toxic endpoint specified for this regulated substance under the RMP Rule. Report all

distances shorter than 0.1 mile as 0.1 mile, and all distances longer than 25 miles as 25 miles.

Assumptions about this scenario

Chemical:
Initial concentration:
CAS number:
Threat type:
Scenario type:
Liquid temperature:

Quantity released:

Mitigation measures:

Release rate to outside air:
Surrounding terrain type:

Toxic endpoint:

Wind speed:
Stability class:

Air temperature:

Hydrofluoric acid
50%

7664-39-3

Toxic Liquid
Worst-case

72F

75982.75 pounds

NONE

61.1 pounds per minute

Rural surroundings (terrain generally flat and unobstructed)

0.016 mg/L; basis: ERPG-2

1.5 meters/second (3.4 miles/hour)
F
77 degrees F (25 degrees C)

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report

Page | 9
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Estimated Distance Calculation

€ Estimated distance to 1 psi overpressure: 0.2 miles (0.3 kilometers)

This is the distance to the overpressure endpoint of 1 pound per square inch specified for this regulated substance under
the RMP Rule.

Scenario Summary

Chemical: Silane
CAS number: 7803-62-5
Threat type: Flammable Gas
Scenario type: Worst-case
Quantity released: 13228 pounds

Release type: Vapor Cloud Explosion

Assumptions about this scenario

Wind speed: 1.5 meters/second (3.4 miles/hour)

Stability class: F

Air temperature: 77 degrees F (25 degrees C)

Health Risk Assessment - Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page |10
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

Appendix C — GHS Labels for 4 Chemicals of Concern

AMMONIA, ANHYDROUS

cﬁé DANGER

QP

Causes damage to organs

Causes severe skin burns and eye damage

Contains gas under pressure; may explode if heated

Extremely flammable gas

May cause allergy or asthma symptoms or breathing difficulties if inhaled
May cause damage to organs through prolonged or repeated exposure
Suspected of causing genetic defects

Toxic if inhaled

Very toxic to aquatic life

Very toxic to aquatic life with long lasting effects

Do not handle until all safety precautions have been read and understood
Do not breathe

dust/fume/gas/mist/vapours/spray

Do not eat, drink or smoke when using this product

Obtain special instructions before use

Wear protective gloves/protective clothing/eye protection/face protection
In case of inadequate ventilation wear respiratory protection

Use personal protective equipment as required

Keep away from heat, hot surfaces, sparks,

open flames and other ignition sources. No

smoking.

Wash ... thoroughly after handling

Use only outdoors or with adeguate ventilation.

Keep container tightly closed

Avoid release to the environment

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page | 11
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

HYDROCHLORIC ACID 37%

Causes severe skin burns and eye damage
May be corrosive to metals
May cause respiratory irritation

Keep only in original packaging

Do not breathe

dust/fume/gas/mist/vapours/spray

Wash ... thoroughly after handling

Do not eat, drink or smoke when using this product

Use only outdoors or with adequate ventilation.

Wear protective gloves/protective clothing/eye protection/face protection

IF SWALLOWED: Rinse mouth, Do NOT induce vomiting

IF ON SKIN (or hair): Take off immediately all contaminated clothing, Rinse skin with
water/shower

IF INHALED: Remove victim to fresh air and keep at rest in a position comfortable for breathing

IF IN EYES: Rinse cautiously with water for several minutes, Remove contact lenses, if present
and easy to do. Continue rinsing

Immediately call a POISON CENTER/doctor/...

Wash contaminated clothing before reuse

Absorb spillage to prevent material damage.

Store in a well-ventilated place., Keep container tightly closed

Store locked up

Store in a corrosive resistant/... container with a resistant inner liner

Dispose of contents/container to ...

Genelinx International

Health Risk Assessment - Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page | 13
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

HYDROFLUORIC ACID, 47% - 51%

3

2

Causes severe skin burns and eye damage
Fatal if inhaled

Fatal if swallowed

Fatal in contact with skin

Do not breathe

dust/fume/gas/mist/vapours/spray

Do not get in eyes, on skin, or on clothing

Wash ... thoroughly after handling

Do not eat, drink or smoke when using this product

Use only outdoors or with adequate ventilation.

Wear protective gloves/protective clothing/eye protection/face protection

In case of inadequate ventilation wear respiratory protection

IF SWALLOWED: Immediately call a POISON CENTER/doctory...

IF SWALLOWED: Rinse mouth, Do NOT induce vomiting

IF ON SKIN: Wash with plenty of water.

IF ON SKIN (or hair): Take off immediately all contaminated clothing, Rinse skin with
water/shower

IF INHALED: Remove victim to fresh air and keep at rest in a position comfortable for breathing
IF IN EYES: Rinse cautiously with water for several minutes, Remove contact lenses, if present
and easy to do. Continue rinsing

Immediately call a POISON CENTER/doctor/...

Specific treatment is urgent {see ... on this label)

Specific treatment (see ... on this label)

Specific measures (see ... on this label}

Rinse mouth

Take off immediately all contaminated clothing, And wash it before reuse

Wash contaminated clothing before reuse

Air Liquide

Health Risk Assessment — Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page | 14
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Exhibit 2.1 USC Health Risk Assessment Phase 2 Report

SILANE

B

Catches fire spontaneously if exposed to air
Contains gas under pressure; may explode if heated
Extremely flammable gas

Flammable gas

Harmful if inhaled

Do not handle until all safety precautions have been read and understood

Keep away from heat, hot surfaces, sparks,

open flames and other ignition sources. No

smoking.

Do not allow contact with air

Avoid breathing dust/fume/gas/mist/vapours/spray

Use only outdoors or with adequate ventilation.

Wear protective gloves/protective clothing/eye protection/face protection

IF ON SKIN:

IF INHALED: Remove victim to fresh air and keep at rest in a position comfortable for breathing
IF IN EYES: Rinse cautiously with water for several minutes, Remove contact lenses, if present
and easy to do. Continue rinsing

IF exposed or concerned: Get medical advice/attention

Leaking gas fire: Do not extinguish, unless leak can be stopped safely.

In case of leakage, eliminate all ignition sources.

Store in a well-ventilated place.

Dispose of contents/container to ...

Air Liquide

Health Risk Assessment - Phase 2 Preliminary Report Page | 15
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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 | 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. | 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
e Debi Cloninger - Chair
e Tommy Adkins
e Andy Litten
Notable York County Staff present
e Jonathan Buono (Planning & Development Services Director)
e Thomas Couch (Assistant County Manager)
e Michael Kendree (York County Attorney)

Source: Youtube York County Planning & Zoning Committee Agenda May

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: | mean real industrial, not the light industrial

Adkins: When'’s the last time you been to Richburg?

Cloninger: | don’t want to really talk about this. Okay, so um...
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SECTION 4

Silfab FILOT
Brandon Dunford

Good evening Council,

| am here this evening to share my opposition to the Silfab development. | 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, | 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. | 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 | 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, | will do anything to protect my kids. | 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:

| need to draw back and make sure that whatever is approved in this community is safe for the
eople that live here. Not just short term, but long term. Okay, great benefits, excellent. Paid

», ;. ’ ’

community from a health perspective, that Washs 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 | 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,
with York n iving them a thum r thum wn. Buti hrough DHEC, th

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. | remember a

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 | 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 | think we do our best and rely on Management to give us the information we need, to make
the decisions we make. And | 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. Qver 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.

| 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, th mpany’s not even her tan want t
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 [ 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. | think they’ve proven they know what they’re doing.

| 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, | 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

| 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 | 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 | don’t know what was discussed, | do know that my husband and |, 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 | 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

n’t think n rson on ncil’. n Il 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.

At timestamp 1:41:36, Councilman Watts Huckabee is quoted:

So | took the due diligence to, um, | gotta be careful how i say this. Let me say it this way, |
made a comment at the last meeting about the school’s position on this. and I'll just say I've
confirmed | know what the school’s position is on this.
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Exhibit 5.3 Storage Quantities Reported v. Maximum Allowable Quantities

SILFAB SOLAR — HAZARDOUS MATERIALS & FIRE PROTECTION ANALYSIS PAGE 20

Table 5. WWT and Chemical Building Storage Quantities Reported v. MAQ

WWT/Chemical Building MAQ*

Max Reported

Classification Allowed Storage
Storage Quantity

Class IlIB Comb. Liquid No Limit 275 gal
Corrosive Liquids 1,950 gal 47,603 gal
Toxic Liquids 200 gal 28,530 gal
Class 1 Oxidizer No Limit 7,925 gal
Class 2 Oxidizer 450 gal 7,978 gal

Class 2 Water Reactive 230 gal 59.4 gal

The quantities of corrosive and toxic liquids (“health hazard”) exceeds the MAQ for a control
area; therefore, thus per SCBC 307.6 the WWT/Chemical Building will be considered as a High-
Hazard Group H-4 occupancy. In addition, Class 2 Oxidizers are over the MAQ, and therefore High

Hazard Group H-3 requirements apply. The requirements of the H-3/H-4 occupancy will be
discussed in a later section of this report.
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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: | 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

YORK COUNTY COUNCIL

Christi P. Cox, Chairwoman
District 5

May 31, 2024

Over the past few weeks, County Council has received emails from residents concerning the
status of Silfab operations after the Board of Zoning Appeals’ hearing on May 9, 2024. Council is
aware of this development and has asked for a copy of the written decision issued by the BZA on May
30, 2024. A 30-day automatic appeal period extends through June 29, 2024.

Council has asked county management to conduct a comprehensive review of this matter and
provide information to Council. Josh Edwards started as our new County Manager on April 8, 2024 and
is diligently working with staff to gather information and research pertinent legal issues.

It is very important that the public have ACCURATE information. There are many rumors,
accusations and speculation being circulated. To address and clarify a few recurring items:

+ Council had no role in approving or issuing the zoning verification in this matter and no
rezoning is pending before council. The property was zoned Light Industrial in 1992, and
any zoning verifications were issued by county staff prior to 2023 without council
involvement.

+ Council did NOT grant “zero property taxes.” In 2023, council approved York County
Economic Development and County Management’s recommendation for a fee in lieu
tax agreement, which all businesses meeting certain investment thresholds qualify per state
statute. Silfab must meet all criteria to be eligible for the fee, and even with the fee in place
must pay the same property tax rate (4%) as all residents (in this case on a $150M
investment). No additional credits were approved, clawbacks were included, minimum
hourly wage rates were increased, and further conditions were placed on the proposed
industry.

* York County has no jurisdiction over the issuance of environmental permits. Those
standards rest exclusively with state and federal agencies and any permits issued have to
comply with their standards. Any appeals must be made to the issuing agency, not the
county.

» No permit was issued by York County after the BZA hearing was held on May 9, 2024.

While management is conducting its review, please direct all questions and comments to
silfabinfo@yorkcountygov.com. Management will monitor this account and consider the information
collected in its review. Any official county updates will be made publicly through the County website at
Information on Silfab Solar | York, SC (yorkcountygov.com).

6 South Congress Street, Post Office Box 66, York, South Carolina 29745-0066
Telephone: (803) 628-3954 Fax: (803) 684-8550  Web: www.yorkcountygov.com
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Exhibit 6.2 Silfab Permits and Approvals—Project 20240468

Search Results for Project "20240468"

e 7149 Logistics Lane, Fort Mill, SC 29715

e Silfab Solar

e 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.vorkcountygov.com As of 5/15/2025 4:42 PM

# Permit
Number
1 202402069

2 202403599

3202403600

4 202403643

5 202403901

6 202403902

7 202403903

8202405595

9 202501790

Report Code

1802 - NPDES Land
Disturbance Permit
1300 - Sign

1300 - Sign

800 - Electrical

437 - Non-Residential
& Non-Housekeeping

320 - Industrial

320 - Industrial

800 - Electrical

437 - Non
-Residential &
Non-Housekeeping

Description

Silfab Parking & Utility Modifications

Monument Sign for Silfab Solar- Project 20240468

Wall Sign for Silfab Solar- Project 20240468-
Permit 2 of 2

Electrical for trailer- Silfab Solar 7149 Logistics Ln

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

Silfab Solar Bldg B- WWT and Chemical Building-
New Construction- Project - 20240468 - Silfab

Solar// Amended for Building B-deferred submittal
for PEMB only

Silfab Solar Bldg C- Central Energy Plant and
UPQ- New Construction Project- 20240468 - Silfab
Solar

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

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

Contract Price

$1,786

$5,140

$19,714

$58,600,000

$788,912

$1,170,286

$300

$2,374,587
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5/14/2024

8/13/2024

8/13/2024

8/14/2024

8/29/2024

8/29/2024

8/29/2024

12/11/2024

4/21/2025


https://evolvepublic.yorkcountygov.com

Exhibit 6.3 Permitted Expansion for Chemical Storage Tanks
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Exhibit 6.4 Large Chemical Storage Tanks

YCC Public Forum | 5/19/25 41




Exhibit 6.5 Move Silfab Petition Form

Move Silfab Petition

| 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

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:
‘l am opposed to heavy industrial manufacturing in a light industrial area.”

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

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

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

e 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.

e 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

Town

YCC Public Forum | 5/19/25
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| COUNTA of Street Address
k-] —
5 B 5
iz % 8
s 9 g
Development E E § g E Grand Total
Almond Glen
Anniston Chase
Ashford on the Water
Ayrshire
Baden Village
Bailiwyck 194 194
Baxter Village 270 270
Beacon Knoll 70 70
Beacon Knoll Villas 52 52
Beckett Farms 22 22
Brayden 41 41
Bretagne 16 4 20
Cameron Creek 7 19 26
Carolina Orchards 264 264
Catawba Village 49 49
Charlotte 22 23
Elizabeth 3 23 26
English Trails 127 127
Eppington South 48 48
Fair Oaks 70 70
Fallbrook 36 36
Fort Mill 62 1 63
Four Seasons at Gold Hill 51 51
Habersham 73 73
Hawks Creek 66 66
Knightsbridge 356 356
Lake Ridge 15 46 61
Lakeshore 10 25 35
Masons Bend 172 172
Massey 114 114
McCullough 1 191 92 284
Melbourne at Bailiwyck 59 59
Palisades 16 16
Palmetto Traces 28 28
Pleasant Glen 35 35
Quiail Ridge 920 0
Regal Manor 43 43
Regent Park 381 381
Sandy Pointe 20 20
Springfield 463 463
Springview Meadows 25 25
Sutton Place 39 39
Tega Cay 19 76 95
The Preserve at Riverchase 20 20
The Reserve at Gold Hill 197 197
Trinity Ridge 38 38
Waterside at the Catawba 69 69
Waterstone 75 75
Whitley Mills 65 65
Willow Bend 23 23
' Grand Total 2 178 2 1 21- 2 94 1 18 15 2 107 115 2 1 1270 13 5716



SECTION 7

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

Good Evening Council,

As a SC tax payer, | 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:

e Will this project require a new building or a physical addition to an existing
building?
e 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, | 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:

e 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)

CAPITAL INVESTMENT

Land Cost $

Building Improvements $7,000,000
Building Acquisition $

Machinery & Equipment $118,000,000
Total $125,000,000

Will this project require a new building or a physical addition to an existing building?
Yes O No O New building sq. ft

O sq. ft. addition

What is the project type? New Project O Expansion Project

PROPERTY TAXES

Estimated local property taxes for the first year of location or expansion:

Total property taxes:  $__ 1,444,324

County portion: $_ 446,535

School portion: $__ 983,345

INCENTIVES

Which of the following incentive and assistance programs will be involved in this project? (Please check all

Attachment: CCED Application - C-22-3718 - Project Mountie - York County (7501 : Project Mountie - Grant)

that apply)
x Fee-in-lieu 4% Term: 30 years
x Jobs Tax Credits (ls the Site a multi-county park?) _x_yes __ no
x Job Development Credits
x Job Training (readySC™)
____Job Re-training Credits
__ Industrial Revenue Bond
___ Special Source Revenue Bond/Credit Terms:
__ Community Development Block Grant Amount:
__Utility Company Grant/Loan Amount: TBD
__ Rural Infrastructure Authority Grant Amount:
___ Other
November 2018 Coordinating Council for Economic Development

| Packet Pg. 210

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)

{ SOUTH CAROLINA
COORDINATING COUNCIL FOR ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Economic Development Grant Application

Name and address of local Government applicant: Local government contact for this project.
York County Name David. Hudspsth
Title  County Manager
PO Box 66 Telephone 803.802.4300
York, SC 29745 Fax

This application was completed by:

ED USE ONLY
Name Amanda Shailendra Be bE%

Tille  Consuitant, Pendleton Group (for Silfab Inc.) Fite Number _C-22-3718
Telephone 404-441-4046 i County York

Fax Project Manager Teresa Powers
Email ashailendra @ pend etonatlanta.com Project Name_Mountie

Funding Source:

Note: When specific data s not availuble, estimates or i i
approximations may be used is appropriately annotated as ‘:l Set-Aside Fund (SA)
“Est.” ar “Approx [:I Rura! Infrastructure Fund (RIF)
ing Fund {CL.
Funds are being requested to assist with: D ey Fid
Dates: Received e
Site preparation and bui ding irmprovements. Agproved
- COMPANY-INFORMATION-— —| Disapproved
fName of Company: Silfab Inc. {or affiliate) i
South Carolina Address: 7149 Loy'stics Lane
Fort Mill, South Carolina
Type of Business: | Sole Proprigtor % Corporatian
W} Partnership/LLC 1 S Corporation

O Other (Explain)
If business is & corporalion, please list the state of incorporation:

Federal Employer D Number-__ SC Employee Withhoiding Number TBD

Primary Business Type Manufacturing, Solar Industry SIC Code: 3674 _
{manulaclurng servicc-related et |
Company Contact: Treft MacDonald

Titte: Chiet Operating Officer
Address: 240 Counneypark Diive East

LET 285 Mississauga
ON, CA

o Tetephone: 905 255 2501 [ L
Emai: |

November2018 Coordinating Council for Economic Development Page 1
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Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC)

r

(5." (
COMPANY PROJECT INFORMATION

COMPANY INFORMATION

Attach the following information related to the company and its proposed project:

1. Historical infarmation on the company.
2. Description of the company’s products or services
3. Financial statements (annual repor, 10K or audited financ’al statements to include P&L statement and

balance sheet) Please be aware that we will be unable to process any application until financial
statements are provided. If the Company is a “start-up" operation, we require letters of
commitment for financing from the Company’s financial institution.

4. Description of propoesed facility to include: building lype (new or existing), square fooclage, proposed
renovations, etc.

5. Letter from the company confirming that the application has been reviewed by the company and that
the information presented is accurate

ALL OF THE ABOVE INFORMATION IS REQUIRED FOR THE APPLICATION TO BE PROCESSED.

PROJECT TIMEFRAME

Start Date for Project:  April 1, 2023 Completion Date:  April 1, 2027
(Data job ereation and/or investment begins) (Date invesiment and job creation are anticipated to ba complete!

JOB CREATION

Total Number of New Johs: 800 new jobs

Categories and wage rates for new jobs:

: Cateqory Number of Jobs Average Wage
(annual or hourly)

Executive/Management
Technical/Prolessional
Administrative/Clerical
Skilled Production
Unskilled Production
Contract Employeas
Other

Tolal 800

*NOTE: Slated annual wages are low end ol hourly wage range for each category.

If the project involves the retention of existing jobs at the site,

what will be the lotal number of jobs retained at the project site? NIA
Annual payroll resulting from new jobs: _
Annual payroll resulling from retained jobs? N/A

If this project is an expansion of an existing company in SC,
please state the number of current jobs In the state. N/A

November 2018 Coordinating Council for Economic Development Page 2
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Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC)

CAPITAL INVESTMENT

Land Cost

Building Improvements
Building Acquisition
Machinery & Equipment

Total

$125,000,000

Will this project require a new building or a physical addition 1o an existing building?

Yes O No

What is the project type?

O New bullding

sq. ft

PROPERTY TAXES

0 sq. ft. addition _

x] New Project

0 Expansion Project

Estimated local property taxes for the first year of lacation or expansion:

INCENTIVES

Tolal propenty 1axes:  $___1,444,324

Counly partion: $ 445,535

School portion: S_ 983,345

Which of the following incentive and assistance programs will be involved in this project? (Please check all

that apply)

Fee-in-lieu

Job Development Credits

Job Training {readySC™)

Job Re-training Credils
Industrial Revenue Bond

X

—-¥%-—-Jobs Tax Credits
X
X

Other

November 2018

Special Source Revenue Bond Credil
Community Development Block Grant
Utility Company Grant/Loan
_.Hural Infrastructure Authority Grant

4%, Term: 20 years
(Is the Site a muli-county park?)—x—yes— - - no

Terms:
Amount:
Amcunt: TBD
Amount:

Coordinating Council for Economic Oevelopment

YCC Public Forum | 5/19/25
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Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC)

GRANT PROJECT INFORMATION

PROJECT INFORMATION

Attach the following:

1. A description of the aclivitics to be undertaken with funds from this grant (give specific or estimated
quantities and dimensions where possible).

2. A preliminary budget, showing cost eslimates (identify source) and sources of funding for all etements
of the project.

3. Two maps of the project area showing at least the following information: company location, existing
infrastructure, the location of all improvements to be made (improvements to be made with CCED
funding must be highlighted or color coded). Include any other relevant information which is available,
such as a copy of any other grant applications, preliminary engineering reports, etc.

ALL OF THE ABOVE INFORMATION IS REQUIRED FOR THE APPLICATION TO BE PROCESSED.

PROJECT FUNDING

Total Funds Requested:  $2,000,000

Total Project Cost: $125,000,000
Saurce of Project Funding Amount % of Total
Project Cost i

Company: $123,000,000 985%

‘Local Government:

‘State:

CCED ED Funds | $2.000,000 - B

Federal:

Other (private, utifity, etc.) |

| Total Project Cost | $125,000,000 i ~100%

“*Important note: if this application is approved and a grant award is made, the grant award agreement
requires that the project bedin within 3 months and be completed within 18 months of the issuance
of the grant agreement.

November 2018 Coofdinating Council for Economic Development - Page 4

YCC Public Forum | 5/19/25 50



Exhibit 7.2 Addition Checkbox on Economic Development Grant Application (SC)

TRAFFIC INFORMATION

If the activities to be undertaken with CCED funds will include road, provide the following information (estimates
are acceptable):

Number of passenger vehicles which will be entering and exiting facility daily: N/A
Number of trucks which will be entering and exiting facility daily: N/A :
~ APPLICANT ASSURANCES

The information provided in this application is correct to the best of the applicant's knowledge. The
applicant understands, and the company has been notified as appropriate, that there will be
no reimbursement of costs incurred before grant award unless prior written approval is given
by the Coordinating Council for Economic Development.

This application submitted by: T4 T HYeEReTl  comrtty MARAGER
{Name & Title of Chief Administrative Offiéi7 of Local Government}

1217 9197143

(sl EN (DATE)

November 2018 Coordinating Council for Economic Development Page §
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Exhibit 7.3 Group H-4 Occupancy

Table 5. WWT and Chemical Building Storage Quantities Reported v. MAQ

The quantities of corrosive and toxic liquids (“health
hazard”) exceeds the MAQ for a control area; therefore,
thus per SCBC 307.6 the WWT/Chemical Building will be
considered as a High-Hazard Group H-4 occupancy. In
addition, Class 2 Oxidizers are over the MAQ, and
therefore High Hazard Group H-3 requirements apply.
The requirements of the H-3/H-4 occupancy will be
discussed in a later section of this report.

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+ Ibs 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)

2021 PROJECT SUMMARY FORM

| Silfab Solar Inc.

Project Borealis

Ellen Tai

October 14, 2021

Project Name EDPNC project manager assigned to the project

Date

| COMPANY INFORMATION

Has the identity of the project company been disclosed to the EDPNC project manager assigned to the project?

Full Company Name Silfab Solar Inc.

Yes, it was previously disclosed

Fully Private

Type of Corporate Ownership

Has the company been in existence and operating for three or more years? Yes

Does the company have existing operations/facilities in NC? No

If yes, provide the following information each existing NC operation/facility: Ciiert Nirgsi ot Giirart Niirber of
Temporary andfor Direct Full-Time

City and County Type of Operation Primary Product or Service Contract Employees Employees

Provide an explanation of the Temporary and/or Contract Employees:

Has there been a layoff or reduction in workforce at any of the company's NC facilities in the last 12 months? No

If applicable, provide details pertaining to the layoff/ workforce reduction, including the location and employment levels prior to the reduction.

Not applicable

Within the past two years, or prior to that if the issue remains unresolved, has any facility operated by the company in North Carolina or
elsewhere, received any notice of violations, or any other administrative notice or warning for noncompliance with any local, state or federal

environmental or OSHA laws or regulations.

If Yes, provide details including date of occurrence, State, explanation of violation, amount, etc.

Not applicable

| PROJECT INFORMATION

Provide a brief description of the company and a summeary of the project in the box below:
The CAIl Global Group (CAl) is working on behalf of a solar panel manufacturer based in Canada, to provide location decision support. The
Company is looking to identify an ideal site to accommodate its new manufacturing plantin the US. As aleader in the design and development
of ultra-high-efficiency, premium quality photovoltaic (PV) modules, the company wishes to grow organically to meet increased demand for its

product

CAl's client is planning to invest in a new manufacturing facility in the US, which will be deployed in 2 phases, will employ approximately 900
direct new full-time employees within the first 5 years and would represent an estimated $135,000,000 investment in capital expenditure. The
first phase would begin early 2022, employing 500 hew people and representing a $110,000,000 investment. The project will mainly consist of
putting in place assembly lines for the manufacturing of solar modules. The second phase, which should begin in 2023 and end in 2024, will
employ 400 new people and represent a $25,000,000 investment in capital. It consists in the production of PV solar cells, which are used to
convert sunlight into direct electricity and are grouped together to make solar modules.

Type of Operation  Manufacturing Type of Product or Service solar modules and PV solar cells

Project NAICS Code  (as it pertains to the activity at the project facility - NOT necessarily the NAICS code for the company as a whole)

334413 Semiconductor and Related Device Manufacturing

Primary NAICS Corresponding NAICS Description

Potential North Carolina location(s) for the Project (county and citytown):
Gastonia (Gaston County)

Secondary NAICS Corresponding NAICS Description

Revised 11.10.20 Project Summary Form
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Exhibit 8.1 Gaston County Project Summary Form (FOIA)

Key Dates: Enter the date that the Company anticipates:

a. Making the decision whether to locate the Project in NC 1 2021
b. Making the initial capital investment related to the Project 12 2021
¢. Starting construction, expansion, or renovationfupfit of the Project facility 2022
d. Hiring the first job related to the Project 2022
e. Commencing operations at the Project facility 2023
Average Wages
Avg. Annual
New Jobs By Year 3-Year 5-Year Wage of ALL Minimum
675 New Avg. Annual
2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 TOTAL TOTAL Jobs Wage of Jobs
174 204 184 113 562 675 $42,158 $42,158
New Investment By Year 3-Year 5-Year
2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 TOTAL TOTAL
Real Property $12,500,000| $12,500,000 $5,000,000 $2,600,000 $0 $30,000,000 $32.600,000
Tangible Personal Property $42 500,000 $42,500,000 $30,000,000] $11,000,000 $0 $115,000,000| $126,000,000
Total Investment $55,000,000] $55,000,000] $35,000,000] $13,600,000 $145,000,000] $158,600,000
Does the company have the internal capacity or secured the financing necessary to carry out the entire project? Yes

Will the company own or lease the project facility?
Will the project involve the expansion of an existing company facility or a new location for the company?

Lease

New company location - purchase/lease

Does the project involve the reduction in workforce from, or closure of, a facility located in North Carclina? No
Does the project involve the reduction in workforce from, or closure of, a facility located elsewhere in the United States?

Will the company offer health insurance for the new jobs?

No

Yes Will the company pay at least 50% of the premium for the employee? Yes

COMPETITION

List the locations outside North Carolina that are being considered for the project (provide the city/region and state/country).

South Carolina Tennessee

Explain in detail the competitive nature of the project:
Among the key decision factors, labor, logistics, regulatory ease, utilities and incentives will all be important criteria in the site selection process.
The company is looking for a large pool of production workers, as well as good access to inbound and outbound land transportation corridors.
Speed to market is important and communities with fast-track pemitting processes and low regulatory requirements will be prioritized. Finally,
incentives will play a major role given the level of capital investment required.

CONSULTANT DISCLOSURE AND CONTACT INFO

Has the company engaged a consultant(s) to assist with exploring and/or securing incentives from the State of North Carolina? Yes
Company Contact (primary)
a. Name b. Title
c. Mailing Address d. Phone

f. Email Address
Consultant (if applicable)
a.Name b. Company/Organization
Guillaume Sabourin CAl Global
c. Mailing Address d. Title
615, Boulevard René-Lévesque Ouest Consultant
Bur. 1120, Montreal (Quebec) H3B 1P5 e. Phone

(514) 982-0095, ext. 226

g. Email Address

bol i 0
g. Names of other employees or agents assisting with the project
Marc Beauchamp, Patrice Rollin
Revised 11.10.20 Project Summary Form Page 2 of 4
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Exhibit 8.1 Gaston County Project Summary Form (FOIA)

| EMPLOYMENT PROFILE |
Company/Project Name Silfab Solar Inc. (Project Borealis) Date October 25 2021
Nofte: It is extremely important that the wage estimates provided below include cash payments only (NO BENEFITS). To ensure this, a
representative of the company must make the following certification prior to submitting this form:
By checking this box, | certify that the wage estimates in column H below reflect cash payments only (wages,
salaries, bonuses, and commissions - where applicable) and DO NOT include non-cash benefits. | also acknowledge
that H1B visa holders do not qualify and are not included in the job numbers listed below.
Guillaume Sabourin Consultant
Name of company representative making this certification Title
JOBS
New Full-Time Project Related Jobs
Provide the number of permanent full-time positions expected to be created at the Average Wage of
project location in the time period specified. New Full-Time
i : i » . Project Related
Do not include Qart-tlme temporary. contract, or leased jobs: QOSItIOﬂS that will be Jobs NOT
JOB CLASSIFICATIONS transfered from locations within NC: or positions that will be hired prior to 1/2022. including Benefits
A B C D E F G H
Provide general job classifications for the C:eo:tid ,
permanent fuil-time'jobs expected to be Retwesn T e Jobs daisa (Provide the first
created by the project. Please do not year ave.annual
simply list all jobs in one row. 1/2022 & CreatedIn Created In Created In Created In wage for the
12/31/2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 TOTAL classification)
Employees of the Company
General & Operations Mgrs i 1 $138,424
Admin Services & Facilities Mgrs d 1 $112,950
Industrial Production Mgrs 1 1 $105,352
Architectural & Eng Mgrs 1 () 2 $147,677
Misc Managers 4 2 6 $98,976
Buyers & Purchasing Agents 1 1 2 $62,622
HR Workers 1 1 2 4 $64,751
Industrial Eng, incl H&S 8 2 10 $88,456
Eng Technologists & Techs 11 11 19 41 $57,606
Bookkeeping, Acc & Auditing 1 1 2 $42,893
Shipping, Rec & Inventory 20 20 34 74 $35,914
Industrial Machinery Installation 12 12 24 41 89 $54,510
First-Line Supervisors of Prod < 4 8 14 30 $61,015
Misc Production Workers 112 150 150 412 $34,356
Laborers & Material Movers $20,283
Total for Grantee - By Year 174 204 184 115 675
Total for Grantee - Running Total 174 378 562 675 675 675
TOTAL JOBS - BY YEAR 174 204 184 113 675 TOTAL JOBS*
TOTAL JOBS - RUNNING TOTAL 174 378 562 675 675 675

*The total number of positions created (675) includes 0 current employees of the Grantee that will be transferred to
the project location from a facility located outside of NC. 675  jobs will be hired in North Carolina.

AVERAGE WAGES

2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
Average Wage of All Jobs - By Year 43,205 39,234 38,846 51,216 MINIMUM  $ 40,337
Ave. Wage of All Jobs - Running Total 43,205 41,062 40,337 42,158 42,158 ALL JOBS PR Lt
Revised 11.10.20 Employment Profile Page 3 of 4
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Exhibit 8.1 Gaston County Project Summary Form (FOIA)

L

EMPLOYMENT PROFILE

Company/Project Name Unknown (Project Borealis)

Date

August 19 2021

Note: It is extremely important that the wage estimates provided below include cash payments only (NO BENEFITS). To ensure this, a
representative of the company must make the following certification prior to submitting this form:

By checking this box, | certify that the wage estimates in column H below reflect cash payments only (wages, salaries,
bonuses, and commissions - where applicable) and DO NOT include non-cash benefits. | also acknowledge that H1B

[ visa holders do not qualify and are not included in the job numbers listed below.

*The total number of positions created (994) includes 0
the project location from a facility located outside of NC.

994  jobs will be hired in North Carolina.

Isabel Cyr Director, Consulting Services
Name of company representative making this cerification Title
JOBS
New Full-Time Project Related Jobs
Provide the number of permanent full-time positions expected to be created at the Average Wage of
ORIGINAL EP projict location in the tin'fle period sp'ieciﬂed. New Full-Time
. . . . 3 Project Related
Do not include part-time, temporary, contract, or leased jobs: positions that will be Jobs NOT
JOB CLASSIFICATIONS fransfered from locations within NC; or positions that will be hired prior fo /2022, | Jincluging Benefits
A B C D E F G H
) . i . Jobs
Provide general job classifications for the Created
permanent full-time jobs expected to be Betwesn (Provide the first
created by the project. Please do not Jobs Jobs Jobs Jobs year ave.annual
simply list all jobs in one row. 1/2022 & CreatedIn Created In Created In Created In wage for the
12/31/2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 TOTAL classification)
Employees of the Company
General & Operations Mgrs 1 1 $134,722
Admin Services & Facilities Mgrs 1 1 $119,785
Industrial Production Mgrs 1 1 $112,289
Architectural & Eng Mgrs 1 1 2 $151,278
Misc Managers 4 2 6 $104,541
Buyers & Purchasing Agents 1 1 2 $66,258
HR Workers 1 1 2 4 $69,642
Industrial Eng, incl H&S 8 2 10 $89,688
Eng Technologists & Techs b 11 19 41 $59,254
Bookkeeping, Acc & Auditing 1 1 2 $43,377
Shipping, Rec & Inventory 20 20 34 74 $35,558
Industrial Machinery Installation 12 12 24 41 89 $54,605
First-Line Supervisors of Prod 4 4 8 14 30 $64,769
Misc Production Workers 112 150 180 200 642 $34,056
Laborers & Material Movers 12 12 24 41 39 $29,283
Total for Grantee - By Year 186 216 238 354 994
Total for Grantee - Running Total 186 402 640 994 994 994
TOTAL JOBS - BY YEAR 186 216 238 354 994 TOTAL JOBS*
TOTAL JOBS - RUNNING TOTAL 186 402 640 994 994 994

current employees of the Grantee that will be transferred to

AVERAGE WAGES

Average Wage of All Jobs - By Year
Ave. Wage of All Jobs - Running Total

2022 2023 2024 2025 2026
42,488 38,700 37,272 39,244
42,488 40,453 39,270 39,261 39,261
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline

From: Rutland, Jason

Sent: Friday, January 6, 2023 11:20 AM

To: Reinhardt, Josh; Treff MacDonald; Alex Ghusein; Chow, Tran

Cc: Swenson, David

Subject: Silfab/York County - Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 77
(Fort Mill)

Attachments: attachment.ics

WARNING: The email below is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any
links or attachments.

Microsoft Teams meeting

Join on your computer, mobile app or room device
Click here to join the meeting

Meeting ID: 275 555 742 016
Passcode: cFGV33

Download Teams | Join on the web

Or call in (audio only)
+1 647-794-1619,749106793# Canada, Toronto
(833) 676-8350,749106793# Canada (Toll-free)

Phone Conference ID: 749 106 793#
Find a local number | Reset PIN

Learn More | Meeting options

From: Reinhardt, Josh (D

Sent: Friday, January 6, 2023 10:12 AM

To: Treff MacDonald “; Rutland, Jason (D
m Alex Ghusein (D

Subject: RE: Silfab/York County - Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 77 {Fort Mill)

Cc: Swenson, David
Good morning,
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline

| am awallable at bath of thase times and would be happyto discuss how we can hedp the prajed mowve farward.

Regarding the requirement for a set of plans shawing anymprovements onthe ste, this|s standard when bulldings are
proposed to be occupled by a different use than Inltlally approved for. This bullding was approved aswarehouse, so a
change te manufacturing with outdoor storage and many mere employees than Inklall y antlclpated would trigger the
need for revised plans. Thisisto llustrate that the proposed use will functlon preperly on the site. Froam a quick glance, |
think the twe maln areas of concern would be the locatien of the autdoor storage and how parking would be addressed.
There appearsta be 288 parking spaces on the site, and | understand there will now be over 1000 employeeswhilethe
initial site plan was antlcdpated for warehouse with 150 employees, Where wlll the autdaar storage tanks be lacated,
and will the propesed |ecation{s}impact any vehicle circulatien ar cause any building cede related Issues?

All things that are typically worked out rather easly. For axarmple, | wauld asamme seme of the eurrant semitruck
parking could be recorfigured to address the Increased naed, However, this, and any other stte additlons/changes, are
all thingsthat a deslgn profesdoenal, such as a civil engineer, would address on the revised plansthat are submitted to us
for review.

In additlon, you are comect in that many of the actual ste plan ImprovementslIsted with our Ovl Construction Plan
Summary anxd Develo prment Gulde have already been completed when the stte was developed. So, even though it may
seem onere us, this shauld net be 3 verylarge undertaking.

| hapethet helps darify things a hit, and | loak farwerd to speaking with you sll either Monday moming er &t 1:00 this
afternoon.

Thanks,
losh

Josh Reinhardt
Dewelopment Services Manager
Pervdt Services

Flanning and Develaprment
York County Government

YorkCounty [ 2
south coroling X

COMFIDEMTIALITY MOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended
recipient(s) and may contain confidential, proprietary, and/or privileged information protected by law. If you are not the
intended recipient, you may not read, use, copy, or distribute this e-mail message or its attachments. If you believe you
have receted this e-mail message in error, please contact the sender by reply e-mail or telephone immediately and
dectroy all copies of the original message. “Any information provided on this email, including any attachments, may be
subjectto the South Carolina Freedom of Information Act and may be disclosed to third parties in accordance with
applicable law."
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline

From: Treff MacDonald
Sent: Friday, January 6, 2023 8:42 AM

To: Rutland, Jason (D ; - <inhard, Josh QI
Ce: Swenson, David (U /< Ghuscin

Subject: RE: Silfab/York County - Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 77 (Fort Mill)

WARNING: The email below is from an EXTERNAL source. Ensure you trust this sender before clicking on any
finks or attachments.

Good day Jason,
| prefer a 1 pm today or a Monday meeting between 9-10 am.
Thanks

From: Rutland, Jason
Sent: January 5, 2023 2:45 PM

To: Reinhardt, Josh QD
Ce: Swenson, Davic (D ; < Ghus<in GEN

MacDonald
Subject: Silfab/York County - Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline 77 (Fort Mill)

I Caution: This is an external email

Hi Josh,

Great to meet you virtually. As part of the Project were in receipt of the enclosed correspondence related
to the Zoning for the property against Silfab’s proposed use as a Solar (PV) Cell and Panel manufacturing
facility.

It is noted in the verification letter that a Site Plan Review is required. As a next step, I'd like to arrange a
meeting with you/your team and participation from Silfab to better understand these requirements and to
be very precise in the information that we provide given expedient timelines that were trying to adhere to.

From what I can gather, I think the focus of a Site Plan Review would be on the amount and nature of
outdoor storage of chemicals used in the production processes and perhaps focused on the makeup of the
facilitation spaces and tank yard outdoors.

Silfab’s law firm, who triggered the zoning verification process, also passed along this website link to

me: https://www.yorkcountygov.com/378/Civil-Construction-Plan-Review which I've reviewed at the high
level but admittedly on first blush the requirements seem too onerous for a site that is already constructed
and is occupancy ready. Lets take the opportunity to clarify.

Treff, Alex, and I are flexible to meet tomorrow 1-3pm or 4pm onwards. On Monday, we are also flexible
9-10am or 12-2pm. All ET time zone. Let me know what works best for you, or suggest alternative times
in the next 2-3 business days and we’ll accommodate,

Best,

Jason

Jason Rutland, cpra, ca
Senior Vice President, Strategic Advisory
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline

Strategy 2 Consulting Group

G - '/ (e

Colliers

vict |- QD

181 Bay Streeft, Suite 1400 | Toronto, 06 M5 2%/1 | Canada
Main: +1 416 777 2200 | Fax: +1 416 777 2277

{3 O {:' ﬁ colliersc anada com | View Privacy Palicy

From: Swenson, David (D

Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2023 1:35 PM

Tor Relnhardt, Josh QU >; R.tiand, |2son QU
Subject: Introduction

Importance High

Gemtlernen,

Bywayof this amall, | would llketa Intraduce you bath,

lash,

lason Rutland Iswith Calllers and Is located In thelr Toronte office. Helswarkingwith Project Mountle that Is
considering leasing space at the Stateline 77 large bullding In Fart Mill. His client |15 8 manufacturing operation locking ta
put In a production eperation that would make solar cells and solar panals. He cantell you mere about thelr

gpergticns. He has same specific questions he needsta talk to you abewt related to process and requlremerts of thelr
cliert asthey lopkta set up operstions. Thelr cperationswill be animpact pmject for our ares.

lason,

lash Isthe York CourtyDevelopment Sarvices Manager for York County. He Isour go te guyto help get things started
with zllents and helps you as you may start getting Inte the processwith the county Planning and Devel cpment
Departrment.

| have sttached the contact Infarmatien for you both so feel free te connect when possible.

Dwvid Swenson, CEcD

AIC DEVELOQ

SOUTH CAROLINA

YORK COUNTY
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Exhibit 8.2 Zoning Verification Process and Site Plan Review for Stateline

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mail message, including any attachments, is for the sole use of the intended
recipient(s) and may contain confidential, proprietary, andfor privileged information protected by law. If you are not the
intended recipient, you may not read, use, copy, or distribute this e-mail message or its attachments. If you believe you
have received this e-mail message in error, please contact the sender by reply e-mail or telephone immediately and
destroy all copies of the original message. Any information provided on this email, including any attachments, may be
subject to the South Carolina Freedom of Information Act and may be disclosed to third parties in accordance with
applicable law.

Treff MacDonsld
Chief Operating Officer
®
o e
e0eoo
ePe

SILFAB
::ﬁ(mslﬁgﬁ-ﬂzs7

Mool QD

Emall
Web:
Hlifab Solar Ine

240 Courtneypark Drive East
LST 255 MIssissauga

G din

Think Green. Please don't print unless absolutely necessary.

This roesicu e wonth i oo Fiachemsa il in¥curwimion Wi vt il i o Rt encl ot by P e il vicdaonl warmeal 1 pom are wot the aumed sddrecoee gou shos ll Bot dicemisate,
distribate or copy ik emell. Plesse potify e sender immediately by e-mull F you hove recelved this e-mull by mivinke and delete thls =mall from yoar spiem.
E-mall transuisdon ceanot be gnarsntesd fo be secure or ervorfree a5 formation conld be intercepted, cormpied, lost, destroyed, mrive late or lmcomplete, or
contals Wruces. The cender fherefore does not sccept Babliy for any ermmors or ensleclons in the coateals of hic mescage, whilch arlce a5 o resalt of e-naall

A s ission. I vexrificrtion is reguived plesse renguest o bsdopy swersios. Sifal Sober e 200 Cou rtaewrsck Drive Best, Miciccun g, ON, £A,
wowssiifabeolar.com
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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 | 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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