











¥821810S alNg=y ¥50Z ANV €512
. 3NITNOISSINSNYYL
-438WNNN 1O3rodd JTIASNOQHOS
L “ITUASILLOTHVHO
“HIOVNVIN LO3rodd -103royd|
dVN SINJW3ISY3
6¢ 40 6¢ NOILVAHISNOD
-H3GWNN L3IHS =i
9c0c/0c/e 21va PV NawHovLLY

Axzsqmaq

I'8Z/SEL TN

AN
\v62/SEL]

/

0¥

4

&

1/k282/SEL Y

B ——

0oz 0

NOILYANNO4 SY00dLNO VA

TIONNOD (-
“IVANIWNOYIANI LNOWA3Id
AY1S3H¥O4 40 1d3avA [
$304N0S3Y
OIYOLSIH 40 1d30 VA
AONVAYISNOD JdNLVN 3IHL
ALNNOD ITHVYNIETY

(ALILNI ONIOVNVI A8) SLNIW3SVI

AN
3sn 30

SNC

AVM
SIAUNLONYLS
S3ANLONYLS d

A6H
}€82/SELT

7 N\

“ | =
/2 133HS]

6¢ L33HS|| 8¢ 133HS

—

Y
ar*
,
O

1
92 133HS

NVd A3

)G
662/SELT




1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

A

Response:

Right-of-way (“ROW”)

7. Detail the proposed ROW clearing methods to be used and the ROW
restoration and maintenance practices planned for the proposed
project.

The Rebuild Project is proposed to be constructed entirely within the existing
maintained 100-foot electric transmission corridor. As such, additional clearing is
not necessary, but the existing right-of-way is currently and will continue to be
maintained for the operation of the existing transmission facilities consistent with
the Company’s approved maintenance practices.

Trimming of tree limbs along the edge of the right-of-way also may be conducted
to support construction activities for the Rebuild Project. For any such minimal
clearing within the right-of-way where development has already occurred, trees
will be cut to no more than three inches above ground level. Trees located outside
of the right-of-way that are tall enough to potentially impact the transmission
facilities, commonly referred to as “danger trees,” may also need to be cut. Danger
trees will be cut to be no more than three inches above ground level, limbed, and
will remain where felled. Debris that is adjacent to homes will be disposed of by
chipping or removal. In other areas, debris may be mulched or chipped as
practicable. Danger tree removal will avoid land disturbance in wetland areas and
within 100 feet of streams, if applicable. Care will be taken not to leave debris in
streams or wetland areas. Matting will be used for heavy equipment in these areas.
Erosion control devices will be used where applicable on an ongoing basis during
all clearing and construction activities accompanied by weekly Virginia
Stormwater Management Program inspections.

Erosion control will be maintained and temporary stabilization for all soil
disturbing activities will be used until the right-of-way has been restored. Upon
completion of the Rebuild Project, the Company will restore the right-of-way
utilizing site rehabilitation procedures outlined in the Company’s Standards &
Specifications for Erosion & Sediment Control and Stormwater Management for
Construction and Maintenance of Linear Electric Transmission Facilities that was
approved by the Virginia Department of Environmental Quality (“DEQ”). TOYR
and weather conditions may affect when permanent stabilization takes place.

The right-of-way will continue to be maintained on a regular cycle to prevent
interruptions to electric service and provide ready access to the right-of-way to
patrol and make emergency repairs. Periodic maintenance to control woody growth
will consist of hand cutting, machine mowing, and/or herbicide application.
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1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT
A.  Right-of-way (“ROW”)

8. Indicate the permitted uses of the proposed ROW by the easement
landowner and the Applicant.

Response: Any non-transmission use will be permitted that:

e s in accordance with the terms of the easement agreement for the right-
of-way;

e Is consistent with the safe maintenance and operation of the transmission
lines;

e  Will not restrict future line design flexibility; and

e Will not permanently interfere with future construction or access to
Dominion Energy Virginia’s facilities.

Subject to the terms of the easement, examples of typical permitted uses include
but are not limited to:

Agriculture;

Hiking Trail Crossings;

Fences;

Perpendicular Road Crossings;
Perpendicular Utility Crossings;
Residential Driveway Crossings; and
Wildlife / Pollinator Habitat.
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1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

A

Response:

Right-of-way (“ROW”)

9. Describe the Applicant’s route selection procedures. Detail the feasible
alternative routes considered. For each such route, provide the
estimated cost and identify and describe the cost classification (e.g.
“conceptual cost,” “detailed cost,” etc.). Describe the Applicant’s
efforts in considering these feasible alternatives. Detail why the
proposed route was selected and other feasible alternatives were
rejected. In the event that the proposed route crosses, or one of the
feasible routes was rejected in part due to the need to cross, land
managed by federal, state, or local agencies or conservation easements
or open space easements qualifying under 8§ 10.1-1009 — 1016 or 88
10.1-1700 — 1705 of the Code (or a comparable prior or subsequent
provision of the Code), describe the Applicant’s efforts to secure the
necessary ROW.

The Company’s route selection for transmission line rebuild projects begins with a
review of the existing right-of-way. This approach generally minimizes impacts on
the natural and human environments. This approach is also consistent with
Attachment 1 of these Guidelines, which provides a tool routinely used by the
Company in routing its transmission line projects. Specifically, this approach is
consistent with Guideline #1, which states that existing rights-of-way should be
given priority when adding new transmission facilities, and 8§ 56-46.1 and 56-529
of the Code of Virginia, which promote the use of existing right-of-way for new
transmission facilities. For the proposed Rebuild Project, the existing transmission
corridor right-of-way that currently contains Line #2054 and Line #2135 is
adequate. See Sections I1.A.4 and I1.A.6.

Because the existing maintained electric transmission corridor to be used for the
Rebuild Project is adequate to construct the Rebuild Project, no new right-of-way
is necessary. Given the availability and adequacy of the existing corridor and the
statutory preference given to the use of existing electric transmission corridors, and
because additional costs and environmental impacts would be associated with the
acquisition of and construction on new right-of-way, the Company did not consider
any alternate routes requiring new right-of-way for the Rebuild Project.

The Company’s Underground Engineering Group did consider underground
construction of the Rebuild Project. For the underground line design, two
conceptual configurations were evaluated. Under the first configuration (Option
1), the entire line would be constructed underground, with three to four transition
stations along the route. Under the second configuration (Option 2), a hybrid design
would be employed in which the line would be placed underground from the
beginning of a Virginia Outdoors Foundation (“VVOF”) conservation easement to
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Hollymeade Junction, then transitioned overhead, and then returned underground,
with an expansion/transition station at Cash’s Corner DP before transitioning back
to overhead to Gordonsville.

The Underground Engineering Group determined that, although it is permittable
and technically feasible to route the line underground, constructing the Rebuild
Project in such a manner would require an additional eight to nine years to complete
and therefore could not meet the Rebuild Project’s need date of December 31, 2028.
The Group further concluded that underground construction would cost
approximately $1.5 billion—more than fifteen times the transmission-related costs
associated with overhead construction of the Rebuild Project, which are
approximately $97 million.

In March 2026, the Company also consulted with VOF regarding the potential to
underground the Rebuild Project. Constructing the Rebuild Project underground is
also impractical because the transition stations would require new rights outside the
Company’s existing 100-foot right-of-way, triggering VOF “conversion” of
conservation easements. Converting VOF’s easements would entail a multi-year,
seldom-granted Board approval process, as well as substantial 30:1 mitigation
obligations. By contrast, rebuilding within the existing right-of-way avoids new
encroachments on protected lands and materially reduces overall structure count
and associated land disturbance. For these reasons, the Company rejected
underground construction of the Rebuild Project.

According to the Albemarle County Tax Parcel Viewer, the Rebuild Project, which
does not require new right-of-way, crosses conservation easements held by various
entities, including:

Agency Number of Easements
VOF 16 easements
The Nature Conservancy 2 easements
Albemarle County 1 easement
Piedmont Environmental Council 2 easements
Albemarle County / VOF 1 easement

The Rebuild Project traverses through 22 conservation easements which are all
privately owned and listed as closed to public access. An aerial review of the
easements depict the conservation lands primarily as rural residential/agricultural
land, with forested areas located throughout.
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See Attachment I1.A.6 for conservation easements crossed by the proposed Rebuild
Project. These conservation easements were created after establishment of the
existing transmission corridor.
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1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

A

Response:

Right-of-way (“ROW”)

10. Describe the Applicant’s construction plans for the project, including
how the Applicant will minimize service disruption to the affected load
area. Include requested and approved line outage schedules for
affected lines as appropriate.

The Company plans to construct the Rebuild Project in a manner that minimizes
outage times on the lines and substation busses. Service to customers will not be
interrupted during construction of the Rebuild Project, as the Company has the
ability to switch all load to alternate sources. Assuming the Commission issues a
final order by January 31, 2027 and construction commences around January 31,
2028, the Company estimates that construction of the Rebuild Project will require
the following outages:

Outage Work to Be Completed
Winter 2027 to Rebuild Line #2135 from Hollymeade Tap to Cash’s
Spring 2028 Corner DP
Spring 2028 to Rebuild Line #2135 from Cash’s Corner DP to
Summer 2028 Gordonsville
Summer 2028 to Rebuild Line #2054 from Charlottesville to Hollymeade
Winter 2028 Tap

The Company intends to complete the relevant work during requested outage
windows. However, as with all outage scheduling, these outages may change
depending on whether PJM approves the outages and whether other relevant
considerations allow for it. It is customary for PJM to hold requests for outages
and approve only shortly before the outages are expected to occur and, therefore,
the requested outages are subject to change. Therefore, the Company will not have
clarity on whether this work will be done as requested until very close in time to
the requested outages. If PJIM approves different outage dates, the Company will
continue to diligently pursue timely completion of this work.
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1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

A

Response:

Right-of-way (“ROW”)

11. Indicate how the construction of this transmission line follows the
provisions discussed in Attachment 1 of these Guidelines.

Attachment 1 to these Guidelines provides a tool routinely used by the Company in
routing its transmission line projects

The Company utilized Guideline #1 by siting the Rebuild Project entirely within an
existing transmission line right-of-way corridor (to the extent permitted by the
property interest involved, rights-of-way should be selected with the purpose of
minimizing conflict between the rights-of-way and present and prospective uses of
the land on which they are to be located. To this end, existing rights-of-way should
be given the priority as the locations for additions to existing transmission facilities,
and the joint use of existing rights-of-way by different kinds of utility services
should be considered).

By utilizing the existing transmission corridor, the proposed Rebuild Project will
minimize impact to any site listed on the National Register of Historic Places
(“NRHP”). Thus, the Rebuild Project is consistent with Guideline #2 (where
practical, right-of-way should avoid sites listed on the NRHP). In any event, the
Company will coordinate with the Virginia Department of Historic Resources
(“VDHR?”) regarding its plans prior to engineering and construction of the Rebuild
Project to avoid or minimize impacts. See Section IIl.A for a discussion of the
Stage | Pre-Application Analysis prepared by Dewberry, which was submitted to
VDHR in August 2025, and is included with the DEQ Supplement as Attachment
2.1.1. The Company will coordinate with the VDHR through review of the Stage |
Pre-Application Analysis regarding these initial findings.

The Company has communicated with a number of local, state, and federal agencies
prior to filing this application consistent with Guideline #4 (where government land
is involved the applicant should contact the agencies early in the planning process).
See Section II1.B and I11.J of this Appendix, and the DEQ Supplement. In
particular, the Company consulted with the City of Charlottesville and Albemarle
County regarding the Rebuild Project. See Sections I11.B, I11.J, and V.D of this
Appendix.

The Company follows construction methods in the Guidelines on a site-specific
basis for typical construction projects (Guidelines #8, #10, #11, #15, #16, #18, and
#22).

The Company also utilizes recommended Guidelines in clearing right-of-way,

constructing facilities, and maintaining right-of-way after construction. Moreover,
secondary uses of right-of-way that are consistent with the safe maintenance and
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operation of facilities are permitted, as noted in Section 11.A.8.
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1. DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED PROJECT

A

Response:

Right-of-way (“ROW”)

a.

12. a. Detail counties and localities through which the line will pass. If
any portion of the line will be located outside of the Applicant’s
certificated service area: (1) identify each electric utility
affected; (2) state whether any affected electric utility objects to
such construction; and (3) identify the length of line(s) proposed
to be located in the service area of an electric utility other than
the Applicant; and

b. Provide three (3) color copies of the Virginia Department of
Transportation “General Highway Map” for each county and
city through which the line will pass. On the maps show the
proposed line and all previously approved and certificated
facilities of the Applicant. Also, where the line will be located
outside of the Applicant's certificated service area, show the
boundaries between the Applicant and each affected electric
utility. On each map where the proposed line would be outside
of the Applicant’s certificated service area, the map must
include a signature of an appropriate representative of the
affected electric utility indicating that the affected utility is not
opposed to the proposed construction within its service area.

The proposed Rebuild Project traverses the City of Charlottesville for a total
of approximately 0.2 miles and Albemarle County for a total of
approximately 15.6 miles. The Rebuild Project crosses CVEC’s service
territory for approximately 2.4 miles.

Electronic versions of the Virginia Department of Transportation
(“VDOT”) “General Highway Map” for the City of Charlottesville and
Albemarle County has been marked as required and filed with the
Application. A reduced copy of the maps are provided as Attachment
11.LA.12.b.
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Attachment I1.A.12.b
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