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I would like to respectfully request that the Ohio Power Siting Board deny any permit(s) to
construct a solar industrial operation in the Shawnee Township, Lima, Ohio area. The mission
of the Ohio Siting Board states on its website that part of its mission is to "protect the
environment and land use". The area in and around the proposed site has an abundance of
wildlife. The area is home to many wandering deer, bald eagles, and migrating birds to name a
few. The protection of such wildlife was not addressed at the public meetings. If the area is
surrounded by solar panels and fencing, how will the wildlife continue to migrate in and
around the area? The Ohio Power Siting Board mission statement states that it is to benefit
Ohio citizens. Again, at the public meetings, the representatives of Lightsouse BP could not
state exactly where the proposed solar energy would be used. Will it be used by Ohio citizens
to lower their electric bills? All I heard was evasive blathering to waste the time allocated for
the public meeting and minimize the number of questions from the public. There are other
many numerous environmental questions such as the safety of the panels. At the public
meeting it was stated that every panel was inspected for safety. If the panels are to be in use
for thirty-five years and the history of use is only ten years, how does Lightsource BP know
that the panels are safe for thirty-five years. The Lightsource BP representatives did admit that
the panels would be constructed in China. Dog food was manufactured in China that was also
"safe" until it killed dogs in the United States and was no longer considered safe. What about
chemical run off and simply the run off waste from the herding sheep? Most of the homes in
the area have well water and septic systems. Are these systems in jeopardy? We have been
offered no guarantees of the safety of our well water and septic system. The legal advisor to
Lightsource BP is a former employee of the State of Ohio. She was instrumental in writing the
current solar laws for Ohio. Is it not a conflict of interest that she now, as a retired Ohio
employee, is acting as a consultant for Lightsource BP to assist the company in getting around
the legal complexities she wrote? When she wrote the laws, did she include provisions in such
laws that she now benefits from? What about the turmoil on the Ohio Power Siting Board
itself? How are local residents to be confident that their concerns are being fairly addressed
without conflicts of interest? Some would say that individuals are free to use their property
however they wish. Although we may own a piece of real estate, we are not for example, free
to grow illegal drugs on the property, have loud parties into the night, and a number of other
things. The use of our property is limited and cannot be used at the expense of others. The
Shawnee Township area is not currently zoned for a commercial venture such as a solar
industrial operation. If the State can override local zoning laws without local consent, then
what good are the zoning laws? Many people purchased homes and invested great sums of
personal net worth and sweat equity in the Shawnee Township area. Many would not have
done so, knowing that a solar industrial operation would be their neighbor. The Lightsoure BP
representative stated that he believed that any one of the company employees would be happy
to live next to a solar industrial complex. I challenge this statement as I do not believe Kevin
or any of the other employees would give any consideration to living in a solar panel field
especially if surrounded on three sides by solar panels. We were told at the public meetings
there would be ten employees after the installation was completed. Next meeting, four or five
employees. Then, most likely no local employees as everything would be handled and
monitored remotely. Lightsource BP toots its horn about providing $500,000 for community
projects. The sum is a one time payment. The amount equals less than $15,000 per year on a
thirty-five year project. How much will the cost be to the Township just to repave roads in the
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area after completion of construction. Five-hundred thousand dollars sounds like a large sum
of money, but in reality it is not. In fact, it represents only .16% of the total project cost. The
same could be said for the increased tax monies through a PILOT program. The sum is quoted
as a 35 year total rather than an annual amount. How much tax money will the Township and
local county lose due to decreased property values and tax revenue from other potential uses
of the land. Several individuals stand to gain financially if this project proceeds while
thousands of individuals stand to lose substantially financially if the project proceeds. The
funds paid to the several landowners to lease the land is almost the same as the amount of
funds paid in taxes to be split among the various entities namely Shawnee Township, Allen
County, Local Schools. My property is located immediately adjacent to a landowner
approached by Lightsource BP. I did not receive any notice of a public meeting. The public
meetings were held on a Friday night and again several days before Thanksgiving. Was
Lightsource BP trying to avoid the public? The meeting was then held virtually. This is totally
unacceptable for a project such as this. Many of us have had to work every day throughout the
Covid crisis. The meetings could have been safely held in person rather than virtually. There
was difficulty viewing the meeting, accessing the meeting via the telephone and interacting
with Lightsource BP representatives who were able to cut off questions, limit questions, and
waste time not answering questions. The Lima Shawnee Township area is a densely populated
area. There are many houses in and around the proposed area which would be negatively
affected by this project. Lightsource BP representatives have propssed, but not committed to
paying, affected homeowners a one time payment of $5,000 although they have not addressed
the true anticipated reduction in home values. If the average home in Shawnee Township is
$150,000 and it decreases in value by eight percent, the home value loss would be $12,000.
The loss would be far more than the proposed one-time payment of $5,000. When I attended
the public meeting, I found the Lightsource BP representatives to be very evasive. The
individuals also did not offer specifics about anything. Additionally, the individuals did not
disclose information as to where the money is coming from for the local "investment". The
individuals simply say it is a private venture. Is it truly a private venture or are they using tax
dollars and tax credits from government approved green energy projects? Are the local
individuals who will be harmed by this project indirectly paying to be harmed through their
tax dollars? The Lightsource BP representatives repeated numerous times the increased funds
that would flow to the local schools. Normally, as local monies increase, State monies
decrease. I feel since there was not proper notice of the public meetings, the inconvenient date
of the public meetings, the virtual aspect of the meeting, the problems conducting the virtual
meetings, environmental and wildlife concerns as well as human health concerns, lack of
specific details regarding the project, perceived or real conflicts of interest of the parties
involved, the failure of the project to meet the basic mission of the Ohio Power Siting Board
and most importantly the location of the project being adjacent to numerous homes this project
should be rejected!!

Deborah Violet
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