March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very cancerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33, Avangrid listened to

feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you:very much fér your time and attention. Please let us know- if you h'a'vé;quéstions or would like
more infor';nagion. ). ’l ﬂ{; B S e -

Sincerely, | /




March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and. attention, Please let us kiow if you have questions or would like
more in_forfmaﬁon. o

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members;

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very cancerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Pubilic Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Aiso, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
mave to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

lam writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don‘t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also lirits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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Sincerely,




March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

! am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Mifler City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families” ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project fand owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Poweli Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely, | ./,/-' / |
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
maove to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I'am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Mifler City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—yVillage of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other lacal concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,




March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Paimer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portian of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would fike
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very cancerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

l am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Paimer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don't benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects

another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

‘Thank you:very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more i_n‘for,'mai;_ion.v .
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

lam writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that I strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “"block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Pubilic Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and ailso
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
Elementor “Peinavel
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
sl
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—YVillage of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very cancerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory.framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention, Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 miillion in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
maove to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33, Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box fike the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more infoMat_ion. :
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to

During the debate aver SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don‘t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t

r

integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please lét us kiiow if you have questions or would like
more information. e PRI T

Smcerely,///




March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

lam writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
mave to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the Process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you:very much for your time and attention. Please let s khow- ifyou have’qdéstions or would like
‘more informa;ion.
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:;

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “black 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you:very much for your time and attention. Please let us khow if you have questions or would like
more infor’matiqn.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

! am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t

feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33, Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

+ Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us kiiow if you héve."qu’estions or would like
more infor’ma;ion. .
Sincérely, V
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home canstruction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “black 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other iocal concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank youvery much for your time and attenition. Please let us khow if you have questions or would like
more infor_h1aﬁqn., e
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Pubilic Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have guestions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 miillion in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables, Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

lam writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—yVillage of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Pubilic Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer

allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar Panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedhack and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please |et us know if yau have questions or would like
more information,

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with youmy support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose $B 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it

move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen-Village of Miller City,

Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek sofar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don't benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framewaork doesn’t
allow for local input. This has nat been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
nhegotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the pProject. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to

these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33, They also increased the setback in

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information. S

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because jt
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don‘t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handfuf of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me beauseﬂleprojectisgoingtogenerate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades hecause it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Milier City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two schaol districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate aver SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don't benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables, Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
Integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee menmbers:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services. :

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are ali sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

W o TTM foe

) 1T mlr Ay o L USSEy

Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

l am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppase SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project tand owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don't benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to heip fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over S8 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPS8 held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to Put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would Iikg
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, twe school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the

County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heand all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek dont benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewabies. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented focal
feedback into the project. After the OPS8 held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Commiittee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

1 am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services. :

Perhaps even more important, the project is hélping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is sp
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don't benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn't

feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address ather local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:;

l am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that ! strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services. :

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables, Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handfut of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had fimits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely, _:
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services. .

Perhaps even more important, the project is hélping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit focal communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33. A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process propased in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

lam writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services. :

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had fimits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33." A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to Put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the Process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33." A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely, . // e
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Pubilic Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,

Oncets Lkman
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families” ability to
mave to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, twe school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over 5B 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.




March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in $B 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families” ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely, | / r
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

l am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
mave to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen-Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don‘t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

Iam writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—YVillage of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit iocal communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

! am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districtsand a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the praject is hélping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would Jlike
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Commiittee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is hélping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
maove to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.° A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar paneis on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local probiem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppase SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer projectis so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current régu!atory framework doesn’t
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting far the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address ather local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is hedping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Mifler City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
maove to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—\Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as *block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33, Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like

more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the praject is héelping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Paimer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current pracess works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
mave to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen-—Village of Milfer City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a partion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as *block 33.° A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would likg
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

l am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with You my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose $B 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the Project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services,

Move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables ang the
County are all sharing a portian of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer

like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
aliow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33,7 A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33, They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118,

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade,

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled. with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the Project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33, They also increased the setback in
another area to address other jocal concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members;

| am writing to share with You my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose $B 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Mmave to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer

feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
tacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am wrriting to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local cammunities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very cancerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose $B 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This s very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services. :

Perhaps even more important, the project is hélping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Paimer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on black 33, Avangrid listened to
these concemns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would fike
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is hélping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented locai
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.7 A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local Concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current pracess works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would fike
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee mem bers:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in' Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for facal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

l am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects fike it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and €conomic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project tand owmers, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.7 A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar paneis on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would fike
more information.
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is hélping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade,

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.° A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other lacal concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us knaw if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

tam writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of ather local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
mave to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

l am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate aver SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
199277 R m
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

t am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for focal input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

l am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and aiso
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me becausetheprojectisgoingtogenerate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts anda
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families” ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and econormic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regufatory framework doesn’t

integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.* A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sinc}:?rely, _ ’
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

DBear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other focal services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek sofar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as “block 33.* A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to Put solar panels on black 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Pubilic Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

| am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families” ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely,



March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of land referred to as "block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the setback in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention., Please let us know if yau have questions or would like
more information. ’

Sincerely, ,.‘-‘-'"7Q e / _ ,,.—D _
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March 15, 2021

Senate Energy and Public Utilities Committee Members
House Public Utilities Committee Members

Dear Chair Peterson, Chair Hoops and committee members:

I am writing to share with you my support for the Powell Creek solar farm in Putnam County and also
that | strongly oppose SB 52/ HB 118 as it threatens the Powell Creek project and other projects like it
that might be built in the future. This is very concerning to me because the project is going to generate
$1.2 million in local government revenue, which will support the county, two school districts and a
number of other local services.

Perhaps even more important, the project is helping to fund a new sanitary sewer for Miller City. The
Village has had limits on new home construction within city limits for more than two decades because it
lacked this critical infrastructure upgrade. This limit on growth has not only impacted families’ ability to
move to Miller City, but it also limits business and economic growth. The sanitary sewer project is so
important to our community, that everyone is pitching in to make it happen—Village of Miller City,
Liberty and Palmer Townships, project land owners, two school districts, Avangrid Renewables and the
County are all sharing a portion of their Powell Creek solar project revenue to help fund the sewer
upgrade.

During the debate over SB 52 /HB 118, we have heard all sorts of accusations that large solar projects
like Powell Creek don’t benefit local communities and that the current regulatory framework doesn’t
allow for local input. This has not been our experience. We are thrilled with the local benefits we have
negotiated with Avangrid Renewables. Also, we are pleased with how Avangrid has implemented local
feedback into the project. After the OPSB held the public meeting for the project this summer, Avangrid
integrated community feedback regarding a portion of fand referred to as “block 33.” A handful of
homeowners were concerned about the impact of having solar panels on block 33. Avangrid listened to
these concerns and decided not to put solar panels on block 33. They also increased the sethack in
another area to address other local concerns. We are grateful they have incorporated our feedback and
feel this demonstrates that the current process works. We don’t need a new, complicated process that
diverts local problem solving to the ballot box like the process proposed in SB 52/HB 118.

Thank you very much for your time and attention. Please let us know if you have questions or would like
more information.

Sincerely, /oA
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